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Thank you, Mr. Co-facilitators.  I speak on behalf of Oxfam and would like to share perspectives on ODA. 

 
These are lessons to learn from decades of ODA delivery as we talk about other exciting sources of 
financing for development.  Nearly 10 years after development actors first declared how they’ll do aid 
better, we are still talking about unmet needs for untying aid, and predictability, transparency, and 
alignment of development flows -- all the things that partner countries need to own the challenge of 
fighting poverty in their own countries.  Will we still be saying the same things in 2030, especially for this 
growing bag of other financial resources where the data is harder to track? 

Within this increasing mix of financial resources for sustainable development, it is important to 
re-emphasize the unique role and value-added of ODA, especially if it is to be used for leverage 
for other financing.   

As opposed to other resources, 



and Financing for Development framework for all forms of financing for development, 
public, and private ones. 

Quantity 

3. Third, donors need to re-commit to binding ODA targets as set by Monterrey, with 
concrete and verifiable timelines to scale up their aid budgets, as mentioned by 
Sweden.  Donors should re-commit to providing 0.7% of their GNI as ODA and ensure at 
least 50% of ODA to LDCs.   

As we talk about other forms of finance for sustainable development, how can we learn from 
lack of progress on aid flows meeting partner country needs?  How can we correct for that and 
hold ourselves to binding agreements and accountability mechanisms in the outcomes from 
Addis?   

The ODA outcome we decide at Addis will send a strong signal.  It will show how serious we are about 
ending extreme poverty by 2030.  We set goals in 2000, we decided how we will finance them in 2002, 
and we decided measures of effectiveness in 2005.  
 
In that Paris agreement in 2005, donors and recipient countries struck a deal: recipient countries would 
tackle corruption, strengthen their institutions and take other steps to better manage aid.  In return, 
donors would improve the coordination and predictability of their aid flows and give developing 
countries greater control over how the money is spent.  Nearly ten years later, developing countries 
have made significant progress, particularly in improving their planning and financial management.  But 
donors have only made significant progress in only one goal, that of improving coordination between 
themselves. 
 
The challenges persist.  Yesterday, Tonga noted that 80% of donor funding remains earmarked and that 
change goes hand-in-hand with monitoring and accountability mechanisms.  Benin identified needs for 
an enabling environment for domestic resource mobilization, including targeted donor support to 


