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• We have had very intensive and enriching discussions over the course of the day. 
These will be reflected in the summary record  of the meeting and will contribute 
to the advancement of  OECD work on PCD. 

 
• The PCD team in the OECD Secretariat will continue to work on issues raised 

during the meeting. But it also needs a dedicated group. An enhanced and active 
PCD network should carry this work forward. 

 
In view of the broad range of issues and ideas debated, it is necessary to focus 
on a few points concerning the more immediate PCD issues, and on possible 
concrete steps that might come out of today’s meeting: 

 
• The active involvement of developing and emerging countries is essential in 

identifying PCD issues and working on policy solutions. 
o The OECD is well placed to work on PCD, but cannot define the PCD 

agenda alone: recipient /developing countries need to be involved in the 
PCD agenda.  

 
o First action point: Make sure the PCD debate in the  OECD is connected 

to developing country priorities in this area. Similarly, enhanced inter-
organisational collaboration is key.  

 
• Policy coherence for development is becoming much more important and 

prominent in DAC work. But it must go beyond the DAC, and beyond the 
development community. If  other policy communities don’t take ownership, 
there will be no progress. If they do, this will also increase the scope to leverage 
ODA more effectively. 

 
o Second possible action point: Take a look at all major OECD policy 

products, to ensure they are more development relevant and development 
conscious.   

 
• PCD is about making the international dimension and impact of national policies 

on development understood and visible.  
o The implication needs to be communicated in concrete, tangible terms, 

because only then will it have an impact.  
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o Putting a cost on incoherence will be very important in making PCD better 
understood. Further work should focus on this.  

o Third possible action point: Frame issue-specific PCD work on the basis 
of costs and development results.    

 
• Let me make an observation on the issue of the quality and quantity of aid: this 

is not a question of either or. Quantity and quality cannot play each other out. It 
would be cynical to reduce ODA levels with reference to greater effectiveness of 
aid, and to claim that we can achieve the same results with less money, therefore 
we can reduce our commitments. It is rather the opposite: quality and quantity 
are complementary. I think we all acknowledge the massive scale of development 
needs and gaps. Becoming better at delivering results is no argument to 
economise on our aid, or renege on commitments – it is an imperative that 
comes from the development challenge. I am very concerned about the risk that 
the partnership on improving the quality of aid is transformed into a smokescreen 
and serves as an excuse for not sticking to quantitative commitments.   

 
Finally, one key outcome for participants at this meeting to carry forward: 

 
• Establish an international platform to enhance opportunities for the sharing of 

experiences and information on PCD, at the operational and strategic levels. 
o This is the fourth action point: the PCD team at the OECD is ready to 

explore ways to  host this initiative, including the question of  connecting 
the political and the technical aspects of the work.  

 
• Thank you for your active participation and engagement on PCD. 
 
 


