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1. EBRBAREBH OB L fHlE

(1) R OEBRBEFE W /)i E DAL
OF 2 WKEEEDOT A Y A afid LIy 27 L orEEE
1945 Bretton Woods Convention, IMF and World Bank (IBRD) (7 > k> DC)
EEOES (UN) Oz (NY)

Q% 2 WKL D I — 1y NMEBEHE (v—Y L - 7T ) O E &R EEA~DIGH
1947 Marshall Plan: European Recovery Program
1949 H. S. Truman, Speech on Point Four, “Fourth, we must embark on a bold new program for
making the benefits of our scientific advances and industrial progress available for the
improvement and growth of underdeveloped areas”

1960 EAR il
1961 OECD, OECD/DAC, USAID, UN Decade of Development (16™ UN General Assembly)
1964 1" UNCTAD
1966 UNDP, ADB
1969 Pearson Report, Partners on Development
1970 UN Tinbergen Report

DR DFERE L BT 7B T 70 —F OFR
1989 Collapse of Berlin Wall
1990 UNDP 1* HDR
1991 Soviet Union collapses
1992 UNCED
1996 OECD/DAC, Development Partners Strategy

@21 AL D EBRBATE W 1 7 7 1 — F DOREEE
2000 UN Millennium Summit, MDGs
2002 Monterrey Conference, Johannesburg Summit
2003 Rome High Level Forum on Harmonization
2005 Paris High Level Forum on Aid Effectiveness

(2) HARDEREBHFE 1 B DAL
OHARDBHFEEDOMED
19544 : am 7R « 7 N
- MEMAHME  (reparation) 1951 4R 75 0o X adMSKIC L AAIT MgpdicA L &
HEELIOER T HMERTEEZAY, B~ 740V AV RRUT . M
NEFLD 4 TFEICK LT 2.07 8 R, BHERERMABEE LT AR T [ T FRITH A,
UK=L, HE, S/ uRxT T EMZ T AECRL T, HERE S LT 7.83 E KL
Mg E W,

SHEI AR - B T/ AARDAEEY & B AN DEEIC L 5 ZH W
s IO 1951 42, A > B« 7 O8O BRI E A6 DK,

1954 Japan-Burma Peace Treaty and Agreement on Reparation and Economic Cooperation
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1956 Japan-Philippines Agreement on Reparation
1958 Japan Indonesia Peace Treaty and Agreement on Reparation and Economic Cooperation

QW% D HAR - HARBIE DS O 1%
TAVADOA Y AT - = 74E8) (1946-1951 4F) : 20 (& Kv
HREATRENE  (1953-1966 4F) : 8 (& 6000 )7 KL
160% : A > 7 Z ik R4 mHGER, Athmdias, SEEImR, BE, ZaAK
2)40% : BHFSRENE (BREEE 4 & A )INIRFEEETHE T 5, i, BB#iEH)
1961 OECF
1962 OTCA
1964 OECD /&

@1970 FACLIKED ODA DRk & {53

1974 JICA

1977 Fukuda Doctrine

1978 1st Medium Target of ODA

1989 Japan becomes top donor (1991 4=2>5 2000 4F £ TD 10 4l b~ 7 K —)
1992 ODA Kiffi (ODA Charter, 2003 4-t4zT)

1993 TICAD 1

1997 Fiscal Structural Reform Act

1997 4ELARE - [ERIBRBhEHE (28 #EREFE. 8 VIEFHIKE T E)
1999 4£/2005 4= H H B R

1999JBIC

2003 New ODA Charter

2008 New JICA (fEAE + Hiffi b /7 + P AE3K)

@ HARKDOBSE &
HBWBE &AL U218, EETEE—T AV A, 7T Alp & OEMSE)

1992/2003 4= ODA K

< AT #

1) BAZ&® EE o A BhS 42

2) T AR 2R OF A

3) AN FAHEOHER

4) TP EORER & RLoTEH

5) EEEESICBT DR L

- ODA4 J5HI]

1) BRE LB EMNLIE D,

2) HEFEMHERLOEESH AR~ A2 B0 5,

3) T RRRKBMIELIR ORI A B 5 7e FEESER & 2E MR - sk T D & &b,
B EENZZ OENEIR 2 B [EORFASBEIE O 72 D28 1E > E eIl sy 3
REThHDHLEOBRENG, G EEOERFH, KREMERLS - I A LOBX -
g WHEsOmHAZ EOBIMIC TR EEA D,

4) BAFsE EENCE T 5 REALOMEE, TSR E A DS 1 QN FART AHE N OVH B OfR
FRDUZ 0 EEZ A D,




2. EBBARES)OER L FTE

(1) BAZERBHECRTAMN & B4 ) #2367
Policy Cycle and Policy Evaluation, Project Cycle and Project Evaluation

(2) BAZEERBLH A
1991 OECD/DAC 5 Principles
Effectiveness
Efficiency
Impact
Sustainability
Relevance

(3) BRI
Easterly, W. and T. Pfutze (2008), “Where does the money go? Best and worst Practices in Foreign
Aid”, Journal of Economic Perspectives, 22(2), pp.29-52

4 JLue
Specialization/fragmentation,
Selectivity,

Ineffective aid channels,
Overhead costs.

3. BEHR
91 RekerleEZR R (SD) G & Bilin

1. TAXRA: FrftrleeZe e &3 2 4/07

2. BRFELEREE : BREEZ XA v iR 4/14

3 FiecalREMEOFREG  4/21. 4/28 (MSY « MEY). 5/12 (& X)
4. FRpirlRE s OFERE  5/19
5523 ik REOBRSEGR & R AT R 70 R R

5. & EEOBER LT 519

6. & EEOBRER 526

7. & EEORRE L ERE 6/02
59530 EFEEETSARED & Rl TRE 7 g R

8. [EFSBAREBIORES LHIE  6/09

9-10. PHFSIEBIBOR O &7 6/16, 6/23 (KFETE) . 6/30
11-12. BRZ&HED) & HBREREERHRE  7/07
WAL HTT 7R BASEHREG

13-14. 77—« 2T A F VT ¢ LEEEBREW S 714, 721
15. T LB 728 (flial T iE)



Table 5
Ranking of Donor Agencies on Best Practices in Aid

Average perceniile vanking on each iype of aid best fractice
{Righer rank means beller aid fractios)

Rank af Auverage
auerame Ingffective frevcent
Dxmor rank Fragmeniation  Selectivity  chanmels  Ovevhead  Transparency Tk
DA 1 51% T6% BT 1% 100% 7%
United Kingdom 2 54% 2%, 1% T6%, 05% 2%
African Dev. Bank 3 49% B84% B7% 45%, 90% 1%
Asian Dev. Bank 4 76% 465 B7% 48%, 05% T0%
IDB 4 BE% 41% B4% 56%, 82% T0%
Norway 6 3% 38% T1% e 60% 62%
Sweden T 3% 30% 4% 635 90% 61%
Japan B 61% 48% 42% B6 624 60%
Switzerland 9 63% 53% Bl% 49% B1% 50%
Portugal 9 100% 50% 35% B6% 23% 50%,
France 9 73% 53% 26% 62% 9% 50%,
Anstralia 12 B0 45% 3% Ta% 82% 58%
UNICEF 13 1% 57% B7% 2% 26% 55%
Belgium 14 83% 46% 2% 29% T4%, 8%
Ttaly 15 46% 4% 16% 08% 49% 49%
United States 16 66% 0% 0% 50% BI% 46%
Austria 16 8% 30% 13% 5% 67% 46%
Ireland 16 59% 53% Ti% 41% 46%
Nordic DF 16 HE6% AR 9% 5% 46%
Netherlands bl 15% 56%, 55% 3% 64% 45%
Canada 21 20% 61% 19% 45% T4 44%
Denmark 21 44% 52%, 52% 16% 56% 4%
Finland 23 24% 35% 0% T0% 8% 41%
Luxembourg 24 7% 0% 48% 7% 10% 40%
UNREWA 5 O8% 25% 50%, 135 29%
IMF SAF & ESAF* 26 B5% T0% 9% 26% 38%
Germany 27 27% 46%, 20% 17% 50% 36%
CariBank 28 90% 49% 25% 13% 35%
EC 2 22% 47% hE% 6% 38%
EBRD 30 8% 41% 3% 13% 1%
GREECE 31 93% 7% 6% 41% 29%
UNDP 32 5% 60% I% 2% n%
SPAIN 33 3% 0% 10% 41% 27%
NEW ZEATLAND 34 41% 40% 23% 6% 26%
UNEPA 35 2% 54% 45% 11% 3% 2%
IFAD (UN) 36 7% 60%, 19% 5% 20%
WEP (UN) 37 10% 5h% 0% 0% 26% 18%
GEF 37 29% 51% 9% 0% 18%
UNHCE 37 17% 53% 5% 13% 18%

Note: Duplicate numbers ocour in the rankings when two or more countries have the same score and
“tie” for some rank; this also explains missing ranks, for instance, no 5™ place.
* Structural Adjustment Facility (SAF) and the Enhanced Structural Adjustment Facility (ESAF).



