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Background  
 
The end of 2015 was the end of an era and the beginning of a new one in international 
development – the Millennium Development Goals came to an end and the new Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs) were agreed along with a hopefully renewed global financing 
framework and agreement that would enable the achievement of Agenda 2030 and go 
beyond that to begin to address structural challenges in the global financial architecture.  As 
a result, much was made of the beyond aid agenda but the reality, particularly in early 2016, 
has been more of an aid and beyond agenda.   
Aid – and how it is most effectively deployed – has remained a central part of the political and 
technical discourse in 2016.  And it is hard to see how this will change with the focus on issues 
such as refugees and tackling the problems that drive forced migration, peace and security, 
how to best mobilise the private sector (or mobilise the most private financial resources for 
development) and many more.  The 2015 CONCORD AidWatch Report looked back at the past 
15 years – successes and failures – while beginning to chart a path forward to achieving the 
ambition of Agenda 2030 for the European Union and its Member States.  It assessed the 
largely lacklustre performance against key EU targets on aid and effectiveness while also 
exploring some of the key issues facing the EU on aid today – from how to ensure blending 
and private finance/PPPs actually work for development to how the EU can and should turn 
its commitment in the Addis Ababa Agenda for Action into reality. 
Given this lacklustre performance and signs that it is only likely to continue over the next few 
years at least, these challenges are likely to remain.  It should also recognise the very real risks 
in the near and longer term as aid promises seem to be increasingly worthless and EU donors 
row back on commitments to improve the effectiveness of their aid – seemingly sacrificing 
the hard won lessons and wins of the aid effectiveness process for more domestically and 
perhaps politically palatable self-interest.  While the fact that promises from donors are 
increasingly seen as meaningless is a significant concern, undermining the aid effectiveness 
process and thus the long-term, sustainable impact of aid precisely at a time when we are 
striving to ensure aid can play a significant part in delivering an ambitious sustainable 
development agenda, seems concerning at best and perverse at worst. 

 

Concept 
 
REPORT FORMAT 
The format used for the past 10 reports has proven to a be useful combination of meta-
analysis of major issues with relevance and resonance across the Europe Union with specific 
country analysis and data to provide a holistic but detailed picture of EU aid.  The 2016 report 
could usefully reproduce this format while focusing on sharpening the analysis and advocacy 
relevance of the overview chapters.   



 

 

 

KEY QUESTIONS 
The report should focus on addressing the following key questions: 

 How do we maintain the importance and relevance of aid and development 

effectiveness post 2015?  Are these commitments and principles still meaningful or 

do they require further elaboration to be relevant in a more complex financing 

landscape?    

o In the post 2015 context, these debates must necessarily include climate and 

sustainable development concerns so assessing and better understanding the 

overlap between ODA and climate finance is key.  This should also include 

looking at respective frameworks for effective sustainable development 

finance/cooperation? 

o Effective development cooperation with the private sector – aid and other 

public finance are increasingly being used to mobilise the private resources 

and actors, how should this be done effectively?  How is it being done now? 

o Ownership and tied aid - effective aid is aid that reaches the country it intends 

to support?  How do we reverse the trend of increasing in donor costs, reduced 

use of effective modalities such as budget support, less aid on budget, etc. at 

the expense of supporting partner countries own development strategies?   

 Why have the EU and its member states summarily failed to deliver on the EU aid 

promise by 2015?  What is different about the new promise and how can donors be 

convincing/credible? 

o Including looking in brief at the implications of changes in the ODA definition 

– specifically on peace and security, the private sector, loans and possible 

future changes in refugee costs as well as any other areas of discussion in the 

OECD DAC. 

o As UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon admitted, MDGs were not met in 2015 

due to a lack of political will and a lack of accountability. If we are to hold the 

governments accountable for their commitments, we will need to put in place 

the right accountability mechanism with an active participation of Civil Society. 

However, Civil Society political space is shrinking in many countries making 

really difficult the task of holding the governments accountable for their own 

commitments.  

 
TARGET AUDIENCE 
EU Member States will be the primary audience as the report remains a key accountability 
tool for members to hold their governments to account.   
The European Commission, OECD DAC including the secretariat and other development 
stakeholders (other civil society organisations, networks, etc.) should be secondary targets 
with a particular focus on supporting coherence of messaging and advocacy across 
sectors/focus areas. 
 
 
 



 

 

 

TIMELINE 
Report to be released in early October in time for the lead up to HLM2 in Nairobi 
 

Dates 2016 Deliverable 

PREPARATION (until 3 June) 

16-28 May 
ODA and Development Workstream is being created 

18-23 May 

We ask HUB 2 for feedback (on ToR, consultants) and asking for 
an Aid Watch Referene for each platform/network 
 
A communication will be sent through concord.net 

24-27 May 
We ask for feedback from other Hubs (on ToR and consultants) 
 
A communication will be sent through concord.net 

17-27 May 
Secretariat with current core group works on the questionnaire 

18 May – 1 June 
Public Call for consultant 

By 27 May 
We have the first draft of the questionnaire  

By 27 May  
A small task force/group of Aid Watch references is created 

By 1 June 
Decide on consultant (involving HUB 2 steering committee) 

30 May – 3 June 
The questionnaire is shared with Aid Watch Task Force and with 
the consultant for feedback 

30 May - 3 June 
The questionnaire and the concept note is sent to the Board and 
Policy Director Committee (if already created) for feedback 

WRITING (3 June – 29 August) 

3 June-15 July 
Country page questionnaire with NPs  
 

1 June -29 July 
Consultants first draft overview, intro, etc.   
 



 

 

Consultant can begin working on country pages whenever as long 
as they are completed for sign off and comment by 5 August. 

1-5 Aug 
Aid Watch Task Force comments first draft 

By 12 Aug 
Second draft and country pages completed  

15-19 August 
Aid Watch Task Force comments second draft 

22-29 August 
Final draft  

REVIEW AND APPROVAL (29 August – 15 September) 

29 Aug-15 
September  

ODA and Development Workstream comments 
 
National Platforms comments 
 
Steering Committee coments 
 

15 September 
The final text is aproved by the Steering Committee 

EDITION AND LAUNCH (19 September – Early October) 

  
19-30 September 

Copy-editing, design and printing 

Early October 
 

Launch and seminar 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
OUTLINE 

1. Executive Summary – 1-2 pages including 3-6 recommendations for all donors and 

EC on improving aid quality 

2. Overview chapters (10-15 pages) 

a. Ownership and tied aid 

i. What is good development – what do we mean by that?   

ii. Development effectiveness principles and beyond?  How do we 

reverse the trend of increasing spending on donor priorities (as 

opposed to national development priorities) and in donor costs?  The 

end of budget support?  

iii. ODA to LDCs, support to civil society?  Looking forward – starting the 

conversation on what we mean, reminding governments of what was 

agreed, evidence base, etc.   

b. Effective development cooperation and the private sector 

i. Recap assessments and literature on blending, PPPs, etc. on impact 

and development additionality. 

ii. Look at the processes of developing sustainable development 

principles for PPPs – where are all these processes and what should 

they deliver? 

iii. How could or can public resources be used to effectively mobilise 

private support for sustainable development? 

c. Climate finance and aid 

d. State of EU aid 

i. Why has the EU failed to meet the 0.7% promise?  What should be done 

differently next time? Reflect on the need for Accountability Vs 

Shrinking space of CSOs. 

ii. What has the impact of this failure been in practice?  Possibly 

calculate level of ‘endebtedness’ for missing aid targets, what that aid 

could have achieved and focus on what is needed/promised to deliver 

on the SDGs? 

iii. Summary of key findings from country questionnaires particularly 

highlighting developments/changes/trends including tied aid, refugee 

costs (including how different governments measure this) and climate 

finance. 

3. Country pages plus EC page (consultant to draft EC page, country pages drafted by 

NPs) 

4. Conclusion – summary of main chapters and country pages including key findings 

and recommendations  

 


