Progress in implementing

the Paris Declaration on aid effectiveness
What does the evidence tell?

' Azt Qa3 19 39
A | . 4" High Level Forum

N on Aid Effectiveness
-. 29 Nov. — 1 Dec. 2011, Busan, Korea




Are we any better at delivering aid effectively
today than we were five years ago?
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HLF 4: an evidence-based process

* Monitoring the implementation of the Paris
Declaration and AAA

— Surveys (2006, 2008, 2011): 78 countries in 2011
(incl. 12 countries looking at Fragile States Principles)

- Have commitments been implemented?

* Evaluating the Paris Declaration (independent
process)

— 22 countries and 18 donors/agencies

= Relevance? Efficiency? Results?
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The evidence is now in: what’s the verdict?

* Progress is happening in the right direction,
but too slowly : only one target met

* Aid effectiveness matters for development:
relevance and impact beyond aid

* A successful international “compact” for
reform - legitimacy of norms and standards

* Need to sustain the political momentum

* Greater accountability and learning through
monitoring and evaluation
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Progress made since 2005
Performance across 32 countries

2005 baseline 2010 actual Target 2010

v v v
indiator P
Indicator 1 19% 52% 75%
Operational development Y v v
strategies
Indicator 2a 0% 38% 50%
Reliable public financial v v
management (PFM) systems
Indicator 3 44% 46% 85%

Aid flows are aligned
on national priorities

Indicator 4 49%; 50% 1%

Strengthen capacity v A4

by co-ordinated support

Indicator 5a A% 43% 55%

Use of country PFM systems v v

Indicator 6 1696 1158
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Indicator 7 42% 43% T1%
Aid is more predictable Yy \J
Indicator & 87% =87% 29%
Aid is untied Y v

s |
Indicator @ 43% 48% 66%
Use of common arrangements Y v hd

or procedures

Indicator 10a
Joint missions

Indicator 10b
Joint country analytic work

Indicator 11
Results-oriented framewarks

Indicator 12
Mutual accountability

L8 9 89

4" High Level Forum
on Aid Effectiveness

29 Nov. ~ 1 Dec. 2011, Busan, Kor2a



Looking beyond the headlines

* Significant variations across countries and
donors on many indicators and issues

* Particular challenges in fragile states and
situations

* Donors need to deepen efforts

* Importance of relying both on quantitative
and qualitative analysis
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An interesting finding in itself

2011

2008

2006

' 34 partne - 55 partne
. 36%ofg 58% of

% of global core aid covered by the Survey (est.)

" |ncreasing survey coverage
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Further information

* Aid Effectiveness 2005-10: Progress in

Implementing the Paris Declaration
www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness

 Full data set available at: OECD.Stat
(http://stats.oecd.org )

* Evaluation of the Paris Declaration:
www.oecd.org/dac/evaluationnetwork/pde
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