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Common Standard – FAQ 

I  General questions about the Common Standard 

1) What has changed with the ‘Common Standard’ from previous processes?    

Three things have changed:  

 The commitment is time-bound. The Busan commitment to “improve the availability 

and public accessibility of information on development co-operation and other 

development resources” has a deadline for formulating implementation plans (end of 

2012) and a deadline for implementation of those plans - by 2015.  

 We built on previous work by agreeing more specific focus and direction, namely: (1) 

provide more forward-looking data, (2) be more comprehensive in our reporting (by 

giving more detailed information on projects and programmes), (3) increasing coverage 

and participation (beyond ODA, and beyond traditional donors), and (4) reporting in a 

more timely manner.  

 For the first time the commitment on transparency efforts will be monitored, based on 

an indicator that is currently under development, as part of the Global Partnership’s 

monitoring framework. 

 

2) Is the common standard finalised? Or will requirements continue to develop? 

The Busan common standard is work in progress. It has been agreed that the combination and 

progressive convergence of the three systems (CRS, FSS and IATI) form the basis of the common 

standard.  Up until now, the work has focused on harmonising definitions and classifications 

between the systems. Further efforts to converge the systems will need to be discussed by a full 

range of actors (IATI, DAC, WP-STAT, other providers of development co-operation, CSOs, etc.) 

and any solutions will need to be approved by the respective governance bodies (WP-STAT and 

IATI Steering Committee).  

That said, the template for an implementation schedule was designed by, and distributed to, the 

IATI and DAC membership, and no changes are foreseen to the template. A joint DCD/IATI 

support team is available to help countries and organisations complete their implementation 

schedules and ensure they remain valid up to the end of 2015. However, countries and 

organisations can update their schedules “as implementation proceeds and planned dates 

become firmer” (as Part I of the Implementation Schedule explains). 

 

3) What do I need to do to meet the Busan commitment to implement a common open 

standard?  

Busan commits countries and organisations to implement a common, open standard for 

electronic publication. This means fulfilling the commitments to publish made in your 

implementation schedule. It is not a requirement to report to the CRS or FSS or publish to IATI in 

order to implement the Common Standard. However, if you are a CRS reporter, or publish to 
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IATI, it will be easier for you to implement the components of the Common Standard because it 

means that certain procedures pertaining to CRS or IATI reporting are in place in your 

country/organisation.  

  

4) Why do you want such detailed information? If you have too much information surely it 

becomes more complicated not more transparent? 

The detailed information included in the template was defined by consultation on information 

needs of providers of development co-operation, partner country governments and civil society 

in the North and South. There are many users and many uses for all kinds of information. The 

detail allows people to be able to use what they want, how they want to use it. 

 
5) How can we make sure partner countries’ priorities are reflected in the standard? 

Partner country involvement was ensured through the consultation with 74 partner countries, 

performed by UNDP on behalf of IATI and through WP-EFF which shaped the common standard 

with its agreement in June 2012. Several partner countries were involved in the consultation 

processes for the common standard and in the development of the implementation schedule. 

Going forward, it will be important for stakeholders to use fora such as the Global Partnership to 

shape the transparency agenda further in a way to engage the full range of development 

partners on their priorities and needs.   

 

6) Why does the common standard include CRS, FSS, and IATI, and not only one of them?  

Statistical information alone, in the form of aggregates, and often backward-looking, provides 

insufficient detail to meet the planning needs of partner countries. By the same token, for trend 

analysis and audit tracking, detailed (and unverified) real time data is not appropriate.  By 

bringing the different sets of information together, more stakeholder requirements can be met. 

 

7) Will CRS/FSS and IATI eventually merge into one standard? 

Yes this is the ambition of the Busan endorsers, but how and when this will happen is subject to 

on-going discussions between the governing bodies of CRS, FSS and IATI. The Working Party for 

Aid Effectiveness (WP-EFF) in June 2012 [DCD/DAC/EFF(2012)9] agreed that “the combination 

and progressive convergence of the two standards [CRS/FSS and IATI] can form the ‘common, 

open standard’”. The first step has been to ensure coherence / compatibility between these two 

ways of publishing and reporting information, agree on a common nomenclature, etc.  

Therefore the OECD and IATI have worked closely together to formulate the template for the 

implementation plan, and ensure a common nomenclature is used. However, the three systems 

will continue to exist separately for the time being.  Work remains to be done on future 

governance and operational arrangements for the common standard. 
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8) CRS data are verified, IATI data are not verified, but they now form one standard. How are we 

going to reconcile this? 

To meet partner country requirements, the common standard covers past, present and planned 

activities. Data for present and planned spending are inevitably subject to change before final 

reporting through quality control and audit procedures. For now each system will continue to 

co-exist with its own governance structure.  The CRS data are used mainly for statistical 

purposes and published with some time lag due to verification of the data.  IATI data aims to be 

closer to “real-time” information.  It will be important to highlight these differences to users so 

they can make appropriate choices when using the different datasets. 

  

9) Will there also be one common format for publication between DAC and IATI? We don’t have 

the resources to keep several formats in parallel.  

You should publish information in a format that is accessible, usable and comparable. There has 

been no formal decision on whether there should be one format or several (XML, CSV, Excel, 

etc.). For the time being, the three systems (CRS, FSS and IATI) within the Common Standard will 

continue to coexist, and any change in format would need to be approved by their respective 

governance bodies (DAC/WP-STAT and IATI Steering Committee). However, it is not technically 

difficult to convert data from one format to another, e.g. the OECD has recently made available 

CRS data for all DAC members’ ODA in 2010 and 2011 in an annual transactions version of the 

IATI XML format, according to the latest version of the IATI standard (version 1.02). Different 

formats serve different needs (such as software development, research, etc.) and cater to 

different audiences, and the use of a variety of formats ensures that the common standard can 

be used widely and for a multitude of purposes. 

 

10)  Will the transparency indicator be based on the Implementation Plan?   

The Busan indicator for transparency is currently under development. The Global Partnership 

support office is working to develop an indicator to measure transparency in co-operation with 

the ad hoc working group that formulated the common standard and other stakeholders.  No 

decision has been taken on the format or structure of such an indicator. Consultations will 

continue in the first quarter of 2013. 

 

II  Questions about the DAC Survey on Forward Spending Plans 

 

11) How can I report to the DAC Survey on Forward Spending Plans?  

The most recent DAC Survey was sent to 25 multilateral agencies and 7 non-DAC countries in 

addition to the 24 DAC members. Other interested countries and agencies can contact the DAC 

secretariat dac.contact@oecd.org in case they have the ability to provide forward spending 

plans and want to take part in the survey.  

 

http://stats.oecd.org/DownloadFiles.aspx?HideTopMenu=yes&DatasetCode=CRS1
http://stats.oecd.org/DownloadFiles.aspx?HideTopMenu=yes&DatasetCode=CRS1
mailto:dac.contact@oecd.org
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12) How disaggregated is the information collected in the DAC Survey?  

The questionnaire is available in two formats: the standard format tracking planned future aid 

disbursements aggregated by partner country and a format tracking activity level forward 

spending based on the standard of the OECD Creditor Reporting System (CRS). In the Survey 

conducted in 2012, six DAC countries used the format tracking activity level forward spending 

plans, where more detailed information on forward spending plans on ongoing and planned aid 

projects and programmes was collected. Other donors are invited to provide the forward 

information in the CRS format in order to further enhance the comprehensiveness of the survey 

data. 

 

13) Where can I find the data from the DAC Survey?  

The forward spending plans of the 25 donors who have agreed to make their information public 

is available on OECD.STAT or for full downloads in Excel format at 

www.oecd.org/dac/aidoutlook. This also includes activity level data for a few donors. 

Please note that not all donors in the Survey have agreed to make their forward spending plans 

publicly available.  

 

III   Questions related to the Template for the Implementation Schedule 

General 

14) If I am an IATI signatory, do I have to fill in the IATI Implementation Schedule in addition to 

the Common Standard Implementation Schedule?  

The IATI Secretariat has converted all IATI signatory schedules into the Common Standard 

Implementation schedule (Part III). You should also complete Part II and check that Part III 

remains an up-to-date statement of your plans. The separate IATI Implementation Plan is being 

phased out.    

15) What does “full implementation” of the standard mean?  

Further work is needed to clarify what constitutes “full implementation” of the standard – in 

other words, which elements should be in place by 2015 for a government or organisation to 

have met its Busan commitment in this area. The Global Partnership Steering Committee may 

provide guidance on this. 

Part II 

16) Part II, Question 3A ii: What does it mean to “legally” provide forward-looking information? 

This question refers to your general ability to provide forward-looking information and if there 

are any legal or political constraints that prevent you from providing indicative information 

(legal commitments and unconfirmed, non-accountable forecasts) 3-5 years ahead. This 

question should be seen in the context of the question on your current practices when reporting 

to the FSS or publish data through IATI.  

http://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=FSS
http://www.oecd.org/dac/aidoutlook
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17) In Part II of the Implementation Schedule, question 1E asks: “What improvements do you plan 

to the coverage (types of flows) and comprehensiveness (level of detail) of your data by 

2015?” What is meant with “types of flows”? Does it mean “loan, grant”, etc.?  

Question 1E of the implementation schedule refers to the following types of flows: ODA, OOF, 

private flows and flows by NGOs from their own resources (all DAC categories – see Annex 1 of 

CRS++ Guidelines, referred to in the codes list of the implementation schedule: 

http://www.oecd.org/investment/aidstatistics/39186046.pdf.  The breakdown of this 

information into grants and loans is what we refer to as type of finance (see Annex 2 in the same 

document). The question asks what improvements your country/organisation plans to 

implement (if any) in order to publish this type of information by 2015.  The level of detail refers 

to whether this information will be available at aggregate or activity level.  For example, assume 

that we know that your country is already publishing 100% of its ODA flows through the CRS, 

which means at activity level.  However, it reports information on private flows only at 

aggregate level (on the DAC aggregate Questionnaire and not in the CRS).  Does your country 

have any plans to publish, for example, private flows at activity level (i.e. disclosing country 

details, etc.) by 2015?  This level of detail may not be possible, because some treat this 

information as confidential, but maybe some level of detail may be disclosed. 

Part III 

18) The word ‘system’ is used throughout Part III. What does it mean? Does it refer to our 

statistical or IT system?  

No. It means, more generally, whether the information is available somewhere in the donor 

agency / organisation and could be published.    

 

http://www.oecd.org/investment/aidstatistics/39186046.pdf

