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Objectives of the New York DCF Preparatory Meeting 

1. Briefing on the preparations for the 2010 Development Cooperation Forum 

The first hour of the meeting will discuss expectations for the second DCF.  This will include 

a briefing on the preparations for the forum as well as an update on the outcome of the High-level 

Symposium held in Vienna on 12 and 13 November 2009 on 
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Summits
4
.  Africa is expected to only receive 12 out of the 25 billion US dollars pledged at Glen-

eagles, despite its vulnerability and wide-spread aid dependency.
5
  

Secondly, aid budgets ultimately depend on economic performance of provider countries.  

Because the aid targets are expressed as a percentage of economic size (GNI), the volume of 

ODA by 2015 could be lower than forecasted if economic recovery is slow
6
.  4 billion of the 21 

billion dollar shortfall is estimated to be resulting from the economic downturn and a drop in 

GNI
7
.  

Thirdly, even before the global economic and financial crisis, ODA-to-GNI was already 

falling in some of the 22 DAC donors, including the largest economies.  In addition, debt relief 

accounted for a large share of pre-crisis aid increase in some DAC-donors.  

b) Crisis response and aid allocations 

The present crisis is set to reinforce the pro-cyclical nature of development aid.  In this 

context, raising the volume of development assistance is a priority and donors need to be held to 

account on the pledges they have made (for example, to deliver on the 21 billion shortfall 

currently reported by the OECD-DAC).   

Support from philanthropic foundations and non-governmental organizations is becoming 

increasingly important.  Innovative financing for development is another source of additional 

funding.  South-South cooperation is becoming increasingly important.  This shift in the 

landscape of development cooperation can present a window of opportunity for recipient 

countries to explore new models of assistance in line with national development strategies.  

Other forms of development financing, including private flows, external debt and 

international trade have also suffered from the impact of the crisis.  More emphasis has to be 

placed on the mobilization of resources for financi
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such as conditional cash transfers, working schemes and school feeding programmes, to support 

the livelihood of the population.   

It will also be imperative to get more “value for money” for aid in all programme countries.  

The first DCF underscored that aid should be flexible enough to enable countries to mitigate the 

impact of exogenous shocks.  It is also critical to move forward in untying and increasing multi-

year predictability of aid, transforming technical assistance, reducing conditionality and 

maximizing concessionality.   

c) The crisis and the establishment of an improved aid architecture 

It is often considered that the crisis presents an opportunity to improve not only international 

economic and financial governance but also the development cooperation system itself.  This 

would include placing greater emphasis on aid quality or developing the ability to provide rapid 

counter-cyclical responses, as mentioned above.   

Building on the principles of real country ownership and capacity development, there is a 

need for more coherent aid management frameworks.  The criteria for granting external assistance 

to developing countries would also need to be looked at.   

Finally, the development cooperation system should also ensure that aid is disbursed with the 

aim to mobilize a maximum of complementary funding from other sources of development 

financing (budget revenue, domestic savings, private foreign flows, trade earnings etc.) so as to 

reduce dependence on aid over the medium-term.  It should also be accountable and transparent 

to the maximum degree, with regard to aid managemen


