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TABLE B.5 Indicator 5: How much aid for the government sectors uses country systems?
No. of Aid disbursed Public financial mangement Procurement
countries | | for govetmmem Budget | Financial | Auditing Indicator 5a Progress Proc. Indicator 5b Progress
sector executions | reporting 2005/2007 | | systems 2005 /2007
2007 (USDm) (Usom) | USDm) | (Usom) | 2009 2007 | oy ngints) | | (usDm) | 2005 | 2007 | (% points)
a b c d (for reference) | avg(b,c,d)/a e (for reference)| e/a
Countries which took part
in both 2006/2008 surveys
African Development Bank 18 1138 437 435 444 33% 39% +6 a7 43% 37% -7
Asian Development Bank B 915 805 805 623 69% 81% +13 541 45% 59% +14
Australia 4 51 13 4 2 6% 13% +6 8 5% 16% +11
Austria 9 16 7 6 5 22% 38% +16 8 32% 49% +16
Belgium 17 254 46 47 45 22% 18% -4 11 2% | 44% +2
Canada 24 582 438 449 418 42% 75% +33 226 45% 39% -6
Denmark 17 561 339 302 262 29% 54% +25 381 44% | 68% +24
European Commission 32 2785 1241 111 997 40% 40% +0 1019 41% 37% -4
Finland 10 133 87 94 53 32% 59% +26 93 48% 70% +22
France 22 404 190 201 92 28% 40% +12 239 60% 59% -0
GAVI Alliance 12 57 0 0 51 33% 30% -3 7 2% 1% +10
Germany 31 883 308 392 366 36% 40% +5 527 34% 60% +26
Global Fund 30 566 315 294 101 40% 42% +2 240 43% 42% -0
IDB 6 373 321 69 0 45% 35% -10 123 0% | 33% +33
IFAD 20 105 4l 45 56 = 55% = 84 = 80% =
Ireland 6 189 155 153 140 89% 79% -10 167 96% | 88% -8
Italy 17 223 53 46 24 29% 18% -1 116 51% | 52% +
Japan 32 1553 964 97 939 29% 62% +32 947 26% 61% +35
Korea 9 82 8 8 8 45% 10% -35 4 0% 5% +5
Luxembourg 5 35 3 0 0 0% 2% +2 1 0% 4% +4
Netherlands 24 789 583 478 44 69% 63% -6 641 78% 81% +4
New Zealand 3 6 3 3 3 2% 52% +50 3 6% 45% +39
Norway il 262 155 146 160 60% 59% -1 196 68% 75% +7
Portugal 2 54 2 2 2 79% 3% -76 2 80% 4% -76
Spain 17 255 167 112 109 16% 51% +34 140 14% 55% +40
Sweden 21 555 323 323 299 47% 57% +9 320 48% | 58% +9
Switzerland 22 126 59 53 47 47% 42% -4 65 52% 52% -0
United Kingdom 20 1316 1113 1045 898 78% 7% -0 899 78% | 68% -10
United Nations 33 1409 322 195 258 18% 18% + 169 8% 12% +4
United States 31 2767 94 110 7 10% 3% -7 130 12% 5% -8
World Bank 32 5878 3061 2937 3580 42% 54% +12 2559 40% | 44% +3
All Other Donors -- 332 213 39 40 27% 29% +2 15 17% 35% +17
Sub-Total - 24658 11894 | 10878 | 10541 39% 45% +5.6 10500 39% |43% | +3.7
Average country ratio = == = = = 33% 34% == = 38% 42% =
Global picture - 55 countries
African Development Bank 25 1425 629 627 612 -- 44% -- 597 -- 42% -
Asian Development Bank 10 2715 2466 1241 974 -- 57% - 921 - 34% -
Australia 9 548 342 304 12 - 40% - 125 - | 23% -
Austria 10 19 7 6 5 - 34% - 9 - | 46% --
Belgium 20 267 54 56 54 - 21% -- 121 - 45% -
Canada 36 675 439 449 418 - 65% - 227 - | 34% --
Denmark 21 593 367 330 290 - 56% - 409 - | 69% --
European Commission 54 4082 1574 1383 1274 = 35% - 1380 - 34% -
Finland 14 147 93 100 59 - 57% - 99 - | 68% --
France 36 913 531 548 446 - 56% - 641 - | 70% --
GAVI Alliance 15 70 0 0 54 = 26% -- 7 -- 9% -
Germany 47 1379 511 636 464 - 39% - 865 - | 63% --
Global Fund 47 662 325 326 105 - 38% - 280 - | 42% --
DB 9 500 443 191 123 -- 51% -- 126 - 25% -
IFAD 26 120 82 57 68 = 57% = 97 = 81% =
Ireland 7 189 155 153 140 - 79% - 167 - | 88% --
Italy 21 314 134 135 113 -- 41% -- 206 - 66% -
Japan 49 3300 2375 2382 2350 - 2% - 2358 - 1% -
Korea 13 14 43 43 43 - 31% - 40 - | 28% --
Luxembourg 7 45 3 0 0 -- 2% - 1 -- 3% -
Netherlands 30 858 584 479 443 - 58% - 647 - 75% --
New Zealand 7 18 5 3 8 -- 19% -- 5 -- 29% -
Norway 19 314 173 168 184 -- 56% -- 219 - 70% -
Portugal 2 54 2 2 2 == 3% = 2 == 4% =
Spain 25 591 444 389 394 - 69% - 448 - | 76% --
Sweden 29 595 340 324 299 = 54% -- 333 - 56% -
Switzerland 29 154 62 56 50 - 37% - 66 - | 43% --
United Kingdom 32 1624 1168 1097 950 - 66% - 953 - | 59% --
United Nations 55 2304 342 209 294 - 12% - 212 - 9% -
United States 48 3547 222 151 18 - 5% - 176 - 5% -
World Bank 51 8529 5257 4861 5673 - 62% - 4381 - 51% --
All Other Donors == 542 334 153 152 = 39% -- 119 - 22% -
Sub-Total - 37233 19509 | 16861 | 16166 - 47% - 16 237 - | 44% -
Average country ratio - -- -- -- - -- 30% -- -- -- 37% -
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TABLE B.6

Countries which took part
in both 2006/2008 surveys
African Development Bank
Asian Development Bank
Australia

Austria

Belgium

Canada

Denmark

European Commission
Finland

France

GAVI Alliance

Germany

Global Fund

IDB

IFAD

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Korea

Luxembourg
Netherlands

New Zealand

Norway

Portugal

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom

United Nations

United States

World Bank

All Other Donors
Sub-Total

Average country ratio

Global picture - 55 countries
African Development Bank
Asian Development Bank
Australia

Austria

Belgium

Canada

Denmark

European Commission
Finland

France

GAVI Alliance
Germany

Global Fund

IDB

IFAD

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Korea

Luxembourg
Netherlands

New Zealand

Norway

Portugal

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom
United Nations

United States

World Bank

All Other Donors

Total
Average country ratio

Indicator 6: How many PIUs are parallel

to country structures?

Number of Indicator 6
countries 2005 2007
2007
(for reference) (PIUs)
18 132 13
5) 39 40
4 25 14
9 18 27
17 67 124
24 68 40
17 69 44
32 204 105
10 9 4
22 63 67
12 0 0
31 40 27
30 4 2
6 64 70
20 -- 29
6 5 0
17 30 40
32 2 2
9 0 1
5) 1 10
24 23 13
3 0 0
1 3 7
2 1 0
17 66 70
21 36 23
22 56 59
20 37 18
33 314 296
31 203 208
82 223 79
= 15 59
-- 1817 1601
-- 61 3l
25 -- 121
10 -- 40
9 -- 52
10 == 32
20 -- 131
36 -- 152
21 -- 46
54 -- 203
14 -- 10
36 = 84
15 -- 0
47 -- 4
47 = 5
9 -- 108
26 -- 35
7 = 0
21 -- 52
49 -- 3
13 -- 1
7 -- 13
30 -- 14
7 = 5
19 -- 10
2 -- 0
25 = 70
29 -- 39
29 -- 87
32 = 45
55 -- 558
48 -- 342
51 - 101
-- -- 63
-- 1817 2473
= 61 3

Progress
2005 /2007
(units)

-19

-1

+9
+57
-28

-13

-13

-18
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TABLE B.7

Countries which took part
in both 2006/2008 surveys
African Development Bank
Asian Development Bank
Australia

Austria

Belgium

Canada

Denmark

European Commission
Finland

France

GAVI Alliance

Germany

Global Fund

IDB

IFAD

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Korea

Luxembourg
Netherlands

New Zealand

Norway

Portugal

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom

United Nations

United States

World Bank

All Other Donors
Sub-Total

Global weighted average
Global picture - 55 countries
African Development Bank
Asian Development Bank
Australia

Austria

Belgium

Canada

Denmark

European Commission
Finland

France

GAVI Alliance

Germany

Global Fund

IDB

IFAD

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Korea

Luxembourg
Netherlands

New Zealand

Norway

Portugal

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom

United Nations

United States

World Bank

All Other Donors

TOTAL
Global weighted average

Indicator 7: Are disbursements on schedule and recorded by government?

No. of
countries
2007

Disbursements recorded
by government in 2007

(USD m)

809
737
30
16
109
517
423
2184

253

653
278
225
69
142
112
1175

263

1357

601
2448
6085
2508

25869

Aid scheduled by donors
for disbursement in 2007

(USD m)

2090
22m

Aid actually disbursed
by donors in 2007
(for reference)
(USD m)

1138

Indicator 7
(average country ratio)
2005 2007
53% 54%
86% 81%
33% 39%
23% 36%
32% 39%
45% 51%
46% 51%
48% 62%
30% 38%
30% 43%
0% 1%
47% 54%
33% 41%
88% 56%
= 41%
62% 64%
8% 27%
32% 48%
1% 91%
51% 30%
55% 57%
58% 28%
55% 96%
15% 47%
25% 33%
47% 54%
42% 46%
46% 60%
17% 31%
27% 32%
63% 69%
28% ==
1% 46%
== 48%
- 79%
= 21%
== 31%
= 38%
= 44%
== 47%
= 53%
= 29%
== 46%
- 16%
= 51%
== 43%
- 54%
= 42%
== 64%
= 30%
= 42%
== 21%
= 30%
= 49%
== 1%
= 39%
= 47%
== 32%
== 44%
= 38%
== 54%
- 26%
- 32%
== 65%
1% 43%
70% 63%
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Progress

2005/2007
(% points)

+0
-5
+6
+13
+
+6

+13

+8
+13
+11
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TABLE B.8: Indicator 8: How much bilateral aid is untied!?
Number Total bilateral aid Untied aid Indicator 82 Progress
of countries as reported to the DAC
(USD m) (USDm) 2005 2007 2005/2007
2007 a b (for reference) c=a/b (% points)
Countries which took part
in both 2006/2008 surveys
African Development Bank 18 = —= = - -
Asian Development Bank 5 -- - -- -- --
Australia 4 63 63 54% 100% +46
Austria 9 60 58 51% 96% +45
Belgium 17 318 273 97% 86% -1
Canada 24 475 352 79% 74% -5
Denmark 17 651 627 84% 96% +12
European Commission 32 -- - -- -- --
Finland 10 218 203 98% 93% -5
France 22 1876 1538 90% 82% -8
GAVI Alliance 12 -- - -- -- --
Germany 31 1421 1414 94% 100% +5
Global Fund 30 - -- -- - -
IDB 6 - -- - - -
IFAD 20 - - - - -
Ireland 6 299 299 100% 100% +0
Italy 17 0 0 41% - -
Japan 32 2748 2622 89% 95% +6
Korea 9 181 == == = ==
Luxembourg 5 95 95 100% 100% +0
Netherlands 24 1592 1591 90% 100% +10
New Zealand 3 19 19 44% 100% +56
Norway il 588 588 99% 100% +
Portugal 2 15 9 25% 55% +30
Spain 17 342 10 30% 3% -27
Sweden 21 876 876 100% 100% +0
Switzerland 22 201 180 96% 90% -6
United Kingdom 20 2260 2260 100% 100% +0
United Nations 33 -- - -- -- --
United States 31 3580 2648 7% 74% +67
World Bank 32 = = == = =
All Other Donors - -- - -- -- --
Sub-Total - 17879 15725 75% 88% +13.0
Average country ratio — = — 82% 87% ==
Global picture - 55 countries
African Dev. Bank 25 -- - -- -- --
Asian Dev. Bank 10 = = == == =
Australia 9 331 331 -- 100% -
Austria 10 500 497 - 99% -
Belgium 20 603 558 -- 92% --
Canada 36 947 740 = 78% -
Denmark 21 978 954 -- 98% --
European Commission 54 = = = = =
Finland 14 262 242 -- 92% -
France 36 4815 4399 - 91% -
GAVI Alliance 15 -- -- -- -- --
Germany 47 3907 3898 = 100% =
Global Fund 47 -- - -- -- --
IDB 9 - - - - -
IFAD 26 - - -- - -
Ireland 7 355 355 - 100% -
Italy 21 0 0 - - -
Japan 49 6611 6091 -- 92% -
Korea 13 264 0 -- 0% --
Luxembourg 7 114 114 = 100% =
Netherlands 30 1866 1865 -- 100% -
New Zealand 7 49 49 -- 99% --
Norway 19 731 731 -- 100% --
Portugal 2 19 12 == 64% =
Spain 25 622 152 - 24% -
Sweden 29 1027 1027 -- 100% --
Switzerland 29 347 268 = 7% =
United Kingdom 32 2379 2379 -- 100% --
United Nations 55 = = == == =
United States 48 5635 4318 = 7% -
World Bank 51 -- - -- -- --
All Other Donors -- -- -- -- -- --
TOTAL - 32363 28979 - 90% -
Average country ratio -- -- 88% --

Source: OECD Creditor Reporting System (CRS)

' Data shown are from the DAC aggregate statistics — data is only available for DAC members reporting status on untying aid.

22005 untying figures are based on 2006 survey recipient countries (33 countries, excluding South Africa). The United states do not report tying status. The figures are debt relief amounts
which are untied by convention. Italy did not report tying status or its grant programme for the CRS in 2005. Korea did not report tying status as it is not a DAC member.
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TABLE B.9

Countries which took part
in both 2006/2008 surveys
African Development Bank
Asian Development Bank
Australia

Austria

Belgium

Canada

Denmark

European Commission
Finland

France

GAVI Alliance

Germany

Global Fund

IDB

IFAD

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Korea

Luxembourg
Netherlands

New Zealand

Norway

Portugal

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom

United Nations

United States

World Bank

All Other Donors
Sub-Total

Average country ratio

Global picture - 55 countries
African Development Bank
Asian Development Bank
Australia

Austria

Belgium

Canada

Denmark

European Commission
Finland

France

GAVI Alliance
Germany

Global Fund

IDB

IFAD

Ireland

Italy

Japan

Korea

Luxembourg
Netherlands

New Zealand

Norway

Portugal

Spain

Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom
United Nations

United States

World Bank

All Other Donors

TOTAL
Average country ratio

Indicator 9: How much aid is programme-based?

Number
of countries
2007

Programme-based approaches

Budget support Other PBAs Total
(USD m) (USD m) (USD m)
a b c=a+h
250 128 378
207 109 315
13 24 37
4 5 9
26 33 59
266 244 510
185 296 481
839 620 1459
39 58 97
80 80 160
0 22 22
109 215 324
0 487 487
78 70 148
3 33 36
80 106 186
8 59 67
61 849 910
0 1 1
0 17 17
438 253 691
2 3 5
113 74 186
2 0 2
40 25 65
182 152 334
48 34 81
776 373 1149
75 510 585
59 1554 1613
2200 1089 3289
12 27 39
6192 7549 13741
387 174 561
1475 17 1592
183 66 249
4 7 1
26 35 61
266 247 513
205 296 501
1144 878 2021
39 69 107
17 312 429
0 24 24
109 244 354
2 560 562
98 170 268
3 33 36
80 106 186
8 140 148
462 908 1370
0 1 1
0 17 17
439 291 730
2 3 6
19 105 224
2 0 2
54 255 308
182 168 350
49 35 84
823 434 1257
17 655 772
187 2082 2269
3454 1416 4869
27 84 112
10060 9993 19993

Total aid
disbursed

(USDm)
d

1183
916
189

30
341
914
750

3143
156
500

60
940
643
384
112
222
256

1752

969

Indicator 9

2005

(for reference)

40%
23%
30%
46%
34%
52%
60%
50%
38%
30%
17%
19%
82%
45%

67%
39%
33%
0%
4%
%
0%
37%
4%
14%
49%
27%
61%
29%
29%
57%
10%
43%
35%

2007

e=c/d

32%
34%
20%
29%
17%
56%
64%
46%
62%
32%
37%
34%
76%
39%
32%
84%
26%
52%
1%
25%
1%
48%
49%
3%
13%
46%
37%
2%
34%
37%
56%
1%
47%
35%

38%
59%
32%
31%
17%
43%
60%
4%
60%
39%
33%
24%
66%
52%
28%
79%
4%
36%

0%
21%
63%
19%
47%

3%
34%
4%
32%
62%
26%
39%
54%
19%

44%
29%
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TABLE B.10a: How many donor missions are co-ordinated?
Number Co-ordinated donor missions Total donor missions Indicator 10a Progress
of countries o o
2007 (missions) (missions) 2005 2007 2005/2007
a b (for reference) c=a/b (% points)
Countries which took part
in both 2006/2008 surveys
African Development Bank 18 45 342 19% 13% -6
Asian Development Bank 5 56 348 5% 16% +11
Australia 4 12 29 7% 41% +35
Austria 9 0 16 14% 0% -14
Belgium 17 15 17 22% 13% -10
Canada 24 37 271 17% 14% =3
Denmark 17 65 146 34% 45% +10
European Commission 32 121 339 33% 36% +3
Finland 10 19 48 21% 40% +13
France 22 129 412 10% 31% +21
GAVI Alliance 12 4 4 -- 100% -
Germany 31 128 368 29% 35% +6
Global Fund 30 19 104 18% 18% +0
IDB 6 43 128 41% 34% -7
IFAD 20 83 108 = 7% =
Ireland 6 4 il 45% 36% -8
Italy 17 18 M 7% 16% +10
Japan 32 7 465 2% 2% -1
Korea 9 23 150 0% 15% +15
Luxembourg 5 2 1 20% 18% -2
Netherlands 24 4l 130 47% 55% +8
New Zealand 3 6 9 25% 67% +42
Norway 1 26 79 59% 33% =21
Portugal 2 0 1 50% 0% -50
Spain 17 7 31 8% 23% +15
Sweden 21 43 135 34% 32% -2
Switzerland 22 38 162 34% 23% -10
United Kingdom 20 148 241 46% 61% +15
United Nations 33 1098 2424 30% 45% +15
United States 31 21 236 20% 9% -1
World Bank 32 627 2027 21% 31% +10
Global picture - 55 countries
African Development Bank 24 7 415 -- 17% -
Asian Development Bank 10 17 652 = 18% =
Australia 9 42 129 -- 33% -
Austria 10 0 4 == 0% =
Belgium 20 15 153 = 10% =
Canada 36 67 434 -- 15% -
Denmark 21 69 156 == 44% =
European Commission 54 233 719 = 32% =
Finland 14 23 57 -- 40% --
France 36 186 734 == 25% =
GAVI Alliance 15 6 6 = 100% =
Germany 46 189 514 -- 37% -
Global Fund 47 3 153 == 20% =
IDB 9 56 162 -- 35% --
IFAD 26 94 134 -- 70% --
Ireland 7 4 1 -- 36% -
Italy 21 18 121 = 15% =
Japan 49 45 873 -- 5% -
Korea 13 54 220 -- 25% -
Luxembourg 7 5 14 -- 36% -
Netherlands 30 73 139 -- 53% -
New Zealand 7 7 15 -- 47% -
Norway 19 32 107 = 30% =
Portugal 2 0 1 -- 0% -
Spain 25 16 94 - 17% -
Sweden 29 56 181 -- 31% --
Switzerland 29 4 229 -- 18% -
United Kingdom 32 170 291 - 58% -
United Nations 55 1721 4095 == 42% =
United States 48 57 47 -- 12% -
World Bank 51 870 2787 == 31% =

2008 SURVEY ON MONITORING THE PARIS DECLARATION: MAKING AID MORE EFFECTIVE BY 2010 - ISBN 978-9264-05082-2 - © OECD 2008 99



APPENDIX B: DONOR DATA

TABLE B.10b: How much country analysis is co-ordinated?
Number Co-ordinated donor Total donor Indicator 10b Progress
of countries analytical work analytical work
2005 2007 2005/2007
2007 (analyses) (analyses) (% points)
a b (for reference) c=a/b
Countries which took part
in both 2006/2008 surveys
African Development Bank 18 9 22 55% 41% -14
Asian Development Bank 5 1 7 49% 15% -33
Australia 4 14 18 25% 78% +53
Austria 9 8 15 33% 53% +20
Belgium 17 20 30 31% 67% +36
Canada 24 40 166 38% 24% -14
Denmark 17 79 89 80% 89% +9
European Commission 32 107 121 44% 88% +44
Finland 10 20 26 58% 7% +19
France 22 51 92 41% 55% +15
GAVI Alliance 12 0 1 -- - --
Germany 31 70 90 50% 78% +28
Global Fund 30 19 82 33% 23% -10
IDB 6 il 28 69% 39% -30
IFAD 20 31 4 - 76% --
Ireland 6 18 22 57% 82% +25
Italy 17 10 24 18% 42% +23
Japan 32 16 52 52% 31% -1
Korea 9 0 20 = 0% =
Luxembourg 9 4 &) 67% 80% +13
Netherlands 24 44 88 76% 50% -26
New Zealand 3 0 5 100% 0% -100
Norway 1 26 30 7% 87% +9
Portugal 2 0 4 0% 0% +0
Spain 17 20 48 12% 42% +30
Sweden 21 33 51 34% 65% +30
Switzerland 22 51 4l 60% 2% +12
United Kingdom 20 84 122 69% 69% -0
United Nations 33 740 1085 63% 68% +5
United States 31 84 237 39% 35% -3
World Bank 32 74 132 49% 56% +7
Global picture - 55 countries
African Development Bank 24 16 36 = 44% -
Asian Development Bank 10 27 106 -- 25% -
Australia 9 23 33 == 70% ==
Austria 10 8 17 = 47% =
Belgium 20 22 32 - 69% --
Canada 36 49 195 - 25% -
Denmark 21 80 94 = 85% =
European Commission 53 182 254 -- 72% -
Finland 14 20 26 -- 7% -
France 35 65 14 = 46% =
GAVI Alliance 15 0 1 -- -- -
Germany 46 101 145 == 70% ==
Global Fund 47 27 15 -- 23% --
IDB 9 14 32 - 44% --
IFAD 26 36 49 - 73% -
Ireland 7 18 22 = 82% =
Italy 21 12 29 - 41% --
Japan 49 18 70 -- 26% -
Korea 13 0 24 = 0% =
Luxembourg 7 4 5 -- 80% -
Netherlands 30 46 92 == 50% ==
New Zealand 7 0 6 = 0% =
Norway 19 29 44 -- 66% -
Portugal 2 0 4 - 0% -
Spain 24 25 64 -- 39% --
Sweden 29 34 66 - 52% --
Switzerland 28 54 80 == 68% ==
United Kingdom 32 100 164 -- 61% --
United Nations 54 1146 1815 -- 63% -
United States 48 132 345 - 38% -
World Bank 51 19 202 -- 59% --
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DONOR DATA
ONE TABLE PER DONOR

THE FOLLOWING TABLES present results on a donor-by-donor basis for all the indicators
that are based on donor data (Indicators 3 to 10b). There is one table per donor. Data
are available for the 55 donors that took part in the 2008 Survey. Not all donors
have a table in the appendix. The following criteria were applied in establishing the
31 donors that are shown in Appendix C:

— All donors that have reported over USD 100 million for the government sector
in at least three surveyed countries; and

— All donors who do not meet the first criterion but would like to publish their
results in the 2008 Survey Report.

IMPORTANT NOTE ON TABLES C.1 TO C.31

Under the Paris Declaration, donors and partner countries agreed to collective
targets for 2010. All donors are working to contribute to the achievement of these
targets and are working with their partners on implementation plans in each
country. The survey coverage of each donor’s ODA varies, as indicated at the top of
each donor table. Some donors are, at present, unable to calculate targets that are
representative of their total bi-lateral ODA. Some other donors have asked to include
a column setting out individual targets in their tables. These notional targets, based
on applying the Paris Declaration targets arithmetically, are for illustrative purposes
only and reflect only the set of countries included in the survey for each donor. They
do not prejudge individual targets that donors or partner countries might wish to
set at a later date.

HOW TO USE APPENDIX C
Illustrative example
For each donor, the table includes two sets  The following example illustrates how the indicator

of columns: indicator values (weighted value and the average country ratio are calculated

. for three countries.
average) and average country ratio. For each

set, the results from the 2006 Baseline survey  Gountry A= 2 e Country B = 9 g
3 10

are included in the first column.! The second 16
Country C = 7 18%

column allows for measuring progress for
the 33 countries which took part in both the  Indicator value (weighted average) =

2006 Baseline Survey and the 2008 Survey. 249416 _ 27 oo

The third column provides a global picture 3+10+87 100

of all countries in the 2008 survey. Average country ratio (unweighted average) =
%x (66% +90% + 18%) = 58%
In this example the indicator value is much lower

than the average country ratio because of the
high weight (87 out of 100 units) for Country C.

" The ratio for 2005 has been adjusted to exclude data from South Africa, which did not take part in
the 2008 Survey. This allows for a comparison of the same set of countries which took part in both
the 2006 Baseline Survey and the 2008 Survey.
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The indicator value is a weighted average, based on each donor’s portfolio in the
surveyed countries. It is the aggregate value of the numerator divided by the aggregate
value of the denominator; i.e. each country is weighted by the volume of activity
(see illustrative example). The average country ratio is an un-weighted average.
It provides a comparative measure of the baseline, irrespective of the volume of activity
in each country; i.e. it gives equal weight to each country. It provides an indication of
the variability of individual country baselines compared to the weighted average.

The percentages in the header on the coverage of the survey use figures reported to the
OECD-DAC to divide ‘core ODA’ (gross ODA minus debt relief and humanitarian
aid) to those countries that report aid from that donor in each survey by total core
ODA to all countries (excluding amounts which are not allocated by region). In this
report, the coverage for the 2008 Survey is calculated using OECD-DAC data for
2006, the latest available.

102 2008 SURVEY ON MONITORING THE PARIS DECLARATION: MAKING AID MORE EFFECTIVE BY 2010 - ISBN 978-9264-05082-2 - © OECD 2008



APPENDIX C: DONOR DATA

TABLE C.0: 2010 Targets for the Paris Declaration

INDICATOR

OWNERSHIP

Indicator 1

Partners have operational development strategies

Number of countries with national development strategies (including
PRSs) that have clear strategic priorities linked to a medium-term
expenditure framework and reflected in annual budgets.

ALIGNMENT

Indicator 2

Reliable country systems

Number of partner countries that have procurement and public financial
management systems that either (a) adhere to broadly accepted good
practices or (b) have a reform programme in place to achieve these.

Indicator 3

Aid flows are aligned on national priorities

Percent of aid flows to the government sector that is reported on
partners’ national budgets.

Indicator 4

Strengthen capacity by co-ordinated support

Percent of donor capacity-development support provided through
co-ordinated programmes consistent with partners’ national
development strategies.

Indicator 5a

Use of country public financial management systems
Percent of donors and of aid flows that use public financial
management systems in partner countries, which either
(a) adhere to broadly accepted good practices or

(b) have a reform programme in place to achieve these.

Indicator 5b

Use of country procurement systems

Percent of donors and of aid flows that use partner country procurement
systems which either (a) adhere to broadly accepted good practices or
(b) have a reform programme in place to achieve these.

2008 SURVEY ON MONITORING THE PARIS DECLARATION: MAKING AID MORE EFFECTIVE BY 2010 - ISBN 978-9264-05082-2 - © OECD 2008

TARGET FOR 2010

At least 75% of partner countries have operational
development strategies.

(a) Public financial management
Half of partner countries move up at least one measure
(i.e. 0.5 points) on the PFM/ CPIA (Country Policy and
Institutional Assessment) scale of performance.

(b) Procurement
One-third of partner countries move up at least one
measure (i.e. from D to C, C to B or B to A) on the four-point
scale used to assess performance for this indicator.

* Halve the gap.

® Halve the proportion of aid flows to government sector
not reported on government’s budget(s) (with at least 85%
reported on budget).

50% of technical co-operation flows are implemented
through co-ordinated programmes consistent with national
development strategies.

PERCENT OF DONORS
SCORE*  TARGET
5+ All donors use partner country PFM systems.

3.5t04.5 90% of donors use partner country PFM systems.
PERCENT OF AID FLOWS
SCORE*  TARGET

5+ A two-thirds reduction in the % of aid to the public
sector not using partner country PFM systems.

3.5t04.5 A one-third reduction in the % of aid to the public
sector not using partner country PFM systems.
PERCENT OF DONORS
SCORE*  TARGET
A All donors use partner country
procurement systems.
B 90% of donors use partner country
procurement systems.
PERCENT OF AID FLOWS
SCORE*  TARGET
A A two-thirds reduction in the % of aid to the

public sector not using partner country
procurement systems.

B A one-third reduction in the % of aid to the
public sector not using partner country’
procurement systems.
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INDICATOR TARGET FOR 2010

ALIGNMENT

Indicator 6 Reduce by two-thirds the stock of parallel project
Strengthen capacity by avoiding parallel implementation structures implementation units (PIUs).

Number of parallel project implementation units (PIUs) per country.

Indicator 7 ® Halve the gap.
Aid is more predictable * Halve the proportion of aid not disbursed within the fiscal
Percent of aid disbursements released according to agreed schedules year for which it was scheduled.

in annual or multi-year frameworks.

Indicator 8 Continued progress over time.
Aid is untied

Percent of bilateral aid that is untied.

HARMONISATION

Indicator 9 66% of aid flows are provided in the context of programme-
Use of common arrangements or procedures based approaches.

Percent of aid provided as programme-based approaches.

Indicator 10 (a) 40% of donor missions to the field are joint.
Encourage shared analysis (b) 66% of country analytical work is joint.
Percent of (a) field missions and/or (b) country analytical work,
including diagnostic reviews that are joint.

MANAGING FOR RESULTS

Indicator 11 * Reduce the gap by one-third.

Results-oriented frameworks e Reduce the proportion of countries without transparent
Number of countries with transparent and monitorable performance and monitorable performance assessment frameworks
assessment frameworks to assess progress against (a) the national by one-third.

development strategies and (b) sector programmes.

MUTUAL ACCOUNTABILITY

Indicator 12 All partner countries have mutual assessment reviews in place.
Mutual accountability

Number of partner countries that undertake mutual assessments of
progress in implementing agreed commitments on aid effectiveness
including those in this Declaration.

Important Note:
In accordance with paragraph 9 of the Declaration, the partnership of donors and partner countries hosted by the DAC (Working Party on Aid
Effectiveness) comprising OECD-DAC members, partner countries and multilateral institutions, met twice, on 30-31 May 2005 and on 7-8 July
2005 to adopt, and review where appropriate, the targets for the 12 Indicators of Progress. At these meetings an agreement was reached on the
targets presented under Section Ill of the Declaration. This agreement is subject to reservations by one donor on (a) the methodology for assessing
the quality of locally managed procurement systems (relating to targets 2b and 5b) and (b) the acceptable quality of public financial management
reform programmes (relating to target 5a). Further discussions are underway to address these issues. The targets, including the reservation, have
been notified to the Chairs of the High-Level Plenary Meeting of the 59th General Assembly of the United Nations in a letter of 9 September 2005 by
Richard Manning, Chair of the OECD Development Assistance Committee (DAC).
*Note on Indicator 5: Scores for Indicator 5 are determined by the methodology used to measure quality of procurement and public financial
management systems under Indicator 2 above.
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TABLE C.1: African Development Bank

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 17 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 81% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 25 countries out of 55 and reflects 98%
of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Definitions

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm)

Technical co-operation

(USDm)

Use of PFM systems

(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Use of procurement systems
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Number of parallel PIUs

(number)

Number of countries

(number)

Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm)

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm)

Untied aid

(USDm)

Total bilateral aid

(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm)

Total aid disbursed

(USDm)

Number of joint missions

(number)

Total number of missions

(number)

Number of joint analyses

(number)

Total number of country analyses
(number)

Response

1619
1425

20

67

623

1425

597

1425

121

24

1053

2090

561

1157

4

415

16

36

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?®
for reference

2005 2007 2005 2007

33 33 All 33 33 All

countries countries countries countries countries countries

62% 57% 56% = = =
38% 31% 30% 36% 50% 37%
33% 39% 44% 28% 38% 39%
43% 37% 42% 32% 38% 36%
132 13 121 8.3 6.3 5.0
53% 54% 48% = = =
40% 32% 37% 37% 26% 31%
19% 13% 17% = = =
55% 4% 44% -- -- --

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.2: Asian Development Bank

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 6 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 47% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 10 countries out of 55 and
reflects 66% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Definitions

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm)

Technical co-operation

(USDm)

Use of PFM systems

(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Use of procurement systems
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Number of parallel PIUs

(number)

Number of countries

(number)

Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm)

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm)

Untied aid

(USDm)

Total bilateral aid
(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm)

Total aid disbursed

(USDm)

Number of joint missions
(number)

Total number of missions
(number)

Number of joint analyses
(number)

Total number of country analyses
(number)

Response

1577
2567

57

93

1560

2567

921

2567

40

1635

221

1592

2715

17

652

27
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Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?®
for reference

2005 2007 2005 2007

33 33 All 33 33 All

countries countries countries countries countries countries

62% 86% 80% = = =
37% 78% 61% 64% 72% 55%
69% 81% 61% 56% 54% 51%
45% 59% 36% 35% 54% 34%
39 40 40 6.5 8.0 4.0
86% 81% 79% = = =
23% 34% 59% 27% 26% 41%
5% 16% 18% = = =
49% 15% 25% -- -- --

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.3: Australia
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 4 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 11% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 9 countries out of 55 and
reflects 69% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?®
for reference
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
USDm
( ) 246 29% 25% 30% -- -- --
Aid disbursed for government sector 529
(USDm)
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm) 18
23% 36% 38% 53% 63% 51%
Technical co-operation
(USDm) 312
Use of PFM systems
D 21
(USDm) & 6% 13% 41% 6% 15% 22%
Aid disbursed for government sector 529
(USDm)
Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 125
5% 16% 24% 10% 15% 15%
Aid disbursed for government sector 59
(USDm)
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 52
25 14 52 6.8 85 5.8
Number of countries
(number) 9
Aid recorded as disbursed
(USDm) 9%
33% 39% 21% -- -- --
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 633
Untied aid
(USDm) 34
54% 100% 100% 39% 100% 100%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) 331
Programme-Based Approaches
LoD 249 30% 20% 32% 28% 20% 24%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 766
Number of joint missions
(number) 42
7% 41% 33% -- -- --
Total number of missions
(number) 129
Number of joint analyses
number 23
( ) 25% 78% 70% -- -- --
Total number of country analyses
(number) 33
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TABLE C.4: Austria
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 6 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 16% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 10 countries out of 55 and
reflects 25% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Indicators Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 All 33 33 Al 2005 /2007
countries | countries  countries | countries | countries  countries
Aid for government sector in budget
i i USDm 13
3 Adfiows are aligned (LSDm) 36% | 40% | 3% | — | - ~ | 8%
on national priorities Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 19
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
i USDm 8
Y SIEE G (USDm) 15% | 30% | 35% | 12% | 36% | 40% | 50%
by co-ordinated support Technical co-operation
(USDm) 22
5a Use of country public Use of PEM systems
USDm 6 i
financial management (USDm) 22% | 38% | 34% | 23% | 23% | 213% | heltivelo
systems Aid disbursed for government sector Indicator 22
(USDm) 19
Use of procurement systems
A CRLEI (USDm) ’ 3% | 49% | 46% | 33% | 23% | 379 | Relativeto
procurement systems Aid disbursed for government sector Indicator 2b
(USDm) 19
) Number of parallel PIUs
6  Avoid parallel (number) 32
implementation - 18 27 32 3.0 3.0 3.2 6
structures Number of countries
(number) 10
Aid recorded as disbursed
- ) (USDm) 16 ,
7 Aidis more predictable 23% 36% 31% - -- -- 62%
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 17
Untied aid
NT— (USDm) o7 More than
8  Aidisuntied 51% 96% 99% 49% 79% 82%
Total bilateral aid 51%
(USDm) s
Programme-Based Approaches
9 Useof common (USDm) 11
arrangements or e 46% 29% 31% 28% 25% 27% 66%
procedures Total aid disbursed
(USDm) &
Number of joint missions
number 0
102 Joint missions (number) “% | 0% | 0% | - - - 40%
Total number of missions
(number) 4
Number of joint analyses
i number; 8
10D Joint country ( ) 3% | 53% | 47% - - - 66%
analytic work Total number of country analyses
(number) 17

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.5: Belgium
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 15 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 54% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 20 countries out of 55 and
reflects 63% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

USDm 141

( ) 42% 52% 54% -- - - 85%
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 267

Co-ordinated technical co-operation

usb 44

(USDm) 19% | 30% | 32% | 26% | 53% | 52% | 50%
Technical co-operation

(USDm) 138

Use of PFM systems

(USDm) 55 Relative to

22% 18% 21% 29% 31% 33% i
Aid disbursed for government sector Ingiezior 22

(USDm) 267

Use of procurement systems

(USDm) 121 Relative to
42% 44% 45% 54% 31% 64% | |ndicator 2b

Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 267
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 131
67 124 131 42 78 6.9 22

Number of countries
(number) 20
Aid recorded as disbursed
USbm 120
( ) 32% 39% 38% -- -- -- 66%
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 349
Untied aid
(USDm) 535

97% 86% 92% 89% 95% 97% 100%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) iLe
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 61

34% 17% 17% 32% 27% 23% 66%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 359
Number of joint missions
number 15
(number) 22% 13% 10% -- -- -- 40%
Total number of missions
(number) 153
Number of joint analyses

b 22

(IS 31% | 67% | 69% | - | - | - | 66%
Total number of country analyses
(number) 32

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.6: Canada
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 21 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 46% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 36 countries out of 55 and
reflects 73% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?®
for reference
Indicators Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
i i USDm 477
3 Aid fl(t>_ws alre gllgped (USDm) 51% 46% 37% B B __
0MiNoNalpriorities Aid disbursed for government sector 609
(USDm)
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
i USDm 170
Y SIEE G (USDm) 3% | 60% | 44% | 32% | 51% 49%
by co-ordinated support Technical co-operation
(USDm) 383
: Use of PFM systems
5a  Use of country public (USDm) 435
financial management 42% 75% 2% 35% 45% 34%
systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 609
Use of procurement systems
UsD 227
R e (USDm) 5% | 39% 37% 39% 45% 47%
procurement systems Aid disbursed for government sector -
(USDm)
i Number of parallel PIUs
6  Avoid parallel (number) 152
implementation : 68 40 162 34 2.0 4.6
structures Number of countries
(number) 36
Aid recorded as disbursed
- ) (USDm) 617
7 Aidis more predictable 45% 51% 44% - - -
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 756
Untied aid
o (USDm) 739
8  Aidisuntied 79% 74% 78% 73% 55% 62%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) 946
Programme-Based Approaches
9 Useof common (USDm) 513
arrangements or 52% 56% 43% 33% 35% 23%
procedures Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 1201
Number of joint missions
N (number) 67
10a Joint missions 17% 14% 15% -- = -
Total number of missions
(number) 434
Number of joint analyses
i number; 49
100 Joint country ( ) 38% 249% 959 - - -
analytic work Total number of country analyses
(number) 195

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.7: Denmark
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 17 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 72% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 21 countries out of 55 and
reflects 77% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

USDm 432
( ) 50% 66% 57% -- -- -- 85%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 597
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm) 9% Target
45% 75% 74% 44% 79% 73% of 50%
Technical co-operation achieved
(USDm) 126
Use of PFM systems
USDm 329
( ) 29% 54% 55% 21% 56% 51% 53%
Aid disbursed for government sector 597
(USDm)
Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 409
44% 68% 69% 46% 56% 64% 63%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 597
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 46
69 44 46 38 2.8 2.2 23
Number of countries
(number) 21
Aid recorded as disbursed
USDm 435
( ) 46% 51% 47% -- -- -- 75%
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 675
Untied aid 954 Target of
(USDm)
84% 96% 98% 93% 95% 96% progress
Total bilateral aid achieved
(USDm) g
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 501
60% 64% 60% 58% 64% 54% 66%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 833
Number of joint missions e
number 69
( ) 34% 45% 44% -- -- -- of 40%
Total number of missions achieved
(number) 156
Number of joint analyses
Target
number 80
( ) 80% 89% 85% -- -- -- of 66%
Total number of country analyses achieved
(number) 94

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.8: European Commission
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 33 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 42% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 54 countries out of 55 and
reflects 59% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

USDm 3349

( ) 56% 61% 57% -- -- -- 85%
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 4066

Co-ordinated technical co-operation

USDm 310 9
(USDm) 28% | 50% | 45% | 23% | 55% | 49% | 100%
Technical co-operation (EU target)
(USDm) 695

Use of PFM systems

(USDm) 1410 50%

40% 40% 35% 38% 38% 29%
Aid disbursed for government sector (EUtarge)

(USDm) 4066

Use of procurement systems

(USDm) 1380 50%
4% 37% 34% 40% 39% 25% (EU target
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 4066

Number of parallel PIUs 68 PIUs &

(number) 203

204 105 203 6.3 818 3.8 | nonewPlUs
Number of countries (EU target)
(number) 54

Aid recorded as disbursed
(USDm) 3097

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 47271

48% 62% 53% = == -- 74%

Untied aid
(USDm)

Total bilateral aid
(USDm) -

Programme-Based Approaches

UsDm 2021
(USDm) 50% | 46% | 44% | 45% | 39% | 31% 66%

Total aid disbursed (EU target)
(USDm) 4644

Number of joint missions
(number) 233

Total number of missions
(number) 719

33% 36% 32% = = -- 40%

Number of joint analyses
(number) 182

Total number of country analyses
(number) 254

44% 88% 2% = -- -- 66%

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.9: Finland

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 10 out of the 33 countries and

reflects 49% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 14 countries out of 55 and

reflects 60% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Definitions

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm)

Technical co-operation

(USDm)

Use of PFM systems

(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Use of procurement systems
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Number of parallel PIUs

(number)

Number of countries

(number)

Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm)

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm)

Untied aid

(USDm)

Total bilateral aid

(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm)

Total aid disbursed

(USDm)

Number of joint missions

(number)

Total number of missions

(number)

Number of joint analyses

(number)

Total number of country analyses
(number)

Response

79

146

22

38

84

146

99

146

78

170

242

262

107

178

23

57

20

26

2005
33
countries

33%

52%

32%

48%

30%

98%

38%

27%

58%

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
2007 2005 2007
33 All 33 33 All 2005/2007
countries  countries | countries | countries  countries
58% 45% = = - 85%
100%
68% 57% 59% 62% 45% | (EU target)
50%
59% 57% 30% 46% 37% (EU target)
50%
70% 68% 43% 46% 50% (EU target)
3&
4 10 0.8 0.3 0.7 | nonewPlUs
(EU target)
38% 29% == = - 67%
More than
93% 92% 95% 96% 94% 98%
62% 60% 40% 48% 40% 66%
63%
40% 40% = = =
’ ’ (EU target)
7% 7% = -- -- 66%
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TABLE C.10: France
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 25 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 26% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 36 countries out of 55 and
reflects 47% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

USDm 679

( ) 43% 58% 49% -- = = 85%
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 908

Co-ordinated technical co-operation

D 110
(USDm) 20% 48% 48% 15% 49% 45% 50%
Technical co-operation
(USDm) 227
Use of PFM systems
(USDm) 508 Relative to

28% 40% 56% 28% 31% 31% i
Aid disbursed for government sector i)

(USDm) 908

Use of procurement systems

(USDm) 641 Relative to
60% 59% 1% 52% 31% 51% | Indicator 2b
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 908

Number of parallel PIUs

(number) 84

63 67 84 2.9 3.0 2.3 21

Number of countries

(number) 36
Aid recorded as disbursed

USbm 647

( ) 30% 43% 46% -- -- -- 65%
Aid scheduled for disbursement

(USDm) 952

Untied aid

(USDm) 4399 More than

90% 82% 91% 88% 80% 74% 90%
Total bilateral aid

(USDm) 4815
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 429
30% 32% 39% 19% 28% 24% 66%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 1096
Number of joint missions
number 186
(number) 10% 31% 25% -- -- - 40%
Total number of missions
(number) 734
Number of joint analyses
number 65
( ) 41% 55% 46% -- - -- 66%
Total number of country analyses
(number) 141

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.11: GAVI Alliance!

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 11 out of the 33 countries.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 15 countries out of 55 countries.

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
Indicators Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
i i USDm 4
3 Aid fl(t{ws alre e}llg?ed ( 5D ) 0% 0% 7% _ - -
I MR (AT Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 70
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
4 Strengthen capacity (USDm) 0 B B 3 3 B 3
by co-ordinated support Technical co-operation
(USDm) 0
. Use of PFM systems
5a  Useof country public (USDm) 18
financial management 33% 30% 26% 30% 30% 26%
systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 70
Use of procurement systems
USDm 7
20 BRSO (USDm) 2% 1% 9% 6% 30% 15%
procurement systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 70
) Number of parallel PIUs
6  Avoid parallel (number) 0
implementation : 0 0 0 0 0 0
structures Number of countries
(number) 15
Aid recorded as disbursed
L ) (USDm) 5
7 Aidis more predictable 1% 16% - - - -
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 83
Untied aid
USDm -
8  Aidisuntied ( ) - = = = = 17%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) -
Programme-Based Approaches
9 Useofcommon (USDm) 24
arrangements or 37% 33% 27% 46% 39% --
procedures Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 73
Number of joint missions
num 6
102 Joint missions (number) . 100% | 100% - - .
Total number of missions
(number) 6
Number of joint analyses
10b Joint country (number) 0 - - B B B
analytic work Total number of country analyses
(number) 1

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.

T All GAVI support is provided through programme based approaches, and GAVI support is aligned with national planning
frameworks. Countries are encouraged to include GAVI contributions in national budgets. About 756% of GAVI's support is
for vaccines and safe injection equipment. Countries may receive cash and procure directly. Most, however, procure through
UNICEF, facilitating lower prices through bulk procurement as well as simplifying procurement processes for countries.”
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TABLE C.12: Germany
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 31 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 39% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 47 countries out of 55 and
reflects 55% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

USDm 939

( ) 49% 57% 54% -- - - 85%
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 1377

Co-ordinated technical co-operation

D 361

(USDm) 8% | 72% | 73% | 36% | 71% | 66% | 50%
Technical co-operation

(USDm) 496

Use of PFM systems

(USDm) 537 Relative to

36% 40% 39% 28% 35% 27% i
Aid disbursed for government sector Indicator 2a

(USDm) 1377

Use of procurement systems

(USDm) 865 Relative to
34% 60% 63% 35% 35% 46% | |ndicator 2b
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 1377
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 4
40 27 41 14 11 0.9 13
Number of countries
(number) 47
Aid recorded as disbursed
USDm 856
( ) 47% 54% 51% -- -- -- 74%
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 1331
Untied aid
(USDm) 3638 More than
94% 100% | 100% 69% 93% 91% 94%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) 3907
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 354
19% 34% 24% 23% 31% 23% 66%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 1459
Number of joint missions
number 189
( ) 29% 35% 37% -- -- -- 40%
Total number of missions
(number) 514
Number of joint analyses
b 101
(IS 50% | 78% | 70% | - | -~ | - | 66%
Total number of country analyses
(number) 145

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.13: Global Fund'
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 26 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 48% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 47 countries out of 55 and
reflects 66% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm) 336

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 663

35% 44% 33% = = -- 85%

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm) 0

Technical co-operation

(USDm) 0
Use of PFM systems

(USDm) 252

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

40% 42% 38% 37% 31% 29% 59%
663

Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 280

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 663

43% 42% 42% 38% 31% 40% 56%

Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 5

Number of countries

(number) 47
Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm) 318

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 780

33% 41% 43% = == -- 67%

Untied aid
(USDm)

Total bilateral aid
(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches

(USDm) 562 Target
82% | 76% | 66% | 73% | 60% | 50% | of66%

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.

' The Global Fund provides predictable, untied aid for health based on principles of country ownership and flexibility.
Disbursements to Health Ministries are reported and recorded in the national budget at the discretion of each country.
In 2007, 95% of funds were disbursed on schedule and 62% of grants aligned with country cycles. The Global Fund’s
Performance Based Funding model focuses on managing programs by results. Performance and monitoring frameworks
exist in 136 GF-supported countries.
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Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

Total aid disbursed achieved
(USDm) 851

Number of joint missions

number 31

(number) 18% 18% 20% -- -- -- 40%
Total number of missions

(number) 153

Number of joint analyses

number 27

( ) 33% 23% 23% -- -- -- 66%
Total number of country analyses

(number) 115
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TABLE C.14: Inter-American Development Bank

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 5 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 63% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 9 countries out of 55 and
reflects 78% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Definitions

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm)

Technical co-operation

(USDm)

Use of PFM systems

(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Use of procurement systems
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Number of parallel PIUs

(number)

Number of countries

(number)

Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm)

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm)

Untied aid

(USDm)

Total bilateral aid
(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm)

Total aid disbursed

(USDm)

Number of joint missions
(number)

Total number of missions
(number)

Number of joint analyses
(number)

Total number of country analyses
(number)

Response

464

488

20

33

252

488

126

488

108

511

451

268

512

56

162

14

32

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 All 33 33 All
countries countries countries countries countries countries

48% 49% 55% = = =
24% 60% 60% 40% 61% 64%
45% 35% 52% 29% 31% 42%
0% 33% 26% 0% 31% 42%
64 70 108 97 1.7 12.0
88% 56% 54% = = =
45% 39% 52% 25% 25% 28%
41% 34% 35% = = =
69% 39% 44% -- -- --

2The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.15: International Fund for Agricultural Development

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 26 countries out of 55 and
reflects 34% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
Indicators Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
i i USDm 74
3 Aid fI(t)yvs alre qllg?ed ( ) _» 53% 48% » » _»
(o ol AT Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 17
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
i USDm 13
4 Strengthen capacity (USDm) __ 66% 78% B 66% 66%
by co-ordinated support Technical co-operation
(USDm) 17
. Use of PFM systems
5a  Use of country public (USDm) 69
financial management - 55% 59% - 38% 43%
systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 17
Use of procurement systems
USDm 97
5 Use of country ( ) B 80% 83% 3 38% 76%
procurement systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 17
) Number of parallel PIUs
6  Avoid parallel (number) 35
implementation ) == 29 35 = 15 14
structures Number of countries
(number) 26
Aid recorded as disbursed
L ) (USDm) 79
7 Aidis more predictable - 41% 42% -- - -
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 225
Untied aid
USDm -
8  Aidisuntied ( ) == == = = == ==
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) -
Programme-Based Approaches
9  Useof common (USDm) 36
procedures Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 127
Number of joint missions
94
10a Joint missions (number) - 77% 70% — - -
Total number of missions
(number) 134
Number of joint analyses
i number 36
100 Joint country ( ) B 76% 73% 3 3 B
analytic work Total number of country analyses
(number) 49

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.16: Ireland
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 5 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 60% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 7 countries out of 55 and
reflects 58% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Indicators Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

3 Aidflows are aligned (USDm) 81 549 | 459 | 450 85%
. L . (4 o o - - - 0
on national priorities Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 189
Co-ordinated technical co-operation Target
Y SIEE G (USDm) 2 s | o | o | 4 | o9% | 9% | of50%
by co-ordinated support Technical co-operation achieved
(USDm) 12
) Use of PFM systems
5a  Useof country public (USDm) 149 Relative to
financial management 89% 79% 79% 90% 86% 86% | |ndicator 2a
systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 189

Use of procurement systems
5b  Use of country (USDm) 167 Relative to

96% 88% 88% 95% 86% 91% i
procurement systems Aid disbursed for government sector Irehaaian s
(USDm) 189
) Number of parallel PIUs
6 Avoid parallel (number) 0
implementation - 5 0 0 1.0 0.0 0.0 2
structures Number of countries
(number) 7

Aid recorded as disbursed
(USDm) 142

7 Aidis more predictable 62% 64% 64% - -- -- 82%
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 206
Untied aid
o (USDm) 355 Target
8  Aidisuntied 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% 100% | achieved
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) e
Programme-Based Approaches
9  Useofcommon (USDm) 186
arrangements or 67% 84% 79% 59% 81% 70% 66%
procedures Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 237
Number of joint missions e
number 4
10a Joint missions (nu ) 45% 36% 36% -- -- -- 0f40%
Total number of missions achieved
(number) i
Number of joint analyses
i number 18
10D Joint country ( ) 57% | 80w | 82% - . _, 66%
analytic work Total number of country analyses
(number) 22

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.17: Italy
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 12 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 28% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 21 countries out of 55 and
reflects 44% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

USDm 149

( ) 16% 35% 39% -- - - 85%
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 314

Co-ordinated technical co-operation

usb 33

(USDm) 3% | 72% | 69% | 45% | 56% | 50% | 50%
Technical co-operation

(USDm) 48

Use of PFM systems

(USDm) 128 Relative to

29% 18% 41% 38% 14% 19% i
Aid disbursed for government sector i)

(USDm) 314

Use of procurement systems

(USDm) 206 Relative to
51% 52% 66% 49% 14% 45% | |ndicator 2b
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 314
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 52
30 40 52 2.3 24 2.5 10
Number of countries
(number) 21
Aid recorded as disbursed
USbm 223
( ) 8% 27% 30% -- -- -- 54%
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 3115
Untied aid
(USDm) 0 . , More than
i i 1% - - 91% -- -- A
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) !
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 148
39% 26% 41% 25% 36% 34% 66%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 358
Number of joint missions
number 18
(number) 7% 16% 15% -- -- -- 40%
Total number of missions
(number) 121
Number of joint analyses
b 12
(IS 8% | 42% | 4% | - | -~ | - | 66%
Total number of country analyses
(number) 29

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.18: Japan
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 29 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 29% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 49 countries out of 55 and
reflects 50% of country programmed aid in 2006.

122

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?®
for reference
Indicators Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
i i USDm 2444
3 Alde(t>_ws alre gllgped ( ) 31% 45% 46% B B __
0MiNoNalpriorities Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 3277
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
i USDm 372
Y SIEE G (USDm) 74% 76% 84% 36% 82% 82%
by co-ordinated support Technical co-operation
(USDm) 444
: Use of PFM systems
5a  Use of country public (USDm) 2369
financial management 29% 62% 2% 16% 20% 22%
systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 3277
Use of procurement systems
UsD 2358
R e (USDm) 26% 61% 72% 14% 20% 23%
procurement systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 3277
i Number of parallel PIUs
6  Avoid parallel (number) 3
implementation : 2 2 3 01 01 01
structures Number of countries
(number) 49
Aid recorded as disbursed
- ' (USDm) 1355
7 Aidis more predictable 32% 48% 42% - - -
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 3298
Untied aid
- (USDm) 6091
8  Aidisuntied 89% 95% 92% 99% 98% 98%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) 6611
Programme-Based Approaches
9 Use of common (USDm) 1370
arrangemen[s or 33% 52% 36% 26% 28% 24%
procedures Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 3856
Number of joint missions
number; 45
10a Joint missions ( ) 2% 2% 5% -- - -
Total number of missions
(number) 873
Number of joint analyses
i number; 18
100 Joint country ( ) 52% 31% 26% B B _
analytic work Total number of country analyses
(number) 70

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.19: Korea
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 3 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 6% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 13 countries out of 55 and
reflects 32% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm) 76
1% 34% 37% -- -- --
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 142
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm) B85
74% 79% 84% 50% 88% 91%
Technical co-operation
(USDm) 4
Use of PFM systems
USDm 43
( ) 45% 10% 31% 33% 10% 17%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 142
Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 40
0% 5% 28% 0% 10% 16%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 142
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) il
0 1 1 0.0 14 0.9
Number of countries
(number) 13
Aid recorded as disbursed
(USDm) 66
1% 19% 21% -- -- --
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 68
Untied aid
(USDm) - __ __ __ __ __ __
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) 264
Programme-Based Approaches
(D0 ! 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 143
Number of joint missions
(number) 54
0% 15% 25% -- -- --
Total number of missions
(number) 220
Number of joint analyses
0
(number) _» 0% 0% B B _
Total number of country analyses
(number) 24

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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Table C.20: Luxemburg
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 3 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 28% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 7 countries out of 55 and
reflects 45% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
Indicators Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
i i USDm 29
3 Aid fl(t>_ws alre gllgped ( ) 66% 35% 20% B B __
() T OO Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 36
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
i USDm 2
Y SIEE G (USDm) 0% 1% 18% 0% 10% 15%
by co-ordinated support Technical co-operation
(USDm) 10
Use of PFM systems
5a  Use of country public (USDm) 4 1
financial management 0% 2% 2% 0% 2% 1%
systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 36
Use of procurement systems
D 1
50 Use of coumtry t (USDm) 0% 1% % 0% 2% 2%
procurement systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 36
i Number of parallel PIUs
6 Avoid parallel (number) 13
implementation : 1 10 13 0.0 2.0 19
structures Number of countries
(number) 7
Aid recorded as disbursed
- ) (USDm) 25
7 Aidis more predictable 51% 30% 30% - - -
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 7
Untied aid 14
o (USDm)
8  Aidisuntied 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) n
Programme-Based Approaches
9 Useof common (USDm) 17
procedures Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 78
Number of joint missions
number 5
10a Joint missions ( ) 20% 18% 36% - - -
Total number of missions
(number) 14
Number of joint analyses
i number; 4
100 Joint country ( ) 67% 80% 80% B B _
analytic work Total number of country analyses
(number) 5

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.21: Netherlands
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 23 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 54% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 30 countries out of 55 and
reflects 75% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio®
for reference
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 All 33 33 All

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

(USDm) 553

44% 63% 56% -- -- --
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 858
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm) 85

35% 60% 54% 112% 64% 57%
Technical co-operation
(USDm) 158
Use of PFM systems
USDm 502
( ) 69% 63% 59% 60% 58% 48%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 858
Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 647

78% 81% 75% 72% 58% 64%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 858
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 14

23 13 14 1.0 0.6 0.5
Number of countries
(number) 30
Aid recorded as disbursed
(USDm) 598

55% 57% 49% -- -- --
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 839
oo
v — 90% 100% | 100% 83% 100% 100%
otal bilateral i
(USDm) 1866
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 730

1% 1% 63% 61% 59% 47%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 1159
Number of joint missions
(number) 73

47% 55% 53% -- -- --
Total number of missions
(number) 139
Number of joint analyses
number 46
( ) 76% 50% 50% -- -- --
Total number of country analyses
(number) 92

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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llustrative
2010 Targets

2005/2007

At least
78%

At least
44%

At least
80%

At least
80%

At most
23

At least
76%

Target
of 75%
achieved

Target
0f 66%
achieved

Target
0f 40%
achieved

Target
of 66%
achieved
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TABLE C.22: New Zealand
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 2 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 6% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 7 countries out of 55 and
reflects 28% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?®
for reference
Indicators Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
i i USDm 14
3 Aid fl(t>_ws alre gllgped (USDm) 58% 25% 36% B B __
0MiNoNalpriorities Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 19
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
i USDm 8
+ B ey (USDm) 13% 61% 57% 7% 59% 54%
by co-ordinated support Technical co-operation
(USDm) 13
: Use of PFM systems
5a  Use of country public (USDm) 4
financial management 2% 52% 19% 34% 38% 18%
systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 19
Use of procurement systems
UsD &)
R e (USDm) 6% 45% 29% 36% 38% 24%
procurement systems Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 19
i Number of parallel PIUs
6  Avoid parallel (number) 5
implementation : 0 0 5 0.0 0.0 0.7
structures Number of countries
(number) 7
Aid recorded as disbursed
- ' (USDm) 4
7 Aidis more predictable 58% 28% 1% - - -
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 20
Untied aid 19
o (USDm)
8  Aidisuntied 44% 100% 99% 89% 100% 96%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) 4
Programme-Based Approaches
9 Useof common (USDm) 5
procedures Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 29
Number of joint missions
N (number) 7
10a Joint missions 25% 67% 47% - - -
Total number of missions
(number) 15
Number of joint analyses
i b 0
100 Joint country (number) 100% 0% 0% B B _
analytic work Total number of country analyses
(number) 6

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.23: Norway
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 12 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 40% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 19 countries out of 55 and
reflects 47% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 All 33 33 All

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

(USDm) 223

62% 66% 47% -- - -
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 315

Co-ordinated technical co-operation

(USDm) 21

75% 57% 51% 65% 39% 38%
Technical co-operation
(USDm) 42
Use of PFM systems
(USDm) 175 60% 59% 55% 56% 57% 43%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 315
Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 219

68% 75% 69% 66% 57% 47%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 315
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 10

8 7 10 0.3 0.7 0.5

Number of countries
(number) 19
Aid recorded as disbursed
(USDm) 277

55% 53% 39% -- -- --
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 301
Untied aid
(USDm) il

99% 100% | 100% 98% 100% 100%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) i
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 224

37% 49% 47% 34% 40% 33%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 482
Number of joint missions
(number) 32

59% 33% 30% -- -- --
Total number of missions
(number) 107

Number of joint analyses

29
(number) 7% | 8% | 66% | - - -
Total number of country analyses
(number) 44

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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llustrative
2010 Targets

2005/2007

85%

Target
of 50%
achieved

Relative to
Indicator 2a

Relative to
Indicator 2b

78%

100%

66%

Target
0f 40%
achieved

Target
of 66%
achieved
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TABLE C.24 Portugal
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 2 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 39% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 2 countries out of 55 and
reflects 40% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al
countries countries countries countries countries countries
Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm) 4
15% 1% 1% -- -- --
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 54
Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm) 2
7% 6% 6% 50% 4% 4%
Technical co-operation
(USDm) 4
Use of PFM systems
USDm 2
( ) 79% 3% 3% 54% 6% 6%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 54
Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 2
80% 4% 4% 54% 6% 8%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 54
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 0
1 0 0 0.5 0.0 0.0
Number of countries
(number) 2
Aid recorded as disbursed
(USDm) 7
15% 47% 47% -- -- --
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 20
Untied aid 1
usb
(USDm) 25% 55% 64% 85% 73% 87%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) 19
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 2 4% 3% 3% 6% 5% 5%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 56
Number of joint missions
(number) 0
50% 0% 0% -- -- --
Total number of missions
(number) 1
Number of joint analyses
b 0
(number) 0% 0% 0% - - -
Total number of country analyses
(number) 4

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.25: Spain
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 11 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 43% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 25 countries out of 55 and
reflects 47% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

USDm 134

( ) 41% 25% 24% -- - - 85%
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 590

Co-ordinated technical co-operation

usb 129

(USDm) 10% | 46% | 61% | 38% | 40% | 47% | 50%
Technical co-operation

(USDm) 211

Use of PFM systems

(USDm) 409 Relative to

16% 51% 69% 21% 34% 35% i
Aid disbursed for government sector Ingiezioy 22

(USDm) 590

Use of procurement systems

(USDm) 448 Relative to
14% 55% 76% 23% 34% 43% | Indicator 2b

Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 590
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 70
66 70 70 5.8 47 3.0 22
Number of countries
(number) 25
Aid recorded as disbursed
usb 136
(USDm) 25% 33% 32% -- -- -- 63%
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 637
Untied aid
(USDm) 152 ) ) Y , ) . More than
Ev—— 30% 3% 24% 10% 6% 17% 30%
(USDm) i
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 308
14% 13% 34% 14% 17% 19% 66%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 899
Number of joint missions
number 16
(number) 8% 23% 17% -- -- -- 40%
Total number of missions
(number) 94
Number of joint analyses
25
(IS 0% | 4% | 39% | - | -~ | - | 66%
Total number of country analyses
(number) 64

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.26: Sweden
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 23 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 62% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 29 countries out of 55 and
reflects 69% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 All 33 33 All

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

(USDm) 44

37% 51% 45% -- - -
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 600

Co-ordinated technical co-operation

(USDm) 81

62% 51% 45% 58% 58% 52%
Technical co-operation
(USDm) 180
Use of PFM systems
(USDm) 321 7% | 57% | 54% | 40% | 49% | 38%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 600
Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 333

48% 57% 55% 42% 49% 37%
Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm) 600
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 39

36 23 39 1.6 11 13

Number of countries
(number) 29
Aid recorded as disbursed
(USDm) 405

47% 54% 44% -- -- --
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 706
Untied aid
(USDm) 1027

100% 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% 100%
Total bilateral aid
(USDm) 1027
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 350

49% 47% 44% 38% 37% 28%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 803
Number of joint missions
(number) 56

34% 32% 31% -- -- --
Total number of missions
(number) 181

Number of joint analyses

34
(number) 3% | 65% | 52% | - - -
Total number of country analyses
(number) 66

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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llustrative
2010 Targets

2005/2007

85%

100%
(EU target)

At least
50%
(EU target)

50%
(EU target)

12&
no new PIlUs
(EU target)

74%

Target
achieved

66%
(EU target)

40%

66%
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TABLE C.27: Switzerland

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 21 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 45% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 29 countries out of 55 and
reflects 54% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Definitions

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm)

Technical co-operation

(USDm)

Use of PFM systems

(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Use of procurement systems
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Number of parallel PIUs

(number)

Number of countries

(number)

Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm)

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm)

Untied aid

(USDm)

Total bilateral aid
(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm)

Total aid disbursed

(USDm)

Number of joint missions
(number)

Total number of missions
(number)

Number of joint analyses
(number)

Total number of country analyses
(number)

Response

101

156

35

89

56

156

66

156

87

29

70

168

268

347

84

263

H

229

54

80

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference
2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 All 33 33 All
countries countries countries countries countries countries

43% 43% 39% = = =
20% 50% 39% 27% 40% 36%
47% 43% 36% 55% 38% 31%
52% 51% 43% 61% 38% 43%
56 59 87 2.8 2.6 3.0
42% 46% 38% = = =
96% 90% 7% 93% 78% 7%
27% 38% 32% 20% 28% 23%
34% 23% 18% = = =
60% 72% 68% = = ==

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.28: United Kingdom
2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 22 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 48% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 32 countries out of 55 and
reflects 61% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Useof country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9  Useofcommon
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio? lllustrative
for reference 2010 Targets
Definitions Response 2005 2007 2005 2007
33 33 Al 33 33 Al 2005 /2007

countries | countries ~ countries | countries | countries  countries

Aid for government sector in budget

USDm 1269

( ) 45% 65% 58% -- -- -- 85%
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 1620

Co-ordinated technical co-operation Target
USDm 252

( ) 56% 66% 48% 52% 72% 58% of 50%
Technical co-operation achieved
(USDm) 519

Use of PFM systems

(USDm) 1072 50%

78% 7% 66% 53% 47% 35%
Aid disbursed for government sector (EU target)

(USDm) 1620

Use of procurement systems
(USDm) 953 50%
78% 68% 59% 51% 47% 34% (EU target)
Aid disbursed for government sector

(USDm) 1620
Number of parallel PIUs
(number) 45
37 18 45 18 0.9 14 14
Number of countries
(number) 32
Aid recorded as disbursed
USDm 1357
( ) 46% 60% 54% -- -- = 73%
Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm) 1851
Untied aid
(USDm) 2379 Target

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% ;
Total bilateral aid achieved

(USDm) 2379
Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm) 1257

61% 1% 62% 50% 53% 38% 66%
Total aid disbursed
(USDm) 2024
Number of joint missions e
number; 170
( ) 46% 61% 58% -- -- -- 0f 40%
Total number of missions achieved
(number) 291
Number of joint analyses o
number; 100
( ) 69% 69% 61% e = o= 0f 66%
Total number of country analyses achieved
(number) 164

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.29: United Nations

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 33 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 30% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 55 countries out of 55 and
reflects 53% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Definitions

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm)

Technical co-operation

(USDm)

Use of PFM systems

(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Use of procurement systems
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Number of parallel PIUs

(number)

Number of countries

(number)

Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm)

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm)

Untied aid

(USDm)

Total bilateral aid
(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm)

Total aid disbursed

(USDm)

Number of joint missions
(number)

Total number of missions
(number)

Number of joint analyses
(number)

Total number of country analyses
(number)

Response

74

2272

811

1347

282

2272

212

2272

558

55

601

2503

772

297

1721

4095

1146

1815

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference

2005 2007 2005 2007

33 33 All 33 33 All

countries countries countries countries countries countries

32% 39% 35% = = =
44% 62% 60% 53% 65% 58%
18% 18% 12% 15% 15% 10%
8% 12% 9% 9% 15% 10%
314 296 558 101 9.0 101
17% 31% 26% = = =
29% 34% 26% 46% 31% 27%
30% 45% 42% = = =
63% 68% 63% = = ==

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.30: United States

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 28 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 25% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 48 countries out of 55 and
reflects 45% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Definitions

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm)

Technical co-operation

(USDm)

Use of PFM systems

(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Use of procurement systems
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Number of parallel PIUs

(number)

Number of countries

(number)

Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm)

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm)

Untied aid

(USDm)

Total bilateral aid
(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm)

Total aid disbursed

(USDm)

Number of joint missions
(number)

Total number of missions
(number)

Number of joint analyses
(number)

Total number of country analyses
(number)

Response

3091

3543

1555

2662

163

3543

176

3543

342

48

2448

5324

4318

5635

2269

5834

57

47

132

345

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference

2005 2007 2005 2007

33 33 All 33 33 All

countries countries countries countries countries countries

30% 25% 28% = = =
4% 53% 58% 33% 4% 47%
10% 3% 5% 15% 6% 8%
12% 5% 5% 1% 6% 13%
203 208 342 74 6.7 76
27% 32% 32% = = =
7% 74% 7% 17% 49% 52%
29% 37% 39% 16% 20% 24%
20% 9% 12% = = =
39% 35% 38% = = ==

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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TABLE C.31: World Bank

2006 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 32 out of the 33 countries and
reflects 59% of country programmed aid in 2005.

2008 survey: Information in the table below covers data reported in 51 countries out of 55 and
reflects 93% of country programmed aid in 2006.

Indicators

3 Aidflows are aligned
on national priorities

4 Strengthen capacity
by co-ordinated support

5a  Use of country public
financial management
systems

5b  Use of country
procurement systems

6 Avoid parallel
implementation
structures

7 Aidis more predictable

8  Aidisuntied

9 Useof common
arrangements or
procedures

10a Joint missions

10b  Joint country
analytic work

Definitions

Aid for government sector in budget
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Co-ordinated technical co-operation
(USDm)

Technical co-operation

(USDm)

Use of PFM systems

(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Use of procurement systems
(USDm)

Aid disbursed for government sector
(USDm)

Number of parallel PIUs

(number)

Number of countries

(number)

Aid recorded as disbursed

(USDm)

Aid scheduled for disbursement
(USDm)

Untied aid

(USDm)

Total bilateral aid
(USDm)

Programme-Based Approaches
(USDm)

Total aid disbursed

(USDm)

Number of joint missions
(number)

Total number of missions
(number)

Number of joint analyses
(number)

Total number of country analyses
(number)

Response

7401

8497

781

915

5264

8497

4381

8497

101

6085

8542

4869

8990

870

2787

19

202

Indicator Values Average Country Ratio?
for reference

2005 2007 2005 2007

33 33 All 33 33 All

countries countries countries countries countries countries

62% 1% 66% = = =
57% 86% 85% 51% 79% 4%
42% 54% 62% 36% 45% 44%
40% 44% 52% 30% 45% 36%
223 79 101 7 2.5 2.0
63% 70% 65% = = =
57% 56% 54% 44% 48% 40%
21% 31% 31% = = =
49% 56% 59% = = ==

2 The average country ratio is the average ratio across all countries where the donor has reported activities.
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D SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRES

TWO QUESTIONNAIRES WERE USED TO COLLECT DATA at country level and stimulate
dialogue on aid effectiveness for the 2008 survey. The donor questionnaire was to
be completed by all donors operating in the country. The government questionnaire
was to be filled in by government authorities. Once completed the results of the
questionnaires were consolidated into various tables which were validated collectively.
Both the donor and the government questionnaire are reproduced below, edited to
refer only to the indicators obtained through the survey and material included in
this report.
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DONOR QUESTIONNAIRE

About this questionnaire:

This questionnaire is to be completed by all donor agencies providing Official Development
Assistance (ODA) directly to the country receiving aid. Each donor should complete a single
questionnaire.! It should be noted that in cases where a donor provides funds through another
donor — bilateral or multilateral — the latter is responsible for reporting in this questionnaire.
Once the questionnaire has been completed, it should be communicated to the Donor Focal
Point for the consolidation of results in the Country Spreadsheet before it is shared with the
National Co-ordinator.?

Definitions of key terms and additional guidance for all of the indicators included in this
Questionnaire are provided in Definitions 8 Guidance. Indicators 1, 2, 8 and 11 are established
through desk reviews and other mechanisms. Indicator 12 is covered in the Government
Questionnaire.

B Information on the donor:

Name of donor: (type here)

B Indicator 3: Aid flows are aligned on national priorities
How much ODA? did you disburse at country-level in...
Q1. ...calendar year 20072 USD* type here)
Q%2 ..fiscal year 2006/07°2 USD (type here)

(response to Q“2 needed ONLY if the fiscal year of the country receiving ODA is not from January to December)

B How much of this was for the government sector in...
Q3. ...calendar year 20072 USD (type here)
Q4. ..fiscal year 2006/072 USD (type here)

(response to Q?4 needed ONLY if the fiscal year of the country receiving ODA is not from January to December)

B Indicator 4: Strengthen capacity by co-ordinated support
How much technical co-operation did you disburse in calendar year 20077
Q95. USD (type here)

How much technical co-operation did you disburse through co-ordinated programmes in
support of capacity development in calendar year 20072

QY. USD (type here)

UN agencies (e.g. UNDP, UNICEF etc) are encouraged to complete the individual questionnaire and share it with
other donors at country level. However, for the purpose of the 2008 Survey, only one questionnaire for ALL UN
agencies should be submitted to the Donor Focal Point for inclusion in the Country Spreadsheet. The 2008 Survey
results will not be broken down by UN agency, but will be presented under a single heading: "United Nations.”

For countries without a Donor Focal Point, the questionnaire should be communicated directly to the National
Co-ordinator.

Excluding debt reorganisation, humanitarian assistance and support to regional programmes

ODA should be reported in US dollars. Average annual exchange rates for the major currencies for 2007 will be
available at: www.oecd.org/dac/hlfsurvey/fag/exchangerate

5 Countries whose fiscal year is from January to December should report data for 2007. Other countries should report
data for their fiscal year 2006/07.

o
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B Indicator 5a: Use of country public financial management systems
In calendar year 2007, how much ODA disbursed for the government sector used...

Q7. ...national budget execution procedures? USD (type here)

Q8. ...national financial reporting procedures? USD (type here)

Q9. ...national auditing procedures? USD (type here)

Q10. ...all three national procedures as defined above? USD (type here)

B Indicator 5b: Use of country procurement systems

How much ODA disbursed for the government sector used national procurement systems
in calendar year 20072

Q911. USD (type here)

B Indicator 6: Strengthen capacity by avoiding parallel implementation structures

How many parallel project implementation units did you make use of in calendar year 2007?

Qd12. Number of parallel PIUs: (type here)

M Indicator 7: Aid is more predictable

How much total ODA for the government sector did you schedule for disbursement
in calendar year 20072

Q13. USD (type here)

B Indicator 9: Use of common arrangements or procedures

How much ODA did you disburse in support of initiatives adopting programme-based
approaches in calendar year 20072 Please provide information for the following components

of PBAs:

Q“14. Direct budget support provided in support of PBAs? USD (type here)

Q¢15. Other forms of assistance provided in support of PBAs? USD (type here)
B Indicator 10a: Joint missions

How many donor missions to the field were undertaken in calendar year 20072

Q“16. Number of missions: (type here)

Q“17. How many of these were co-ordinated? (type here)

B Indicator 10b: Joint country analytic work

How many country analytic works did you undertake in calendar year 20072

Q918. Number of works: (type here)

Q%19. How many of these were co-ordinated: (type here)
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GOVERNMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

About this questionnaire:

This questionnaire is to be completed by government authorities in the country receiving aid.
Only one questionnaire should be completed by central government. Once the questionnaire has
been completed, it should be communicated to the National Co-ordinator for consolidation of
results at country level.

Bl Indicator 3: Aid flows are aligned on national priorities

How much estimated ODA® was recorded in the 2007 annual budget as revenue, grants or
ODA loans?

Q1. In the 2007 (or 2006/07) annual budget: USD (type here)

(Governments are encouraged to provide detailed data for each donor in the Country Spreadsheet)

M Indicator 7: Aid is more predictable

How much total ODA for the government sector was actually recorded in your accounting
systems in calendar year 20072

Q92. USD (type here)

(Governments are encouraged to provide detailed data for each donor in the Country Spreadsheet)

M Indicator 12: Mutual assessment of progress

Has a mutual assessment of progress in implementing agreed commitments been conducted
in your country? (See definitions provided for Indicator 12 in Definitions & Guidance).

3. YES:[ | NoO:[ |

(In responding to this question the National Co-ordinator is invited to consult parliament, civil society

organisations and donors)

8 Excluding debt reorganisation, humanitarian assistance and support to regional programmes
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GLOSSARY OF KEY TERMS

ACROYNMS

AER  Aid Effectiveness Review

CDF  Comprehensive Development Framework
CFAA  Country Financial Accountability Assessment
CPIA  Country Policy and Institutional Assessment
DAC  Development Assistance Committee

DBS  direct budget support

HAP  Harmonisation Action Plan

IDA  International Development Association
LICUS Low-Income Countries Under Stress

MIC  Middle-Income Countries

MTEF medium-term expenditure framework

NDS  National Development Strategy

ODA  official development assistance

PAF performance assessment framework

PBA programme-based approach

PEFA  Public Expenditure and Financial Accountability

PFM  public financial management
PIU project implementation unit
PRSP Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper
PRS Poverty Reduction Strategy
SWAp  sector-wide approach

TC technical co-operation
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GLOSSARY OF KEY TERMS

The following glossary provides the definitions for the key terms used in the donor and

government questionnaires (see Appendix D).

KEY TERM

DEFINITIONS & GUIDANCE

Annual budget

Is the annual budget as it was originally approved by the legislature.
In order to support discipline and credibility of the budget preparation
process, subsequent revisions to the original annual budget — even when
approved by the legislature — should NOT be recorded under question
Q1. This is because it is the credibility of the original, approved budget
that is important to measure and because revisions to the annual budget
in many cases are retroactive.

Capacity development

Different organisations use different definitions for capacity
development. According to the OECD-DAC Network on Governance,
capacity development is the process whereby people, organisations and
society as a whole unleash, strengthen, create, adapt and maintain
capacity over time. Recent research shows that capacity development is
more likely to be effective when:

— Capacity development is treated as a goal in its own right and that
increased efforts are made to identify the objectives it seeks to
achieve (“Capacity development for what?”).

— Support for capacity development addresses three dimensions:
human capacity, organisational capacity and broader institutional
capacity.

— Capacity development is country owned rather than donor driven.

Co-ordinated country
analytic work

Co-ordinated country analytic work is:
— CAW undertaken by one or more donors jointly;

— CAW undertaken by one donor on behalf of another donor (including
work undertaken by one and/or used by another when it is co-
financed and formally acknowledged in official documentation);

— CAW undertaken with substantive involvement from government.

Co-ordinated

missions

Co-ordinated missions are:
— missions undertaken by one or more donors jointly, or

— missions undertaken by one donor on behalf of another donor
(delegated co-operation).
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KEY TERM

DEFINITIONS & GUIDANCE

Co-ordinated
technical co-operation

Co-ordinated technical co-operation means free standing and
embedded technical co-operation that respects the following principles:

B Ownership
Partner countries exercise effective leadership over their capacity
development programmes.

B Alignment
Technical co-operation in support of capacity development is
aligned with countries’ development objectives and strategies.

B Harmonisation
Where more than one donor is involved in supporting partner-
led capacity development, donors co-ordinate their activities and
contributions.

Donors are invited to review all their development activities with a view
to determining how much technical co-operation was disbursed through
co-ordinated programmes that meet BOTH criteria below:

— Have relevant country authorities (government or non-government)
communicated clear capacity development objectives as part of
broader national or sector strategies? (Y/N)

— Is the technical co-operation aligned with the countries’ capacity
development objectives? (Y/N)

AND at least ONE of the criteria below:

— Do relevant country authorities (government or non-government)
have control over the technical co-operation? (Y/N)

— If more than one donor is involved in supporting country
programmes, are there arrangements involving the country
authorities in place for co-ordinating the technical co-operation

provided by different donors? (Y/N)

Country analytic work
(CAW)

Country analytic work (CAW) encompasses the analysis and advice
necessary to strengthen policy dialogue, develop and implement country
strategies in support of sound development assistance. Good analytic
work is essential for well-focused development policy and programmes.
It should include major pieces of analytical work such as:

— Diagnostic reviews (e.g. Country Procurement Assessment Report,
Country Financial Accountability Assessments etc.).

Country or sector studies and strategies.

— Country or sector evaluations.

Cross-cutting analytical work such as gender assessments.
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KEY TERM

DEFINITIONS & GUIDANCE

Direct budget support

Direct budget support is defined as a method of financing a partner
country’s budget through a transfer of resources from a donor to the
partner government’s national treasury. The funds thus transferred are
managed in accordance with the recipient’s budgetary procedures. Funds
transferred to the national treasury for financing programmes or projects
managed according to different budgetary procedures from those of the
partner country, with the intention or earmarking the resources for spe-
cific uses, are therefore excluded from this definition of budget support
(OECD 2006"). This definition also includes sector budget support
provided and general budget support (see definitions below).

Direct budget support
provided in support of
PBAs (Q914)

This includes all direct budget support provided in support of PBA
under the definition of PBA provided in this glossary. Direct budget
support — including general and sector budget support — is defined as
a method of financing a partner country’s budget through a transfer of
resources from a donor to the partner government’s national treasury.

Disbursements

A disbursement is the placement of resources at the disposal of a recipient
country or agency (OECD-DAC Statistical Directives para. 15-18).
Resources provided in-kind should only be included when the value of
the resources have been monetised in an agreement or in a document
communicated to government. In order to avoid double counting in cases
where one donor disburses ODA funds on behalf of another, it is the
donor who makes the final disbursement to the government who should
report on these funds.

Disbursements for the
government sector

ODA disbursed in the context of an agreement with administrations
(ministries, departments, agencies or municipalities) authorised to
receive revenue or undertake expenditures on behalf of central govern-
ment. This includes works, goods or services delegated or subcontracted
by these administrations to other entities such as:

— Non-Governmental Organisations (NGOs);

— semi-autonomous government agencies (e.g. parastatals), or;

— private companies.

Donor

A donor is an official agency — including state and local governments —
that provides Official Development Assistance (OECD-DAC Statistical
Directives para. 35). Under this definition, Non-Governmental
Organisations (NGOs) and private companies do NOT qualify as donors.

' OECD 2006, Harmonising Donor Practices for Effective Aid Delivery, Vol. 2, Chap. 2: Budget Support.
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Donor missions
to the field

Donor missions to the field are defined as missions that meet all of the

following criteria:

— The mission is undertaken by, or on behalf of, a donor, including
programme developers, appraisers and evaluators, sector assessment
teams commissioned by a donor.

— The mission involved international travel typically, but not
exclusively, from donor headquarters.

— 'The mission made a request to meet with government officials
including local government.

This definition should exclude missions:

Undertaken by donors to attend events (workshops, conferences, etc.)
that do not involve request to meet with government officials.

— Undertaken by parliamentary or other political delegations.

Special event missions undertaken as part of a defined program,
e.g. electoral observers.

External consultants that are executing work as part of scheduled
programme implementation plans.

Disaster assessment teams.

Exchange rates

ODA should be reported in US dollars.

A table of exchange rates is provided on the 2008 Survey website
(www.oecd.org/dac/hlfsurvey/faq/exchangerate).

Fiscal year 2006/07

The fiscal year is the fiscal year of the country receiving ODA. In the
last survey in 2006, both the donor and the partner governments were
asked to report data against the partner country’s fiscal year. This is not
the case in the 2008 Survey. In order to have data available in time for
the Accra High-Level Forum both donors and partner countries are
required to report against the calendar year 2007 except in the case of
Indicator 3 (Aid Flows aligned on national priorities) that is measured
against partner country’s fiscal year 2006/07.

General budget
support

General budget support is a sub-category of direct budget support. In
the case of general budget support, the dialogue between donors and
partner governments focuses on overall policy and budget priorities

(OECD 2000).
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KEY TERM

DEFINITIONS & GUIDANCE

Mutual assessments
of progress

Mutual assessments of progress are exercises that engage at a national
level both partner authorities and donors in a review of mutual perfor-
mance. In determining whether mutual assessments of progress have
been undertaken, partner authorities and donors may be guided by the
following criteria:

B Broad-based dialogue
Mutual assessments should engage in dialogue a broad range of
government ministries (including line ministries and relevant
departments) and donors (bilateral, multilateral and global initia-
tives). Government and donors should also consider engaging with
civil society organisations.

B Country mechanisms for monitoring progress
A formal process for measuring progress and following-up the
assessment on a regular basis (e.g. one to two years) might be supple-
mented, wherever possible, through independent/impartial reviews.
The results of such assessments should be made publicly available
through appropriate means to ensure transparency.

m Country targets
Partner countries have established country targets for improved
aid effectiveness including within the framework of the agreed
Partnerships Commitments and Indicators of Progress included in
the Paris Declaration (PD-§9). They may, however, go beyond the
Paris Declaration wherever government and donors agree to do so.

® High-level support
The assessments should be transparent and country led with signifi-
cant support at the highest levels and with an appropriate level of re-
sources.

ODA

Official Development Assistance (ODA) includes all transactions as

defined in OECD-DAC Statistical Directives para. 35 (see www.oecd.

org/dac/hlfsurvey/glossary), including official transactions that:

— are administered with the promotion of the economic development
and welfare of developing countries as its main objective; and

— are concessional in character and convey a grant element of
at least 25%.

ODA actually received

ODA actually received in the context of agreements between donors
and the government sector (see definition provided under disburse-
ments). Government should report data as it was recorded in the govern-
ment accounting/reporting systems including, where the information is
available, payments made directly by donors to third parties.
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ODA recorded
in annual budget

This should include all ODA recorded in the annual budget as grants,
revenue or ODA loans.

ODA scheduled
for disbursement

This includes ODA scheduled by donors for disbursement in calendar
year 2007 and notified to government within calendar year 2006;
it includes ODA scheduled for disbursement in aid agreements entered
into in 2007.

Other forms of
assistance provided
in support of
PBAs(Q415)

This includes ODA provided in support of PBAs as defined above but
excluding direct budget support (see above). This might include:

Projects integrated into Sector-Wide Approaches (SWAps).

— Pooled arrangements in support of programme-based approaches
(e.g. basket funding or pooling of technical assistance).

— Other forms of assistance provided in support of PBAs.

In each of the countries where the survey is undertaken, donors should
be prepared to share with National Co-ordinators the list of their activi-
ties that qualify as programme-based approaches and how each meets
the PBA criteria.

Parallel PIU

APIU is parallel when it is created and operates outside existing country
institutional and administrative structures at the behest of a donor.
In practice, there is a continuum between parallel and integrated PIUs.
The criteria below have been designed to help donors and partner au-
thorities draw a line within this continuum and identify with greater
certainty parallel PIUs.

Donors are invited to review all their development activities with a view

to determining how many PIUs are parallel. For the purpose of this

survey, PIUs are said to be parallel when there are three or more “Yes”
to the four questions below (anything less counts as integrated):

— Are the PIUs accountable to the external funding agencies/donors
rather than to the country implementing agencies (ministries,
departments, agencies etc)? (Y/N)

— Are the terms of reference for externally appointed staff determined
by the donor (rather than by the country implementing agencies)?
(Y/N)

— Is most of the professional staff appointed by the donor (rather than
the country implementing agencies)? (Y/N)

— Is the salary structure of national staff (including benefits) higher
than those of civil service personnel? (Y/N)
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Programme-based
approach (PBA)

Programme-based approaches (PBAs) are a way of engaging in develop-
ment co-operation based on the principles of co-ordinated support for
a locally owned programme of development, such as a national devel-
opment strategy, a sector programme, a thematic programme or a pro-
gramme of a specific organisation. Programme-based approaches share
the following features:

— Leadership by the host country or organisation;
— A ssingle comprehensive programme and budget framework;

— A formalised process for donor co-ordination and harmonisation
of donor procedures for reporting, budgeting, financial
management and procurement;

— Efforts to increase the use of local systems for programme design
and implementation, financial management, monitoring
and evaluation.

Donors can support and implement programme-based approaches in
different ways and across a range of aid modalities including budget
support, sector budget support, project support, pooled arrangements
and trust funds.

Donors are invited to review all their development activities with a

view to determining how much ODA was disbursed in support of pro-

gramme-based approaches that meet ALL four of the following criteria

(anything less does not qualify as a PBA):

— Is the host country or organisation exercising leadership over the
programme supported by donors? (Y/N)

— Is a single comprehensive programme and budget framework used?
(Y/N)

— Is there a formal process for donor co-ordination and harmonisation
of donor procedures for at least two of the following systems:
(i) reporting, (ii) budgeting, (iii) financial management and (iv)
procurement? (Y/N)

— Does your support to the programme use at least two of the
following local systems: (i) programme design, (ii) programme

implementation, (iii) financial management and (iv) monitoring
and evaluation? (Y/N)

A list of illustrative examples is provided below to help respondents de-
termine how the criteria apply to specific assistance activities. For the
purpose of this survey, direct budget support provided in support of
PBAs is tracked separately from other PBA modality:

— Direct budget support provided in support of PBAs.

— Other assistance in support of programme-based approaches.
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Project When providing development assistance in a country, some donors
Implementation Unit establish Project Implementation Units (They are also commonly re-
(PIV) ferred to as project management units, project management consul-

tants, project management offices, project co-ordination offices etc.).
These are dedicated management units designed to support the im-
plementation and administration of projects or programmes. PIUs
typically share the following key features:

— PIUs are TYPICALLY required to perform subsidiary (rather than
principal) tasks with regard to the implementation of a project or
programme: monitoring and reporting on technical and/or finan-
cial progress, accounting, procurement of works, goods and services,
drawing-up of terms of reference, contract supervision, detailed
design or equipment specification.

— PIUs are often established at the request of a donor following the in-
ception of a project or programme.

— 'The staff of PIUs vary considerably in size and composition. Staff size
can vary from one to as many as 200 but most count less than 10
professional staff. Although a significant number of PIUs make use
of government staff, most PIUs rely on staff recruited outside the civil
service (e.g. long-term local consultants).

— A distinction is made here between a PIU and technical advice
provided directly to national administrations.

Sector budget For the purposes of this Survey, sector budget support is a sub-cat-
support egory of direct budget support. Sector budget support means that
dialogue between donors and partner governments focuses on sector-
specific concerns rather than on overall policy and budget priorities

(OECD 20006).
Technical Technical co-operation (also referred to as technical assistance) is the
co-operation provision of know-how in the form of personnel, training, research and

associated costs. (OECD DAC Statistical Reporting Directives 40-44).
It comprises donor-financed:

— Activities that augment the level of knowledge, skills, technical know-
how or productive aptitudes of people in developing countries; and

— Services such as consultancies, technical support or the provision of
know-how that contribute to the execution of a capital project.

Technical co-operation includes both free standing technical co-operation
and technical co-operation that is embedded in investment programmes
(or included in programme-based approaches). In order to report against
this indicator, donors are invited to review their portfolio of projects and
programmes and estimate the share of technical co-operation.
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Transactions not
to be recorded in
this survey

The following transactions are excluded from the scope of this survey
and should not be recorded:

— Transactions made to beneficiaries that are not based in the country
receiving ODA or to regional organisations.

— Debt reorganisation/restructuring.
— Emergency and relief assistance.

Information on these components of ODA, and how they are managed,
can be described within the scope of the Country Report.

Use of all three
national procedures
(Q910)

Disbursements of ODA for the government sector that use all three
components of a country’s national public financial management
procedures, i.c.:

(i) national budget execution procedures;
(ii) national financial reporting procedures and

(iii) national auditing procedures.

Use of national
auditing procedures
(Q99)

Donors rely on the audit opinions, issued by the country’s supreme
audit institution, on the government’s normal financial reports/state-
ments. The use of national auditing procedures means that donors do
not make additional requirements on governments for auditing.

Donors are invited to review all their development activities with a

view to determining how much ODA for the government sector meet

BOTH criteria below: :

— Are your funds subject to audit carried out under the responsibility
of the Supreme Audit Institution? (Y/N)

— You do NOT under normal circumstances request additional audit
arrangements”? (Y/N)?

AND at least one of the two criteria below:

3. You do NOT require audit standards different from those adopted
by the Supreme Audit Institution? (Y/N)*

4. You do NOT require the Supreme Audit Institution to change its
audit cycle to audit your funds? (Y/N)®

2 Reserving the right to make an exceptional audit (e.g. when fraud or corruption is discovered) does not count against

this criteria.

3 YES: donors do not require additional audits. NO: donors do require additional audits.
4 YES: donors do not require different audit standards. NO: donors do require different audit standards.
5 YES: donors do not require to change the audit cycle. NO: donors do require to change the audit cycle.
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Use of national Donors use national budget execution procedures when the funds they
budget execution provide are managed according to the national budgeting procedures
procedures (Q97) established in the general legislation and implemented by government.

This means that programmes supported by donors are subject to normal
country budgetary execution procedures, namely procedures for authori-
sation, approval and payment.

Donors are invited to review all their development activities with a view
to determining how much ODA for the government sector meet three
out of the four criteria below (anything less does not qualify):

— Are your funds included in the annual budget approved
by country legislature? (Y/N)

— Are your funds subject to established country budget execution
procedures? (Y/N)

— Are your funds processed (e.g. deposited and disbursed) through
the established country treasury system? (Y/N)

— You do NOT require the opening of separate bank accounts for
your funds? (Y/N)®

Use of national Legislative frameworks normally provide for specific types of financial
financial reporting reports to be produced as well as periodicity of such reporting. The use
procedures (Q“8) of national financial reporting means that donors do not impose addi-

tional requirements on governments for financial reporting. In partic-

ular donors do NOT require: (i) maintenance of a separate accounting

system to satisfy donor reporting requirements, and (ii) creation of a

separate chart of accounts to record the use of donor funds.

Donors are invited to review all their development activities with a

view to determining how much ODA for the government sector meet

BOTH criteria below (anything less does not qualify):

— You do NOT require maintenance of a separate accounting system
to satisfy your own reporting requirements?’

— You ONLY require financial reports prepared using country’s
established financial reporting arrangements? (Y/N)

Use of all three Disbursements of ODA for the government sector that use all three
national procedures components of a country’s national public financial management
(Q#10) procedures, Z.e.:

(i) national budget execution procedures;
(ii) national financial reporting procedures and

(i) national auditing procedures.

8 Budget execution — YES: you do not require opening separate acounts. NO: you do require opening
separate acounts

" Financial reporting — YES: you do not require a separate accounting system. NO: you do require a separate
accounting system.
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Use of national
procurement
procedures

Donors use national procurement procedures when the funds they
provide for the implementation of projects and programmes are
managed according to the national procurement procedures as they
were established in the general legislation and implemented by govern-
ment. The use of national procurement procedures means that donors
do not make additional, or special, requirements on governments for
the procurement of works, goods and services. (Where weaknesses in
national procurement systems have been identified, donors may work
with partner countries in order to improve the efficiency, economy, and
transparency of their implementation).
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