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THE DEADLINE FOR SUBMITTING THE RESULTS OF THE 2008 SURVEY IN TIME TO INFORM
THE ACCRA HIGH-LEVEL FORUM IS: 31 MARCH 2008
ABOUT THIS DOCUMENT

This Country Report consolidates qualitative assessment for each of the indicators. It is designed to achieve a better understanding of the challenges and opportunities in improving aid effectiveness at the country level. To this end, stakeholders are invited to complete the two components of the Country Report: 1) the Country Chapter inputs and 2) Two-page contribution to Accra. This document is part of a set of documents that also includes:

1.
Explanatory Note

2.
Donor Questionnaire
3.
Government Questionnaire
4.
Country Spreadsheet

5. 
COUNTRY REPORT
6.
Definitions & Guidance

COMPLETING THE COUNTRY REPORT
The two components of the Country Report are: 

( COUNTRY CHAPTER INPUTS provides space for a short qualitative assessment for each of the 12 indicators covered in the survey. This will provide the principal source of information for establishing the country chapters that will be drafted for each country. Illustrative questions are provided each indicator.
( TWO-PAGE CONTRIBUTION FOR ACCRA provides space to present the key challenges and reforms that are needed to improve the effectiveness of aid in your country and achieve the targets agreed in Paris. The format, scope and content of this report are to be agreed in each country (no further guidance is provided).
Both of these reports are established under the authority of the National Co-ordinator, and should reflect the views of a broad range of stakeholders including country authorities, donors and relevant civil society organisations. Stakeholders are, as much as possible, encouraged to reach agreement on a common position. However, where consensus cannot be reached, the reports should record different opinions rather than seek consensus at all costs.
 VALIDATION OF THE COUNTRY REPORT
The National Co-ordinator should supervise the preparation of the Country Reports with additional support where this is required. The National Coordinator convenes a meeting with government, donors and Civil Society Organisations to finalise and validate these documents before submission to the OECD. 
REPORTING

Once the Country Reports have been completed and validated, it should be communicated to the OECD Secretariat, along with the Country Spreadsheet by the 31 March 2008 at the latest, for aggregation and analysis. Following this, the OECD Secretariat will share with the National Coordinator a first draft of the country chapter for comments. Reports should be submitted by email or fax to:

HLF Secretariat

Email:
hlfsurvey@oecd.org
Fax
(+33-1) 44 30 61 27

Tel. 
(+33-1) 45 24 76 26
Country chapter inputs

The illustrative questions below are designed to help guide National Co-ordinators in providing qualitative assessments for the indicators. The answers provided will provide the basis for drafting the country chapters and should help better understand the issues and challenges in implementing the Paris Declaration. The responses provided for each indicator should not exceed 800 words.
	Indicator 1: Operational National Development Strategies
	( To what extent does the national development strategy (or poverty reduction strategy) set out clear and prioritised objectives for the country? (  To what extent are national plans or strategies able to influence the activities undertaken by government and donors by means of making linkages between the plans and budgets, fiscal policies or other resource-allocation instruments? ( What are the remaining challenges in operationalising national development strategies? 

	Indicator 2a: RELIABLE country public financial management systems
	( What reforms have been implemented or are planned to improve the quality of public financial management systems? ( What efforts are being made to improve financial management at sub-national levels? 

	Indicator 2b: RELIABLE country procurement systems
	( What actions have been taken or are planned to reform and improve the quality of procurement systems (laws, regulations and institutions)? ( If legal or institutional frameworks are established (Procurement Acts, Regulatory Authorities, anti-Corruption laws), what steps are taken to build capacities or allocate resources to effectively implement them? 

	Indicator 3: Aid flows are aligned on national priorities
	( Please list the main reasons why there are gaps between what is disbursed by donors and what is recorded in annual budget estimates ( How can the gaps be narrowed? ( What efforts are being made, or need to be made, by donors to ensure the necessary information disclosure to the relevant government authorities?

	Indicator 4: Strengthen capacity by co-ordinated support
	( What are the challenges in strengthening capacity development and improving the provision of technical co-operation? ( What steps are being made by relevant country authorities to identify and communicate clear objectives and strategies for capacity development? ( What are the steps taken by donors to integrate technical co-operation as part of country programmes and coordinate support among donors? 

	Indicator 5a:
Use of country public financial management systems
	( Please describe the constraints and challenges placed on donors in making use of partner country’s public financial management systems (budget execution procedures, financial reporting procedures, auditing procedures)? (  Are procedures currently in place to use country systems beyond general or sector budget support (e.g. project and basket fund modalities)? 

	Indicator 5b:
Use of country procurement systems
	( Please describe the constraints and challenges placed on donors in making use of partner country’s procurement systems? (  Are procedures currently in place to use country procurement systems beyond general or sector budget support (e.g. project and basket fund modalities)? ( Please describe cases where donors apply safeguard measures.

	Indicator 6: Avoiding parallel implementation structures
	( For which reasons are parallel PIUs established? ( What steps, if any, are being taken both by donors and governments to phase-out parallel PIUs and/or mainstream PIUs into line ministries?

	Indicator 7:
Aid is more predictable
	( Please list the main reasons where there are gaps between what was scheduled for disbursement and what was actually recorded as disbursed by government. ( How can donors improve realism of predictions on volume and timing of expected disbursements? ( What efforts are being made by the government to 1) meet the various requirements (administrative, technical, financial, etc.) for timely execution of projects and disbursement of funds; and 2) fully capture disbursements in its accounting systems? ( Have any additional steps been taken to improve predictability of donor funding over the longer term?

	Indicator 8:
Aid is increasingly untied
	( What efforts are being made by donors at country level to untie aid?

	Indicator 9:
Use of common arrangements or procedures
	( Please describe what use is currently being made of PBAs (i.e. approaches that meet all 4 criteria set out in the survey Definitions and Guidance). ( What are the challenges in channelling a greater proportion of aid in support of PBAs?

	Indicator 10a: 
Joint missions
	( Please describe what efforts are being made to rationalise and improve co-ordination of donor missions?

	Indicator 10b: Joint country analytic work
	( Please describe what mechanisms are available to rationalise and co-ordinate country analytic work, either by theme, sector, or other?

	Indicator 11: Results-oriented frameworks
	( Are there transparent and monitorable performance assessment frameworks in use in your country? In which areas? (country level, sector level etc.) ( Is there an operational strategy for improving statistical capacity and/or administrative reporting on results in your country? And how is it implemented? ( How does information on performance feed back into decision-making at national or sectoral levels in your country? And by which mechanisms.

	Indicator 12: Mutual assessment of progress
	( If a mutual assessment of progress HAS been conducted in your country, what are the key features of this mutual assessment? (Annual reporting, periodic independent evaluation etc.? At national, sector, budget support and/or others levels? Who is involved? ( If a mutual assessment of progress HAS NOT been conducted in your country, what actions would be needed to initiate such a mutual assessment?
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