
Department for
International Development

DFID in 2009–10

Response to the International Development 
(Reporting and Transparency) Act 2006



Department for
International Development

DFID in 2009–10
Response to the International Development 

(Reporting and Transparency) Act 2006

Presented to Parliament pursuant to Section 1 of the International 
Development (Reporting and Transparency) Act 2006.

LONDON: The Stationery Offi ce

 £27.25



© Crown Copyright 2010

The text in this document (excluding the Royal Arms and other departmental or agency logos) may
be reproduced free of charge in any format or medium providing it is reproduced accurately and not
used in a misleading context. The material must be acknowledged as Crown copyright and the title
of the document specifi ed. 

Where we have identifi ed any third party copyright material you will need to obtain permission
from the copyright holders concerned.

ISBN: 9780102968323

Printed in the UK for The Stationery Offi ce Limited
on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty’s Stationery Offi ce

ID: 2378551 07/10

Printed on paper containing 75% recycled fi bre content minimum.



     1

Foreword by the Secretary of State 2

Chapter 1 The Department for International Development  5

Chapter 2 Progress towards the Millennium Development Goals 9

Chapter 3  Progress towards the Millennium Development Goals in DFID’s priority countries 21

Chapter 4 Making bilateral aid more effective  67

Chapter 5 Making multilateral aid more effective 75

Annex A Annual reporting of statistical information 81

Annex B Glossary and Abbreviations 113

Contents



2 Department for International Development: DFID in 2009–10

This Report provides a summary of the recent contribution of the 
Department for International Development to delivering the Millennium 
Development Goals.

While the last decade has seen real global progress in delivering the Millennium 
Development Goals the scale of the challenge to meet the 2015 targets is 
enormous. Over a billion people still live on less than a $1 a day. Each year 
nearly nine million children die before the age of fi ve and half a million women 

die during pregnancy or childbirth. There are still 72 million children missing out on primary education 
and more than 33 million people are infected with HIV/AIDS. 

Clearly we must act to right these wrongs and end this terrible waste of human potential. The Coalition 
Government is committed to delivery of the MDGs and has affi rmed its commitment to spend 0.7% of 
Gross National Income on overseas aid from 2013. This is an exceptional opportunity to deliver more 
aid to millions of people around the world who are battling against poverty, disease and injustice. 
However, with this promise comes responsibility – a duty to ensure that for every pound of taxpayers’ 
money we spend, we demonstrate 100 pence of value. 

We need radical steps to ensure that our aid achieves all that it can. To this end I have already launched a 
review of our bilateral and multilateral aid programme. The process will ensure bilateral and multilateral 
aid will be spent where the need is greatest and in ways that achieve maximum impact. Independent 
evaluation of British aid is absolutely critical; aid spending decisions should be made on the basis of 
evidence. We have taken the fi rst steps towards creating a new independent aid watchdog to report 
independently on the effectiveness of DFID programmes.

Aid transparency is fundamental to improving the effectiveness and value for money of aid. Making 
information about aid spending easier to access, use and understand means that UK taxpayers and 
citizens in poorer countries can more easily hold DFID and recipient governments to account for using 
aid money wisely. The UK Aid Transparency Guarantee will make our aid fully transparent to citizens in 
both the UK and recipient countries. 

Over the last few years I have visited dozens of developing countries and witnessed many examples of 
DFID’s work which has continually broken new ground in international development and often 
succeeded where others have failed. DFID has become part of Britain’s national identity, refl ecting our 
values and strengths overseas. I am proud to be its Secretary of State. Under my stewardship I want the 
department to do more not less.

Rt Hon Andrew Mitchell
Secretary of State for International Development
July 2010

Foreword by the Secretary of State
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Key achievements

In 2008-09, DFID’s bilateral programme in its 22 priority countries1:

➜ Trained over 150,000 teachers

➜ Built or reconstructed over 9,500 classrooms

➜ Trained over 70,000 health professionals

➜ Vaccinated over 4 million children against measles

➜ Delivered over 6 million anti-malarial bednets

➜ Provided anti-retroviral drugs to over 200,000 people with HIV

➜ Distributed over 400 million condoms

➜ Provided over 2.5 million people with clean water

➜ Provided over 2.5 million people with better sanitation

➜ Built or upgraded 1,500 km of road and…

➜ …maintained a further 14,500 km

➜ Provided new/improved electricity to over 50,000 households

➜ Assisted over 13 million people through food security programmes

➜ Assisted over 3 million people through social assistance programmes

1 Figures may vary considerably from last year for a number of reasons. These include: (i) introduction of new programmes 
or results being achieved through existing programmes, (ii) end of programmes, (iii) availability/unavailability of data and 
(iv) improved collection of data in 2010 following the fi rst year of collection for the 2009 Annual Report.
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Chapter 1: The Department for
International Development

Aims and objectives

1.1 The Department for International Development (DFID) leads the UK government’s effort to 
promote international development. DFID’s overall aim is to reduce poverty in poorer 
countries, in particular through achieving the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs).

 The Millennium Development Goals2

MDG 1 Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger

MDG 2 Achieve universal primary education

MDG 3 Promote gender equality and empower women

MDG 4 Reduce child mortality

MDG 5 Improve maternal health

MDG 6 Combat HIV/AIDs, malaria and other diseases

MDG 7 Ensure environmental sustainability

MDG 8 Develop a global partnership for development

Legislation

1.2 DFID operates under the International Development Act, which came into force in 2002 and 
establishes the legal basis for UK development assistance.  This means the Secretary of State for 
International Development can provide development assistance for sustainable development 
and welfare provided they are satisfi ed this assistance is likely to contribute to poverty 
reduction.

1.3 The 2006 International Development (Reporting and Transparency) Act strengthens the 
accountability of the UK Government in delivering its pledges to help the world’s poorest 
countries and people.  The act requires DFID to report annually to Parliament on development 

2 Further information on the MDGs is available at www.developmentgoals.org..
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policies and programmes, the provision of aid to partner countries and the way it is used.  
This report discharges DFID’s responsibilities under the Act for 2009-10.

1.4 The Government is committed to achieving, from 2013, the United Nations (UN) target of 
spending 0.7 per cent of gross national income (GNI) on Offi cial Development Assistance 
(ODA) and will enshrine this in law.

Where DFID works

1.5 DFID works from two UK headquarters (HQ) in London and East Kilbride and from offi ces in 
39 countries overseas and provided aid to around 90 in total in 2009-10 (see table A.2, Annex 
A). In 2009-10, DFID had over 2,500 staff, almost half of whom worked abroad. 

Budget

1.6 In 2009-10 DFID was directly responsible for £6.7 billion of UK public expenditure. Almost 
all of this expenditure is classed as Offi cial Development Assistance (ODA) – offi cial fi nancing 
or other forms of assistance given to developing countries to promote and implement 
development.  

1.7 Figure 1 shows DFID’s aid expenditure in 2009-10. £4 billion was spent through DFID’s 
bilateral programme and £2.5 billion through multilateral organisations, of which the 
European Commission was the largest recipient. 

Figure 1: DFID aid expenditure 2009-103

Rest of World
£88mn

Bilateral
£3,958mn

Global sector programmes
£1,131mn    

Africa
£1,650mn

Asia
£1,089mn

*This includes core contributions to the African Development Bank and the Asian Development Bank
and to the Global Fund to fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria (GFATM).

DFID
£6,416mn

World Bank
£585mn

UN
£216mn

Other
multilaterals*

£449mn

Multilateral
£2,458mn

European
Commission (EC)

£1,208mn

Source: See Annex A for more details on DFID aid expenditure statistics.

3 These fi gures are derived from DFID’s statistical systems and are consistent with those fi gures reported to the Development 
Assistance Committee (OECD-DAC).
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1.8 Of DFID’s country specifi c bilateral programme in 2009-10, £1.6 billion went to countries in 
Africa and £1.1 billion to countries in Asia. The top 10 countries receiving bilateral assistance 
are shown in table 1. 

Table 1: Top 10 bilateral aid recipients 2009-10, £ millions

Country

DFID’s bilateral 
programme 2009-10 

(£ million)

India 295.1

Ethiopia 214.3

Bangladesh 148.8

Sudan 145.6

Tanzania 143.6

Pakistan 140.4

Afghanistan 133.4

Nigeria 114.2

Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) 109.1

Ghana 89.9

1.9 Figure 2 shows the 2009-10 breakdown of DFID’s bilateral programme by sector4. The sector 
receiving the most DFID bilateral funds was economic, followed by government and civil 
society and then health.

Figure 2: DFID bilateral programme by sector 2009-10

Education 10%

Health 17%

Social Services 6%

Water Supply and Sanitation 3%

Government and Civil Society 18%

Non-sector allocable 7%

Humanitarian Assistance 11%

Research 4%

Environment Protection 2%

Economic 22%

1.10 In total, including spending by other UK government departments, provisional UK ODA in 
2009 was £7.365 billion or 0.52% of UK GNI.  

1.11  Table 2 below shows the distribution of ODA across UK government departments.

4 Every bilateral DFID project is marked with up to eight ‘input sector codes’ that identify where funding will be spent.  These 
sector codes are largely taken from the OECD-DAC Creditor Reporting System purpose codes.
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Table 2: DFID and non-DFID ODA 2008 and 2009, £ millions

2008 2009

Total DFID ODA 5,445 6,447 

Non-DFID ODA 912 918 

Of which: 

Confl ict Pools5  107 103 

Foreign and Commonwealth Offi ce 154 169 

Environment Transformation Fund (Department of Energy & Climate Change)6  0 150 

CDC Group PLC7 net investments 172 213 

Debt Relief (Export Credit Guarantee Department) 280 17 

UK (non-DFID) share of EU ODA (estimated) 104 115 

Other8 94 152 

5 From 2009/10 the Confl ict Prevention Pool, the Stabilisation Aid Fund and Discretionary Peacekeeping were merged into a 
single Confl ict Pool managed by DFID, the Foreign and Commonwealth Offi ce and the Ministry of Defence. Figures shown 
here exclude DFID contributions already included in DFID spending line.

6 UK contributions to the Environment Transformation Fund are managed jointly by DFID and DECC (Department of Energy 
and Climate Change). Figures shown here exclude identical payment made by DFID already included in DFID spending line.

7 Formerly Commonwealth Development Corporation.
8 Other contributing organisations: Department for Business Innovation and Skills; Department for Culture, Media and Sport; 

Department of Energy and Climate Change; Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs; Department of Health; 
Department for Work and Pensions; Export Credit and Guarantee Department; Ministry of Defence; Scottish Government.
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Chapter 2:
Progress towards the Millennium 
Development Goals

Introduction

2.1 This chapter includes a brief assessment of current global status of the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs). It also includes the UK’s contribution towards the MDGs in 
2009-10 and that of multilateral organisations to which the UK contributes. 

2.2 Figure 3 below provides an overall summary of global progress. 
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Figure 3: Overview – Global progress towards the MDGs

Key to colour coding in tables: Dark Green = target met. Light Green = almost met/on target. 
Orange = some/negligible progress, insuffi cient to meet target. Red = no change or negative progress.

Africa Asia Latin 
America & 
Caribbean

Commonwealth of 
Independent States

Northern Sub-
Saharan

Eastern South-
Eastern

Southern Western Europe Asia

Progress toward 
reducing extreme 
poverty by half

low 
poverty

very high 
poverty

high 
poverty

high 
poverty

very high 
poverty

low 
poverty

moderate 
poverty

low 
poverty

high 
poverty

Progress toward 
reducing hunger 
by half

low 
hunger

very high 
hunger

moderate 
hunger

 high 
hunger 

high 
hunger

moderate 
hunger

moderate 
hunger

low 
hunger 

moderate 
hunger

Progress toward 
achieving Universal 
Primary Education

high 
enrolment

low 
enrolment

high 
enrolment

high 
enrolment

moderate 
enrolment 

moderate 
enrolment

high 
enrolment

high 
enrolment

high 
enrolment

Progress toward 
achieving equal 
girls’ enrolment in 
primary school

close to 
parity

close to 
parity

parity parity parity close to 
parity

parity parity parity

Progress on reducing 
child mortality

low 
mortality

very high 
mortality

low 
mortality

low 
mortality

high 
mortality

low 
mortality

low 
mortality

low 
mortality

moderate 
mortality

Progress on reducing 
maternal mortality 
by three quarters

moderate 
mortality

very high 
mortality

low 
mortality

high 
mortality

high 
mortality

moderate 
mortality

moderate 
mortality

low 
mortality

low 
mortality

Progress on halting 
and reversing the 
spread of HIV/AIDS

low 
prevalence

high 
prevalence

low 
prevalence

low 
prevalence

low 
prevalence

low 
prevalence

moderate 
prevalence

moderate 
prevalence

low 
prevalence

Progress on halting 
and reversing the 
spread of Malaria9

low risk high risk moderate 
risk

moderate 
risk

moderate 
risk

low risk moderate 
risk

low risk low risk

Progress on halting 
and reversing 
the spread of 
Tuberculosis

low 
mortality

high 
mortality

moderate 
mortality

high 
mortality

moderate 
mortality 

low 
mortality

low 
mortality

moderate 
mortality

moderate 
mortality

Progress on 
reversing the loss of 
forests

low forest 
cover

medium 
forest 
cover

medium 
forest 
cover

high forest 
cover

medium 
forest 
cover

low forest 
cover

high forest 
cover

high forest 
cover

low forest 
cover

Progress on halving 
the proportion of 
people without 
sustainable access to 
safe drinking water

high 
coverage

low 
coverage

moderate 
coverage

moderate 
coverage

moderate 
coverage

high 
coverage

high 
coverage

high 
coverage

moderate 
coverage

Progress on halving 
the proportion of 
people without 
sustainable access to 
basic sanitation

moderate 
coverage

very low 
coverage

low 
coverage

low 
coverage

very low 
coverage

moderate 
coverage

moderate 
coverage

moderate 
coverage

high 
coverage

Source: United Nations 2009 assessment of progress towards the MDGs.

9 Assessment for Malaria is taken from UN 2008 assessment of progress towards the MDGS as not included in UN 2009 
assessment.
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MDG 1: Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger

Target 1.A: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than $1 a day.

Global Progress: On Target. Based on the current trend the developing world as a whole is on track to meet 
MDG target 1. The proportion of the world’s population living in extreme poverty10 fell from 46% in 1990 to 27% 
in 2005, putting the goal of halving extreme poverty by 2015 in reach11.However, Sub-Saharan Africa remains off 
track and on this trend will not meet the 2015 target. In addition, the global economic downturn could result in an 
estimated 64 million more people living in extreme poverty than anticipated before it12. 

UK Contribution: In 2009-10, DFID supported growth through its country offi ces working with country 
governments to improve countries’ economic policies, expand fi nancial services, improve the business environment, 
improve infrastructure and make markets more competitive. It also established the International Growth Centre 
(IGC) to give developing countries direct access to expert advice on growth.

DFID gave £715 million in Poverty Reduction Budget Support to its bilateral partners in 2009-10 and has sought 
to minimise the impact of the crisis on poor households in poor countries through its bilateral programme, 
including measures to restore economic growth, protecting living standards and social protection, and international 
infl uencing. DFID’s support included: in Bangladesh a £18.5 million grant to address funding shortfalls from 
donors guaranteeing that 600,000 of the poorest children could continue to access decent pre-school and primary 
education; in Pakistan $2.5 million contribution through the World Bank (WB) for the Benazir Income Support 
programme benefi ting 3.2 million vulnerable families. 

DFID worked with international organisations to support developing countries through the crisis, including in the 
development of the World Bank Rapid Social Response and the Global Trade Liquidity Programme. DFID provided 
funding for UN Global Impact and Vulnerability Alert System to enable supply of timely data with which to track 
the impact of the crisis on households in the developing world. 

Multilateral contribution: World Bank Rapid Social Response Fund was established to fi nance immediate 
interventions targeted at vulnerable groups. The World Bank launched a £1 billion pilot Crisis Response Window in 
January 2010. 56 of the poorest countries will benefi t from these additional resources. 

European Union (EU) new emergency fund, Vulnerability FLEX, paid out €160 million by end 2009 to support 
people hit by the economic crisis. In addition, the EU allocated €456 million to support people affected by high 
food prices through the two-year €1 billion Food Facility approved in 2008.

Since 2000, World Bank International Development Assistance (IDA) has built or rehabilitated roads benefi ting over 
75 million people. Regional Development Banks have also supported infrastructure projects in Africa and Asia.

Target 1.C: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer from hunger.

Global Progress: Lagging. The hunger element of MDG 1 to halve the proportion of people who are 
undernourished and to halve the proportion of underweight children is off-track. In 1990, 845 million (of a global 
population of 5.3 billion) went hungry; the current fi gure is just over a billion (of a population of 6.8 billion)13. In 
1990, 31% of children under six years were underweight, currently this is 26%14.

10 This is based on the new poverty line of $1.25 which was introduced in August 2008 by the World Bank following an 
in-depth revision of purchasing power parity data. More information can be found at “Dollar a Day Revisited” by Ravallion, 
Chen & Sangraula, World Bank Policy Research Working Paper 4620, May 2008.

11 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
12 World Bank, Global Economic Prospects, January 2010.
13 The State of Food Insecurity in the World, Food and Agriculture Organization/World Food Program, Rome, October 2009.
14 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
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UK Contribution: In Bangladesh, the Chars Livelihoods Programme which began in 2002 transfers livestock, 
vegetable seeds, cash for work, micronutrient sprinkles, and other assets to 55,000 families. The proportion of 
mothers suffering from Chronic Energy Defi ciency fell from 50% to 14% and the programme is also reducing the 
prevalence of stunting among children. In India, DFID’s 5-year support to the health and nutrition sectors in the 
3 poorest states (Bihar, Orissa and Madhya Pradesh) will help to prevent malnutrition in 3.5 million children (0.85 
million directly attributable to DFID), and save 43 million Disability Adjusted Life Years (DALYs).

In 2009-10 DFID launched its fi rst Nutrition Strategy. The strategy identifi es six priority countries: Bangladesh, 
Ethiopia, India, Nepal, Nigeria and Zimbabwe and aims to reach 12 million children.

Multilateral Contribution: World Food Programme (WFP) provides food assistance to 90 million people in 
over 70 countries. In 2009 an independent joint evaluation of DFID’s support for improving WFP’s effi ciency and 
effectiveness found real enhancements. For example, WFP’s Emergency Preparedness Web reduced the death toll 
in the 2007 Southern Africa fl oods by 90% while saving up to a million dollars a day from improved targeting, 
quicker response and reduction in use of helicopters.

MDG 2: Achieve universal primary education

Target 2.A: Ensure that by 2015 children everywhere, boys and girls alike will be able to complete a full 
course of primary schooling. 

Global Progress: Lagging. There has been signifi cant progress against MDG 2. The number of out-of-school 
primary-aged children has dropped from 106 million in 1999 to 69 million in 200815. Currently, 89 per cent of 
primary school age children in developing regions are enrolled in school. However, the pace is too slow to ensure 
that, globally, children will be able to complete a full course of primary schooling by 2015. It is estimated that 
56 million children will still be out of school in 2015. Around half the children out of school are in fragile and 
confl ict-affected countries. Millions of children enter school late, drop out early and never complete a full cycle of 
primary; only 60 per cent of children in Sub-Saharan Africa complete a full cycle16.

UK Contribution: UK support focuses on the primary level and supports around 5 million children in school. In 
2009-10 DFID provided bilateral support to education programmes in over 30 countries, mainly in sub-Saharan 
Africa, South and West Asia. DFID also supported the Education Fast Track Initiative (FTI). FTI endorsed countries 
are making progress towards universal primary education at twice the rate of non-FTI countries. DFID also supports 
education through civil society partnerships, multilateral organisations and UN agencies, such as United Nations 
Educational, Scientifi c and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) and United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF).

DFID has helped remove primary school user fees in Malawi, Uganda, Tanzania and Kenya – more than 1 million 
extra children enrolling in each country. In India, DFID support has helped get an additional 60 million children into 
school, including through non-formal approaches for disabled and other hard to reach children. 

In 2008/09, DFID bilateral funding to the 22 priority countries trained over 150,000 teachers and built or 
reconstructed over 9,500 classrooms.

Multilateral Contribution: Since 2000, World Bank, IDA assistance has enabled an additional 91 million children 
to attend primary school.

The World Bank nearly doubled its spending to the education sector over the past year, from $1.9 billion in fi scal 
2008 to $3.4 billion in fi scal 2009. Almost every education project focuses on improving educational quality, and 
nearly 90 percent of new projects include support for teacher training, and two-thirds include a component to 
upgrade or expand the use of learning materials. 

An estimated 3.1 million children in declared emergencies were reached in 2008 through specifi c interventions in 
education, with UNICEF assistance.

The European Commission has helped bring 300,000 of the poorest children in Bangladesh (over half of them girls) 
into education, by contributing €27 million between 2006 and 2010 to over 10,000 small, non-governmental 
organisation (NGO) run schools. 

15 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
16 World Bank, World Development Indicators 2008.
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17 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
18 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
19 UNESCO, Education for All Global Monitoring Report 2010, Table 2, p314
20 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.

MDG 3: Promote gender equality and empower women

Target 3.A: Eliminate gender disparity in primary and secondary education, preferably by 2005 and in all 
levels of education no later than 2015.

Global Progress: Lagging. The gender gap in primary school enrolment is closing albeit slowly. In the developing 
regions as a whole, 96 girls were enrolled in primary school for every 100 boys in 2008, compared with 91 in 
199917. However, signifi cant disparities remain particularly in West Asia and sub-Saharan Africa. At secondary 
level, in sub-Saharan Africa, there are 79 girls for every 100 boys. In South and West Asia, for every 100 boys 
there are only 87 and 86 girls respectively18. Almost two thirds of the estimated 752 million illiterate people in the 
developing world are women19. 

UK Contribution: In 2009-10, DFID continued to implement its Gender Equality Action Plan, integrating gender 
equality into all areas of work. In Nigeria, DFID’s support for UNICEF’s Girls Education Project has increased girls’ 
enrolment (by at least 15%) in six northern Nigerian states.

Multilateral Contribution: The UN General Assembly agreed unanimously in September 2009 to establish a 
powerful new composite UN gender body. 

By mid-2009 the World Bank had increased its gender mainstreaming to cover 59% of its rural projects in Africa. 
The World Bank have committed to producing a World Development Report on Gender in 2012. By the end of 
fi scal 2009, the World Bank’s Gender Action Plan had helped fi nance more than 150 activities in over 70 countries. 
The activities promote investments that better integrate women into the economy by increasing their access to 
land, labour, credit, and product markets.

MDG 4: Reduce child mortality

Target 4.A: Between 1990 and 2015, reduce the under-fi ve mortality rate by two-thirds.

Global Progress: Lagging. Progress towards MDG 4 has been signifi cant but not suffi cient. The number of 
deaths among children under fi ve years old reduced from 12.5 million in 1990 to less than 9 million in 2008. 
The rate of under-fi ve mortality fell from 100 deaths per 1,000 live births to 72 deaths per 1,000 live births over 
the same period20. At the current rate, however, the MDG 4 target will not be met.

UK Contribution: Globally, DFID made signifi cant fi nancial contributions to the UN Population Fund, the United 
Nations Children’s Fund, the Partnership for Maternal, Newborn and Child Health and other international and 
national civil society groups. 

More generally on health, four of DFID’s 22 priority countries (Nepal, Malawi, Sierra Leone and Ghana) committed 
to extend access to health services free at point of delivery. DFID continued its support to the International Health 
Partnership (IHP+) which seeks to achieve better health results by mobilising donors around single country-led 
national health strategies. There are now 46 signatories, donors and developing countries, to the IHP+ compared 
with 21 at launch. 

In 2009, DFID reviewed its health portfolio – including work across all three health MDGs (MDG 4, 5 and 6). The 
portfolio review found considerable evidence that DFID’s funding for health is achieving results, that aid is well 
aligned to where the needs are and that DFID has a strong focus on supporting cost-effective interventions. 

In 2008/09, DFID’s bilateral programme in 22 priority countries vaccinated over 4 million children against measles. 
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Multilateral Contribution: In 2008, UNICEF continued to work with partners in reaching two thirds of children in 
developing countries to accelerate the scaling up of a package of low-cost, high-impact child survival interventions 
through support for integrated child health events and routine health services. 

United Nations International Drug Purchasing Facility (UNITAID) has lowered the price of children’s AIDS treatment 
by 33% in two years.

Global Alliance for Vaccines and Immunisation (GAVI) has helped vaccinate 257 million children in the world’s 
poorest countries since 2000; thereby averting 5 million future deaths.

World Bank lending for Health, Nutrition and Population was $2.9 billion in fi scal 2009, a threefold increase over 
the previous year’s commitments. The funds will be used to achieve better health results in low-income countries 
by strengthening their health systems; boost effective prevention and treatment of communicable diseases; and 
improve child and maternal health, and hygiene and sanitation.

MDG 5: Improve maternal health

Target 5.A: Between 1990 and 2015, reduce the maternal mortality ratio by three-quarters.

Target 5.B: Achieve universal access to reproductive health by 2015.

Global Progress: Lagging. MDG 5 is the most off-target MDG. At the global level the maternal mortality 
ratio decreased by less than 1 per cent per year between 1990 and 2005, far below the 5.5 per cent annual 
improvement needed to reach the MDG target21. Every year more than half a million women and girls die as a 
result of complications during pregnancy and childbirth; 99 per cent of these occur in developing countries22. 
Indeed, just eleven countries account for 65 per cent of all maternal deaths worldwide23.

UK Contribution: In 2009-10, DFID supported the development of the Global Consensus for Maternal, Newborn 
and Child Health which aims to ensure “every pregnancy is wanted, every birth is safe and every newborn baby 
and child is healthy”. It provides the basis and organisational framework for the emerging UN Secretary General’s 
“Joint effort” to accelerate progress on maternal, newborn and child health. 

DFID health sector support to Malawi since 2005, has contributed to saving around 1,000 mothers’ and 15,000 
children’s lives each year. DFID’s infl uence contributed to a shift in Government of India’s reproductive and child 
health programme, which has increased deliveries at health facilities by 30% in two years, averting 6,600 maternal 
& 79,000 infant deaths.

In 2008-09, DFID’s bilateral programme in 22 priority countries trained over 70,000 health professionals and 
distributed over 400 million condoms preventing unwanted pregnancies and sexually transmitted infections 
including HIV. 

Multilateral Contribution: The UN in Rwanda has contributed to reduction in infant mortality rate from 107 
deaths per 1000 live births in 2000 to 62 per 1,000 in 2007 through support to providing better care for both 
mothers and children. This includes enabling health centres to administer important pre-natal tests three months 
into the pregnancy. UNICEF offers nurses technical support through training and basic materials such as medicine, 
while other agencies such as World Health Organisation (WHO) contribute to technical reviews. 

21 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
22 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2009.
23 Angola, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia, Nigeria, Niger, Tanzania, India, Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Indonesia 

and Pakistan. 
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MDG 6: To combat HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases

Target 6.A: To have halted by 2015 and begun to reverse the spread of HIV and AIDS.

Target 6.B: To achieve universal access to treatment for HIV/AIDS by 2010.

Global Progress: Lagging. The proportion of the world’s adult population living with HIV has levelled off; the 
price of fi rst-line AIDS drugs has fallen; new infections reduced by 30% between 1996 and 2008; and more than 4 
million people have access to anti-retroviral treatment (ARV) – a 10-fold increase over fi ve years24. Huge challenges 
remain, however. More than 33 million people are living with HIV in 2008 and more than 7,000 people become 
newly infected every-day, with 5 new infections for every two people put on treatment25. 

UK Contribution: The UK’s contribution in 2009-10 included continued support to the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, 
Tuberculosis and Malaria (GFATM) and delivery of bilateral HIV/AIDS programmes. In Malawi there has been a rapid 
scale-up in preventing mother to child transmission; 184,000 HIV+ Malawians are taking antiretrovirals compared 
with 3,000 in 2004.

In 2008-09, DFID distributed over 400 million condoms and provided anti-retroviral (ARV) drugs to over 215,000 
people with HIV. 

Multilateral Contribution: In 2009, GFATM provided ARV treatment to 2.5 million people and distributed 1.8 
billion condoms. 

UNITAID funds Prevention of Mother to Child Transmission (PMTCT) programmes and has supported the 
introduction of new child friendly ARV treatments. Over two thirds of the world’s children who receive pediatric 
ARV treatments do so through UNITAID. UNITAID has been instrumental in reducing the price of these medicines 
by some 60% in the last two years. 

Target 6.C: By 2015, to have halted and begun to reverse the incidence of malaria and other major 
disease.

Global Progress: Lagging. With new methods to estimate global malaria prevalence, evidence of progress 
in the world’s malaria-endemic regions is beginning to emerge. In 2008 there were an estimated 243 million 
cases, leading to nearly 863,000 deaths, of which 89% occurred in Africa. It is estimated that 384,000 children’s 
lives have been saved in 12 countries, such as Ethiopia, Rwanda and Zambia, between 2000 and 2009 through 
distribution of mosquito nets and other preventive measures26. More than one third of the 108 malarious countries 
documented reductions in cases of malaria of over 50% in 2008 compared with 200527. However, more progress 
has been seen in non-African countries and in low endemic malaria countries, and much more needs to be done 
to increase coverage of effective interventions amongst the poorest, vulnerable and marginalised populations and 
those living in confl ict affected and fragile states. 

On tuberculosis, globally the world as a whole is on track to achieve this MDG target. Incidence fell to 139 cases 
per 100,000 people in 2008 after peaking at 143 per 100,000 in 200428. Despite this progress, tuberculosis still 
caused the death of 1.8 million people, nearly 5,000 every day, in 2008.29. 

24 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
25 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
26 World Health Organization. World Malaria Report 2009.
27 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
28 World Health Organisation (2009) Global Tuberculosis Control- a short update to the 2009 report. 
29 United Nations. The Millennium Development Goals Report 2010.
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3.1 This section focuses on DFID’s work in supporting sustainable poverty reduction through 
development programmes in DFID’s priority countries in Africa and Asia, and in line with the 
International Development (Reporting and Transparency) Act 2006 the effectiveness of DFID’s 
bilateral aid in making progress towards the MDGs in these countries. These priority countries 
are DRC, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Malawi, Mozambique, Nigeria, Rwanda, Sierra 
Leone, Sudan, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe, Afghanistan, Bangladesh, 
India, Nepal, Pakistan, Cambodia, Vietnam and Yemen.

3.2 Progress towards the MDGs is monitored annually through the collaborative efforts of agencies 
and organisations within the United Nations and international statistical system. Data at a global 
and regional level are published annually. To monitor progress towards the MDGs at country 
level DFID has developed its own assessment methodology based on work carried out in 2007 
by Oxford Policy Management and is based on the same international data.

3.3 Throughout this section the following colour coding is used to describe progress against the 
specifi c MDG indicators.

Green Countries have either “achieved” their target or are on track to achieve their target, i.e. 
they have a rate of progress above the rate needed to attain the target value by 2015

Amber Countries have made progress, but too slowly to reach the goals by 2015. Continuing at the 
same rate, they would however reach the goal in at most twice the time, i.e. by 2040. These 
are rated “off track” and they need to accelerate progress.

Red Countries made still slower progress, or regressed. They are “seriously off track”.

Grey Countries lack adequate data to measure progress, e.g. there are insuffi cient data to 
monitor the trend reliably.

Chapter 3: Progress towards the 
Millennium Development Goals in 
DFID’s priority countries 
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Humanitarian
Assistance

38%

Other 1% 

Health 14%

Education 1%

Other Social
Services

3%

Governance
36%

Growth
 7%

Democratic Republic 
of Congo: Bilateral aid 
by sector, 2009–10

Total spend: £109.1 million

MDG 1:
Eradicate extreme poverty 
and hunger
Progress: It is estimated that around 
40 million people live on less than 
$1.25 per day.

DFID contribution: DFID has funded 
£9 million over 3 years for road 
rehabilitation programmes that have 
opened over 800 km of rural roads, 
reducing journey times from days 
to hours and increasing economic 
activity, particularly in the agricultural 
sector. In 2009-10 DFID began a 
programme of road rehabilitation and 
maintenance to rehabilitate 1,800 km 
of roads driving economic growth and 
improving access to services.

MDG 2:
Achieve universal primary 
education
Progress: There are no accurate data 
on net enrolment for DRC; indications 
are that this is below 50%36. Less 
than a quarter of Congolese children 
fi nish primary school.

DFID contribution: In 2009-10, 
DFID worked with other partners 
to develop and support a strategy 
and action plan for education. The 
central priority of this strategy is 
the abolition of primary school fees 
starting in September 2010. A major 
project to gather more reliable data 
for the education sector was also 
started to enable government to 
plan the implementation of the 
education strategy, including school 
infrastructure and to integrate 
all teachers on to the payroll and 
pay them.

Decades of misrule and two civil wars have devastated the 
country. As many as fi ve million people are thought to have died 
since the start of Congo’s civil wars in the late 1990s. The country 
also suffers acutely from a lack of infrastructure. DRC, a country 
the size of Western Europe, has less than 2,000 kilometres of 
useable paved roads, compared with 398,000 km in the UK35. 
DRC has made major strides towards peace and stability in recent 
years but still faces enormous challenges to realise its potential as 
one of the wealthiest countries in Africa.

 ■ Population: 70 million (estimated)

 ■ GNI per capita: approx. $150

 ■ Human Development Index rank: 177 out of 182

Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC)

MDG
Indicator

Proportion 
of 
population 
below $1 a 
day

Net 
enrolment 
in primary 
education

Ratio of 
girls to 
boys in 
primary 
education

Under 5 
mortality 
ratio

Maternal 
mortality 
ratio

HIV 
prevalence, 
15-49 years 
old

Improved 
water 
source

Current Grey Grey Amber Red Red Amber Red

35 World Bank, 2008.
36 Government of the DRC, 2009.
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MDG 6:
Combat HIV/ AIDS, malaria 
and other diseases
Progress: The last survey data for 
HIV gives an adult prevalence rate of 
1.3%39.

DFID contribution: In 2009-10 DFID 
supported programmes of HIV/AIDS 
prevention and care and continued 
to work with the government of DRC 
to develop a national strategy for 
tackling HIV/AIDS. DFID’s prevention 
and care programmes reach 22,000 
people. DFID provided 3.5 million 
insecticide-treated bednets through a 
programme that ended in 2009-10.

MDG 7:
Ensure environmental 
sustainability
Progress: Less than 50% of the 
population have access to clean 
water40. 

DFID contribution: DFID’s 
programmes have provided water 
from a protected source for 227,000 
people this year. DFID is providing 
£25 million over 4 years for a project 
with UNICEF to provide access to 
clean water, improved sanitation and 
hygiene education for 3.5 million 
people. DFID also provided funding of 
£3.8 million for the provision of water 
supply and sanitation to the city of 
Mbuji-Mayi reaching 300,000 people 
– about 10% of the population.

MDG 4:
Reduce child mortality
Progress: One in seven Congolese 
children dies before his or her fi fth 
birthday37. 

DFID contribution: In 2009-10, DFID 
supported a subsidised health care 
programme that will provide essential 
services to 2.2 million people in 
twenty health zones in four provinces 
in DRC. DFID funding is £30 million 
over 3 years from 2008. 

MDG 5:
Improve maternal health
Progress: Nearly 100 Congolese 
mothers die in childbirth every day 
because they are unable to afford 
medical help38. 

DFID contribution: The DFID 
subsidised health care programme 
will have a direct impact on maternal 
health. There have already been 
signifi cant increases. In the 20 health 
zones covered by the project, 98% 

of women attended antenatal care in 
January 2010 compared with 67% in 
April 2008 and 77% of women gave 
birth in properly equipped and staffed 
health facilities in January 2010 
compared with 47% in April 2008. 
DFID contributed £42 million to the 
UN Humanitarian Pooled Fund which 
helped treat some 40,000 victims 
of sexual violence over the last two 
years.

MDG 3:
Promote gender equality 
and empower women
Progress: Accurate data on the ratio 
of girls to boys in school are not 
available. However, it is clear from all 
qualitative reports that less girls than 
boys enrol in school, they are more 
likely to drop out and much less likely 
to complete primary school.

DFID contribution: The cost 
to families of school fees is the 
principal barrier to girls’ enrolment 
and completion of basic education. 
In 2009-10 DFID supported the 
development of the medium term 
Interim Education Plan to achieve 
the priority objective of the new 
Education Strategy to abolish fees and 
achieve universal primary education. 
This should see signifi cant progress 
towards gender parity. The plan will 
be appraised for Fast Track Initiative 
endorsement and this will also focus 
on girls and other excluded groups. 

DFID’s Democracy and Accountability 
programme supported local 
development planning in two 
provinces; approximately 25% of local 
development committee members 
are women. The project also aims 
to increase women’s engagement in 
political parties. 

The Community Recovery programme 
has helped communities work 
together to decide and fund their 
priority needs. The committees 
making these decisions are jointly led 
by women. 

DFID’s work in the water sector is 
reducing time spent by women and 
girls collecting water from distant, 
often unsafe, water points through 
the development of effi cient, hygienic 
facilities close to communities. 

37 Demographic Health Survey 2007.
38 Demographic Health Survey 2007.
39 Demographic Health Survey 2007.
40 Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey 2001.
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MDG 1:
Eradicate extreme poverty 
and hunger
Progress: 39% of the population 
of Ethiopia live below the national 
poverty line42.

DFID contribution: In 2009, the 
Productive Safety Net Programme, 
supported by DFID, provided 
predictable support (wages for public 
works for the able-bodied, plus 
transfers to the elderly, child-headed 
households and those unable to work 
due to sickness) to nearly 8 million 
people. Each household received 
around £90 during the year, enough 
to cover about 40% of their food 
needs, helping to keep their children 
in schools and preventing assets being 
sold in order to eat43. In 2009-10 DFID 
committed to a new £203 million 
fi ve-year programme of support 
representing about a fi fth of the total 
funding.

The International Growth Centre, 
supported by DFID, has established 
an offi ce in Ethiopia and is providing 
expertise on some of the most 
pressing economic questions related 
to agriculture, manufacturing, credit 
and climate change.

MDG 2:
Achieve universal primary 
education
Progress: Net primary education 
enrolment in Ethiopia is 83%.

DFID contribution: DFID 
concentrates its efforts on primary 
and secondary schooling, teacher 
training and development, making it 
easier for all Ethiopian children to go 
to school, and improving the quality 
of education. The majority of DFID’s 
fi nancing to education goes through 
the Protection of Basic Services 
Programme (PBS) which provides 
additional money for decentralised 

Ethiopia: Bilateral aid 
by sector, 2009–10

Total spend: £214.3 million

Ethiopia is comparatively stable in the region, and has a capable 
government that is demonstrably committed to addressing 
poverty, with a good record of pro-poor spending, sound fi nancial 
management and relatively little corruption. Further progress is 
needed on improving democracy and civil and political rights. 
Ethiopia is still one of the world’s poorest countries, with around 
14 million food insecure people41. 

DFID’s Ethiopia programme focused on improving governance and 
accountability, investing in health, education and water services, 
supporting sustainable growth, and providing humanitarian 
assistance and social protection. 

 ■ Population: 73.9 million

 ■ GNI per capita: $280

 ■ Human Development Index rank: 171 out of 182

Ethiopia

MDG
Indicator

Proportion 
of 
population 
below $1 a 
day

Net 
enrolment 
in primary 
education

Ratio of 
girls to 
boys in 
primary 
education

Under 5 
mortality 
ratio

Maternal 
mortality 
ratio

HIV 
prevalence, 
15-49 years 
old

Improved 
water 
source

Current Green Green Green Amber Red Amber Green

41 Government of Ethiopia, Humanitarian Requirements Document, February 2010.
42 World Bank. World Development Indicators 2010.
43 Productive Safety Net Programme Project Appraisal Document, World Bank 2009.
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households. Testing and treatment 
for malaria is being rolled out at 
community level through the village 
health workers. In recent years there 
has been an estimated halving of 
malaria cases and deaths50. 

MDG 7:
Ensure environmental 
sustainability
Progress: 60% of the population in 
Ethiopia has access to a safe drinking 
water supply, up from 35% two 
years earlier51. 60% of households 
now have latrines, an increase from 
baseline of 37%, but below the target 
fi gure of 80% for 2008-09. 

DFID contribution: DFID’s support 
of around £75 million a year over 5 
years will provide water and sanitation 
to 3.2 million people and schools in 
small towns and rural areas52. 

A joint UK action plan on climate 
change in Ethiopia has been 
established by DFID and the FCO 
to help the country respond to the 
challenge of climate change and to 
help the Government to develop a 
‘climate resilient and carbon neutral 
economy’. 

MDG 5:
Improve maternal health
Progress: Ethiopia is off track to 
meet this MDG. Only around a third 
of deliveries are currently undertaken 
with a skilled health care provider 
and there is limited access to care 
for emergencies in childbirth. Unsafe 
abortions are believed to account for 
around a third of maternal deaths. 

DFID contribution: DFID’s support 
has enabled an expansion of health 
services and health workers in 
Ethiopia. The current 3 year phase of 
the PBS programme will reduce the 
proportion of women in the country 
dying in childbirth by 10%. In early 
2008 DFID began providing direct 
support to the Ministry of Health to 
buy critical supplies for health facilities 
such as contraceptives and equipment 
to provide emergency obstetric care.

Over the last fi ve years, support 
from DFID and other donors 
through an NGO, DKT, has helped 
reduce unwanted pregnancies and 
reduce HIV transmission through 
the distribution of 312 million male 
condoms; 33 million contraceptives; 
more than 800,000 emergency 
contraceptives; and more than 
110,000 kits for safe abortion48.

MDG 6:
Combat HIV/ AIDS, malaria 
and other diseases
Progress: 2.1% of those aged 
between 15 and 49 years have HIV/
AIDS (2007)49; over a million people. 

DFID contribution: Ethiopia receives 
a large amount of money from global 
and disease-specifi c funds for HIV/
AIDS. In 2009-10 DFID concentrated 
its support for HIV and AIDS on 
improving the delivery of services, and 
the leadership and management of 
the response to HIV and AIDS. 

Over two thirds of the population 
of Ethiopia live in malarial areas. 
In recent years, with the support 
of DFID, and other donors, the 
Ministry of Health has distributed 
over 22 million bednets to vulnerable 

service delivery. This is complemented 
by a new quality focused programme 
– General Education Quality 
Improvement Programme (GEQIP). 
The GEQIP provided all 25,000 
primary schools in Ethiopia with an 
annual capitation grant of around 75p 
per pupil in late 2009.

Since 2005, DFID support in Ethiopia 
has helped almost four million more 
children enrol in primary school and 
contributed to the salaries of an 
additional 80,000 teachers. There are 
10,000 more schools now than in 
2003-0444.

MDG 3:
Promote gender equality 
and empower women
Progress: In 2008-09 gender parity 
was 0.93 – a small increase on the 
previous year45.

DFID contribution: DFID support to 
the PBS and GEQIP is helping Ethiopia 
address the issue of gender parity in 
primary education.

MDG 4:
Reduce child mortality
Progress: Between 2000 and 2005, 
deaths of children under fi ve in 
Ethiopia fell from 166 per 1,000 live 
births to 12346. Whilst new data on 
this indicator won’t be available until 
2011, there has been a signifi cant 
expansion of community health 
services since 2005 which is having 
a positive impact on the health of 
children. 

DFID contribution: DFID support 
has helped to train and deploy more 
than 32,000 village health workers 
that are providing essential services. 
This includes teaching mothers about 
breastfeeding, immunising children, 
and educating communities about 
the prevention and treatment of 
diarrhoea. Between 2002 and 2009 
the percentage of children that were 
fully immunised against killer diseases 
more than doubled from 32% to 
66%47.

44 Federal Ministry of Education, Ethiopia. Education Statistics Annual Abstract, 2008/09.
45 Federal Ministry of Education, Education Statistics Annual Abstract 2008/09.
46 Ethiopian Demographic and Health Survey, 2002 and 2005.
47 Federal Ministry of Health, Ethiopia. Annual Performance Report of Health Sector Development Plan III, 2008/09.
48 DKT (Ethiopian NGO) Reports 2010.
49 World Bank, World Development Indicators 2010.
50 Federal Ministry of Health, Ethiopia. Annual Peformance Report of Health Sector Development Porgramme III, 2008/09.
51 Government of Ethiopia Ministry of Water Resources Annual Report, August 2009.
52 Government of Ethiopia Ministry of Water Resources Annual Report, August 2009.
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Ghana: Bilateral aid 
by sector, 2009–10

Total spend: £89.9 million

Humanitarian
Assistance 0%

Other 
2%

Health 25%

Education
34%Other

Social Services
0%

Governance
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MDG 1:
Eradicate extreme poverty 
and hunger
Progress: Ghana is on track to 
reach MDG 1, with income poverty 
having fallen from 52% in 1991 
to approximately 28% in 200654. 
However, signifi cant geographical 
disparities remain in the distribution 
of wealth.

DFID contribution: In 2009-10, DFID 
supported the preparation of a new 
government development strategy 
for the north of the country, where 
poverty levels are highest. DFID also 
assisted the expansion of a new pilot 
social welfare scheme – Livelihoods 
Empowerment Against Poverty 
(LEAP). In 2009 the scheme provided 
approximately 30,000 households in 
the poorest parts of the country with 
small cash grants to help purchase 

essentials such as food and school 
books55.

MDG 2:
Achieve universal primary 
education
Progress: Ghana is making steady 
progress towards MDG 2, with 
nearly 89% of all children enrolling 
in primary education (compared with 
59% in 2004)56. 

DFID contribution: In 2009, DFID 
provided £15 million in budget 
support towards improving access to 
and quality of basic education. This 
includes supporting the Government 
to provide at least 1 core textbook 
per primary school child. In 2009, the 
Government provided 2.2 million new 
textbooks, when added to the existing 
stock this means there are now 
around 3 textbooks per pupil. DFID 

Economic growth fell from 7.3% in 2008 to around 3.5% in 200953, 
largely due to the reduction in public expenditure required to 
offset a 2008 pre-election increase in government spending. 
Action by the new government, together with international 
support including from the International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
and World Bank, prevented this internal shock from destabilising 
the economy. Effects of the global economic crisis were also felt, 
through a drop in international remittances. In 2009 around 85% 
of DFID aid to Ghana was provided directly to the Government 
of Ghana in support of its poverty reduction strategy, including 
funding targeted at improvements in health and education.

 ■ Population: 23.9 million 

 ■ GNI per capita: $700 

 ■ Human Development Index rank: 154 out of 182

Ghana

MDG
Indicator

Proportion 
of 
population 
below $1 a 
day

Net 
enrolment 
in primary 
education

Ratio of 
girls to 
boys in 
primary 
education

Under 5 
mortality 
ratio

Maternal 
mortality 
ratio

HIV 
prevalence, 
15-49 years 
old

Improved 
water 
source

Current Green Green Green Green Amber Amber Green

53 Statement by the IMF Staff Mission to Ghana, 26 March 2010. www.imf.org/external/np/sec/pr/2010/
pr10117.htm

54 Ghana Living Standards Survey (GLSS) 2005/6. 
55 Fourth quarterly report of the Livelihoods Empowerment Against Poverty (LEAP) programme 2009.
56 Preliminary Education Sector Performance Report, 2009.
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has increased from 53% in 2008 to 
71% in 2010109.

DFID contribution: DFID has 
provided support for the increased 
provision of teachers, textbooks and 
capitation grants to offset the removal 
of user fees. DFID has also helped to 
mobilise additional external resources 
from four other sector budget support 
partners and from the Fast Track 
Initiative. Helping the government 
remove fi nancial and assessment 
barriers to the nine years basic 
education programme has resulted in 
increases in the primary completion 
rate. 

During 2009, the Government 
of Rwanda embarked on a major 
initiative to boost the provision of 
primary education. The army, police, 
prison population, local communities, 
women and youth organisations, and 
the private sector, were mobilised 
across the country to build over 
3,000 additional classrooms. DFID 
contributed £4 million to the Ministry 
of Education to help fund this 
initiative. The large expansion in the 
number of classrooms has enabled an 
additional 176,000 children to access 
Grade 7 of basic education110.

MDG 3:
Promote gender equality 
and empower women
Progress: The gender parity ratio in 
primary school is 1.0. The percentage 
of girls in lower secondary school is 
50%, 48% in upper secondary, and 
30% at the tertiary level111. Rwanda 
has the highest percentage of women 
parliamentarians in the world – 56%.

DFID contribution: DFID has 
mainstreamed action to promote 
gender equality and empower women 
throughout all its major development 
programmes in Rwanda. This includes 
getting more girls into school, 
improving maternal health, increasing 
access to land and credit for women, 
and more information, statistics and 
monitoring broken down by sex. 
Recent increases in girls completing 
primary school and going onto lower 
secondary are encouraging. Current 
efforts are focused on improving 

teacher training to increase the quality 
of education and the reservation of 
more places at secondary school for 
girls. 

MDG 4:
Reduce child mortality
Progress: Under fi ve mortality has 
declined from 151 deaths per 1,000 
live births in 1992 to 103 per 1,000 in 
2008112.

DFID contribution: In 2009-10, DFID 
continued to work with other donors 
to help government to improve health 
services to reduce the high rate of 
child mortality in Rwanda. The mass 
distribution of long-lasting insecticidal 
bed nets to all children under fi ve 
years and pregnant women, better 
access to anti-malaria medicine, 
the introduction of universal 
immunisation, and better access to 
community health-workers, has led to 
a substantial decline in malaria cases 
and deaths, and contributed to the 
drop in infant mortality rates. 

MDG 5:
Improve maternal health
Progress: Rwanda is off track to meet 
this MDG target. Latest available data, 
2005, show 750 women in 100,000 
die in childbirth113. However, free 
ante-natal care for pregnant women 
has improved maternal and child 
health over the last three years. The 
proportion of assisted birth deliveries 
in clinics increased from 39% in 2005 
to 52% in 2008 and the percentage 
of women between 15 and 49 year 
using modern contraceptive methods 
has increased from 10% to 27% in 
only 3 years114. New data on maternal 
mortality rates will be available in 
2012.

DFID contribution: DFID’s support 
to health in Rwanda is aimed at 
increasing the proportion of national 
health funding spent on maternal 
health services, and encouraging 
the removal of fi nancial, cultural, 
geographical and quality barriers to 
accessing health services. 

MDG 6:
Combat HIV/ AIDS, malaria 
and other diseases
Progress: In 2005, the Demographic 
and Health Survey provided an overall 
national HIV prevalence estimate of 
3% which has stabilised over the last 
fi ve years. 

DFID contribution: DFID is not 
engaged in this area in Rwanda, 
which is well covered by funding and 
technical support from other donor 
agencies and from global funds. 

MDG 7:
Ensure environmental 
sustainability
Progress: National data sources show 
that access to clean drinking water 
is now at 75% and Rwanda is set to 
achieve the MDG on water115 though 
Rwanda is assessed as off track to 
meet MDG targets on both water 
and sanitation based on international 
estimates. 

DFID contribution: DFID provided 
funding and associated policy advice 
to support the Government of 
Rwanda’s strategy for environment 
and natural resource management, 
including access to safe water and 
sanitation, and its commitment to 
low carbon growth and a ‘clean, 
green future’. DFID provided funds to 
the World Bank Water & Sanitation 
Program (WSP). DFID also helped the 
Government to develop a Climate 
Change Adaptation, Low Carbon and 
Climate Resilient Growth Strategy, 
building on recommendations from 
a DFID funded economics of Climate 
Change study. 

109 Rwanda 2010 Education Management Information System report.
110 Rwanda Ministry of Education.
111 Education Management Information System, 2010.
112 Demographic Health Survey 2008.
113 EICV Household Survey, 2005.
114 Health Management Information System, 2009.
115 National data shows Rwanda on track to meet the water MDG though international estimates by WHO and UNICEF suggest access to water has remained around 

65% since 1990, so do not assess Rwanda as on track to meet the MDG target for water. Less than half of the population have access to improved sanitation, based 
on national or international fi gures.
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Humanitarian
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Governance
40%
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19%

Sierra Leone: Bilateral aid 
by sector, 2009–10

Total spend: £44.9 million

MDG 1:
Eradicate extreme poverty 
and hunger
Progress: Sierra Leone is currently 
off-track with around 70% of the 
population below the national poverty 
line117. 

DFID contribution: During 2009-
10, DFID Sierra Leone provided the 
government with £12.15 million in 
poverty reduction budget support 
(PRBS) for a range of poverty reducing 
expenditure. With DFID’s support to 
the National Revenue Authority, the 
Government of Sierra Leone launched 
a new value added tax on 1st January 
2010, which will lead to a signifi cant 
increase in the revenue base, and 
improved basic services for the poor.

MDG 2:
Achieve universal primary 
education
Progress: The net primary school 
enrolment rate in Sierra Leone is 
64%118 however there have been 
improvements in the ratio of girls to 
boys in primary education with 91 
girls for every 100 boys in school119. 

DFID contribution: DFID support 
contributed a total of £4 million 
(£2.6 million through PRBS) to the 
education sector during 2009-10. 
This has been used to support the 
Government of Sierra Leone’s eight 
year National Education Strategic Plan 
which focuses on the delivery of free 
education.

Sierra Leone has made signifi cant progress since the end of an 
11 year war in 2002. It saw a peaceful and fair general election in 
2007. Recent economic growth has been hampered by the global 
downturn and declined to 4% in 2009116.

The country is located in a volatile region and remains fragile, 
with future confl ict still a risk. Factors contributing to this are: 
a lack of delivery in basic health and education services in 
rural areas; a low domestic revenue base; weak government 
accountability to citizens and youth unemployment.

 ■ Population: 6 million

 ■ GNI per capita: $320

 ■ Human Development Index rank: 180 out of 182

Sierra Leone

MDG
Indicator

Proportion 
of 
population 
below $1 a 
day

Net 
enrolment 
in primary 
education

Ratio of 
girls to 
boys in 
primary 
education

Under 5 
mortality 
ratio

Maternal 
mortality 
ratio

HIV 
prevalence, 
15-49 years 
old

Improved 
water 
source

Current Amber Green Green Red Red Amber Red

116 Ministry of Finance and Economic Development Government of Sierra Leone 2010. 
117 World Development Indicators, 2008.
118 Multiple Cluster Indicator Survey, 2005.
119 Demographic Health Survey, 2008.
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MDG 3:
Promote gender equality 
and empower women
Progress: There are 91 girls to 100 
boys attending primary education and 
Sierra Leone is on target to meet this 
MDG goal.

DFID contribution: DFID Sierra 
Leone has a Gender Equality Action 
Plan which has fi ve main objectives: 
Reducing mortality rates through 
increased access to basic health care 
and increase in attended births; 
increasing access to water and 
sanitation for women; increasing 
the number of women involved 
in decision making at a national 
and community level; ensuring the 
enforcement of gender legislation 
reducing gender based violence; 
establishing informed public debate 
on female genital mutilation; and 
working closely with DFID partners 
and NGOs to coordinate and improve 
efforts to promote gender equality. 

MDG 4:
Reduce child mortality
Progress: Sierra Leone currently has 
some of the worst child mortality 
fi gures in the world; for every 1,000 
children born, 89 die before their fi rst 
birthday, and 140 before their fi fth120. 

DFID contribution: DFID’s 
contribution to health, through 
PRBS, amounted to £1.3 million in 
2009-10 and continued to allow the 
government to provide basic health 
services to the people of Sierra Leone. 
In addition, DFID has committed £16 
million over four years to support 
delivery of the National Reproductive 
and Child Health plan which directly 
addresses child and maternal mortality 
health.

MDG 5:
Improve maternal health
Progress: Maternal mortality rates 
have reduced from 1,800 women 
dying for every 100,000 live births 
in 2000 to 857 for every 100,000 
live births in 2008121. However Sierra 
Leone remains off track to achieve this 
MDG. In November 2009, President 
Koroma of Sierra Leone launched the 
fi rst ever Health Sector Strategic Plan 
for 2010-2015. 

DFID contribution: In an effort 
to improve the maternal mortality 
rates, the President of Sierra Leone 
announced his commitment to offer 
free health care to pregnant women, 
lactating mothers, and children under 
fi ve at the UN General Assembly in 
September 2009. The initiative is 
anticipated to benefi t approximately 
230,000 women and nearly one 
million infants in its fi rst year. DFID 
has provided signifi cant support for 
the initiative which was launched on 
27 April 2010.

MDG 6:
Combat HIV/ AIDS, malaria 
and other diseases
Progress: HIV prevalence in Sierra 
Leone is 1.5%, with rates of infection 
increasing from the age of 20, and 
with more young women being 
infected than young men122. Targeting 
Sierra Leone’s youth is therefore 
critical for the prevention of HIV 
transmission. 

DFID contribution: DFID has 
supported the Student Partnership 
Worldwide (SPW) in Sierra Leone since 
2005 to focus on youth exclusion and 
HIV and AIDS. SPW reaches out to 
over 160,000 young people per year 
with life saving messages on HIV and 
AIDS and sexual and reproductive 
health. 

DFID Sierra Leone also supported a 
two-year Malaria prevention project 
implemented by CARE to reduce 
malaria amongst pregnant women 
and children under 5 in 18 chiefdoms 
across three rural districts. This 
£1.2 million project distributed over 
54,000 long-lasting insecticide treated 
bednets to the target group over a 2 
year period

MDG 7:
Ensure environmental 
sustainability
Progress: Only 51% of the 
population in Sierra Leone have access 
to improved drinking water sources, 
whilst just 39% of Sierra Leoneans 
have access to adequate sanitation 
facilities123. 

DFID contribution: DFID 
provides £32 million to support 
implementation of the national water 
and sanitation policy. This includes 

£8.5 million towards UNICEF’s 
Water and Sanitation & Hygiene 
(WASH) programme benefi ting 1.5 
million people outside of Freetown. 
In 2009-10, 500 Natural Leaders 
were trained to roll out community 
led sanitation initiatives in six out 
of thirteen Districts in Sierra Leone. 
402 communities were declared 
as becoming hygienically safe and 
sustaining ‘Open Defecation Free’ 
zones. 

120 Demographic Health Survey, 2008.
121 Demographic Health Survey 2008.
122 Demographic Health Survey 2008.
123 Demographic Health Survey 2008.
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Humanitarian
Assistance

36%

Other 5% 
Health 6%

Education 4%
Other Social
Services 9%

Governance
28%

Growth
12%

Sudan: Bilateral aid 
by sector, 2009–10

Total spend: £145.6 million

MDG 1:
Eradicate extreme poverty 
and hunger
Progress: There are a lack of data 
for Sudan, although some data are 
available for North and South Sudan 
separately. Sudan’s near-middle income 
status conceals great poverty and 
inequality, in particular between the 
relatively wealthy Arab elite in the 
North and marginalised communities in 
Darfur, Nuba Mountains, the East and 
the South. Levels of pro-poor spending 
have been historically amongst the 
lowest in Africa. Chronic hunger is a 
major problem in Southern Sudan. This 
year the World Food Programme has 
assessed over 4 million people as food 
insecure, and 1.5 million as acutely 
affected. Even when the climate is 
favourable, a substantial proportion 
of the population cannot produce or 
purchase suffi cient food. 

DFID contribution: DFID’s 
humanitarian programme, of around 
£50 million in 2009-10, addressed 

Sudan is one of the most challenging development environments 
in the world. Twenty years of civil war have weakened the 
social and physical infrastructure. DFID, jointly with the FCO and 
Ministry of Defence (MoD), aims to support the implementation 
of the 2005 Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) between 
the two major parties in the North and South Sudan. However 
tensions remain and confl ict-affected areas have seen minimal 
peace dividends. There is still no comprehensive peace agreement 
in Darfur where the humanitarian situation remains fragile. 
Development indicators in Southern Sudan are some of the 
poorest in the world – on a par with Sierra Leone. 

 ■ Population: 39 million

 ■ GNI per capita: $1,130

 ■ Human Development Index rank: 150 out of 182

Sudan

MDG
Indicator

Proportion 
of 
population 
below $1 a 
day

Net 
enrolment 
in primary 
education

Ratio of 
girls to 
boys in 
primary 
education

Under 5 
mortality 
ratio

Maternal 
mortality 
ratio

HIV 
prevalence, 
15-49 years 
old

Improved 
water 
source

Current Grey Grey Grey Grey Red Grey Grey

food security through both NGOs and 
through the UN-managed Common 
Humanitarian Fund. 

MDG 2:
Achieve universal primary 
education
Progress: Despite signifi cant gains 
in primary school enrolment since 
2005, particularly in the South, the 
achievement of universal primary 
education in Sudan remains a 
signifi cant challenge. 

DFID contribution: In 2009-10, DFID 
support to education was focused 
mainly in the south and channelled 
through multi-donor funds. Since 
2006, the Basic Services Fund (BSF) 
(a DFID programme now supported 
by other donors, including the 
Netherlands, Norway, Canada, Sweden 
and the European Union) has funded 
the building of 37 new primary schools 
with 12,000 pupils benefi ting from 
new classrooms. Funding through the 
Multi Donor Trust Fund (MDTF) in the 
South has resulted in 127,000 Primary 
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Education Teachers’ Guides, 2,817,000 
textbooks for primary grades 1-4, and 
850,000 textbooks for primary grades 
5-8 being delivered to Juba. 

MDG 3:
Promote gender equality 
and empower women
Progress: Gender plays a key role in 
social exclusion with women having 
the least access to basic services. 

DFID contribution: DFID support has 
increased women’s and girls’ access to 
basic health, education, and water and 
sanitation across Sudan. In the South, 
6,400 women (60% of the total) 
participated in hygiene and sanitation 
clubs run under the Basic Services 
Fund. 

DFID has supported the engagement 
of women in the peace process in 
Darfur. Support to Femmes Africa 
Solidarité has resulted in a number of 
women’s consultations taking place 
and the adoption of a Sudanese 
Women’s Declaration on Darfur. DFID 
has also supported a United Nations 
Development Programme (UNDP)/
African Commission on Human 
Rights to help women take cases of 
violence to court. In 2009, 11 of the 
49 cases handled dealt with rape, 
with 10 convictions. Since the start 
of the programme for disarmament, 
demobilization and reintegration (DDR) 
of troops, there has been support 
provided to the ‘women associated 
with armed forces’ to help them 
address issues around gender-based 
violence and community perceptions, 
and to reintegrate as members of 
the community. To date, 40% of the 
DDR caseload in the south has been 
women.

MDG 4:
Reduce child mortality
Progress: The under fi ve mortality rate 
for Sudan is 109 deaths per 1,000 live 
births124. 

DFID contribution: DFID Sudan has 
continued to address the high rate 
of child mortality through support 
to improve health systems and 
bring services to the communities. 
This has required a diverse range of 
interventions. 

In 2009-10, DFID contributed £6.1 
million to the BSF in Southern Sudan, 

which working with NGOs delivers 
Primary Health Care Clinics and 
services across the region. In 2009 
much of the humanitarian and early 
recovery assistance provided in Darfur 
through NGOs, the International 
Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC), 
and the UN also focused on health 
service delivery. Successes include the 
re-opening of 6 primary health clinics 
in West Darfur, able to provide a range 
of services and the continued efforts to 
provide routine childhood vaccinations. 
Over 20,000 children were reached in 
vaccination campaigns by one NGO.

MDG 5:
Improve maternal health
Progress: Maternal mortality rate is 
1,107 deaths per 100,000 live births125.

DFID contribution: In addition to 
support to improve health services, 
DFID and its partners have undertaken 
specifi c measures to reduce maternal 
mortality in Sudan. This has included 
the provision of free insecticide treated 
bed nets targeted at pregnant women 
and midwifery kits to support 12,500 
deliveries. In addition, reproductive 
health kits, including clean delivery, 
were distributed to all three states 
of Darfur. Following the renovation 
of Juba Teaching Hospital, 100,000 
people now have access to hospital 
services. 

DFID has supported the Federal 
Ministry of Health and the Government 
of South Sudan to provide free 
emergency medical care for pregnant 
women across the country. Under the 
BSF 13 Primary Health Care Centres 
and 28 Primary Health Care Units have 
been constructed reaching 1,728,476 
benefi ciaries and resulting in 571,274 
consultations.

With £3.2 million of support from 
DFID since 2006, the NGO Medair 
work in Western Sudan, has included 
Darfur health, water and sanitation, 
and hygiene activities. In West Darfur, 
Medair is providing antenatal care to 
women living in the Sisi camp, home 
to more than 5,000 displaced people. 
The clinic provides women access 
to trained midwives who can spot 
the danger signs of diffi cult births, 
referring them on to hospital with a 
life saving impact. Up to May 2009 
the safe delivery room in Sisi camp has 
hosted 165 safe births, attended by 
trained midwives. Across West Darfur 
Medair trained midwives have assisted 
with more than 1,400 safe births. 

MDG 6:
Combat HIV/ AIDS, malaria 
and other diseases
Progress: 0.8% of adults aged 15 to 
49 years have HIV/AIDS126. 

DFID contribution: DFID and other 
donors have funded sessions to raise 
HIV/AIDS awareness at community 
level in the 15 northern states, and 
have already reached more than 
50,000 people. Mother to child 
transmission services including testing, 
counselling and treatment for those 
testing positive, reached more than 
12,000 pregnant women in seven 
different centres. In South Sudan, DFID 
support contributed to one million 
households receiving a long-lasting 
insecticide treated bed net. By the end 
of 2011 some six million nets will have 
been distributed – at least one per 
household in Southern Sudan. 

MDG 7:
Ensure environmental 
sustainability
Progress: 56% of the population 
have access to improved water source 
(2006)127. Environmental degradation is 
a major issue in Sudan. 

DFID contribution: Up to the end 
of 2009, the BSF had assisted in the 
construction of 239 boreholes with 
water pumps. This has meant access 
to safe drinking water for 192,000 
people. The programme has also 
assisted in the construction of 1,249 
latrines benefi ting over 6,000 people. 

In October 2009, the 3-year £20 
million Sudan Integrated Environment 
Project was launched, supported 
by DFID. Implemented by two UN 
agencies, the programme aims to 
improve the sustainable and fair 
management of environmental 
resources in Sudan. The programme 
works in Darfur and Southern Sudan 
specifi cally on water resource and 
environmental governance, as well as 
waste management. Successes already 
achieved include initiating drought 
planning in parts of Darfur and a waste 
management awareness campaign in 
Juba which mobilised the President of 
Southern Sudan and 75,000 volunteers 
to pick up rubbish in the city. The 
programme will also be building or 
improving six dams in Darfur which will 
benefi t 300,000 people. 

124 World Bank, World Development Indicators 2010.
125 World Bank, World Development Indicators 2010.
126 World Bank, World Development Indicators 2010.
127 Sudan Household Health Survey 2006.
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Chapter 4: Making bilateral aid more 
effective

4.1 DFID is accountable to Parliament and the public to ensure that UK aid achieves maximum 
effectiveness. Part of this is responding to the International Development (Reporting and 
Transparency) Act 2006, which requires the Secretary of State to report on the progress made 
in the following areas: 

(i) promoting untied aid; 

(ii) promoting transparency in (a) the provision of aid and (b) the use made of aid provided; 

(iii) specifying future allocations of aid; 

(iv) ensuring that aid supports clearly defi ned development objectives, agreed between those 
providing and those receiving the aid; 

(v) promoting the better management of aid, including the prevention of corruption in 
relation to it; and 

(vi) securing improvements in the monitoring of the use of aid.  

(i) Untying aid

4.2 DFID aid has been untied since 2001.  Untying aid means that partner countries and DFID 
are able to ensure that goods and services are obtained in the most cost-effective way and has 
given greater opportunities for local providers. DFID operates no targets or quotas for business 
awarded to developing country suppliers.

(ii) Promoting transparency in the provision of aid

4.3 In 2009-10 DFID launched a searchable project database. This publishes information on 
conditions attached to DFID’s aid projects. 

4.4 DFID leads the new International Aid Transparency Initiative, which brings together donors, 
partner countries, civil society organisations and aid information experts to agree common 
strands for sharing information about aid. This will improve the transparency of international 
aid fl ows, helping partner country governments to better plan and manage aid; and allowing 
citizens in donor and partner countries to track spending and hold their governments 
accountable. During 2009-10, IATI undertook widespread consultations with partner 
countries and civil society organisations. 

4.5 DFID continued to promote transparency through its country programmes. For example, in 
Ghana DFID worked with the Government to introduce annual assessments of donors’ 
performance against their commitments. 
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4.6 In 2009-10 DFID continued to support the UN Development Cooperation Forum which 
brings together civil society organisations, parliamentarians and Governments to discuss the 
effectiveness of aid and other development cooperation. DFID also continued to offer support 
to the OECD-DAC (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development – 
Development Assistance Committee) Working Party on Aid Effectiveness as an important 
forum for giving partner countries more infl uence in international aid effectiveness.  

(iii) Promoting transparency in the use made of aid provided

4.7 In 2009-10, DFID suspended, reduced or changed the form of aid because partner 
governments failed to meet conditions across 14 programmes in 12 countries (see table 3).

Table 3: Changes to programmes as a result of breach of conditions during 2009-10

Country Programme Issue Consequence

Cameroon Targeted Sector Budget 
Support – Cameroon

The necessary markers were 
not met for disbursement

Resulted in less funding being 
disbursed than had been planned.

Ghana Poverty Reduction 
Budget Support 2009-
2010 

Necessary triggers for 
disbursement not met. 
Progress Assessment 
Framework reviewed in 
September 2009.

Originally agreed disbursement 
of £50 million was reduced by £2 
million (£48 million was disbursed 
in March 2010).

Kenya Kenya Education 
Sector Support 
Programme (KESSP)

Fraud discovered in 
September 2009 by 
Government of Kenya 
Internal Audit Department

Resulted in £10 million not 
being disbursed to KESSP and 
the withdrawal of DFID funding 
through government systems.

Malawi Poverty Reduction 
Budget Support

Purchase of Presidential 
plane

Planned PRBS of £22 million 
reduced to £19 million (equivalent 
to annual cost of plane over next 5 
years).

Malawi Support to Parliament Concerns about misuse of 
funds, exposed in audit (Feb 
2009)

£300,000 in funds remaining 
on project (out of £800,000) 
suspended pending full 
investigation into use of other 
funds. Requested return of funds 
spent outside agreed terms of 
Memorandum Of Understanding 
(MOU). 

Niger Support to girls’ basic 
education

Necessary triggers for 
disbursement not met. 
Progress Assessment 
Framework reviewed in 
September 2009.

Resulted in 1 Million Euros less 
being disbursed than had been 
allocated under the MOU.

Sierra Leone Support to National 
Revenue Authority 
(NRA)

A fi nancial and forensic 
audit found that £50,000 
of funds had not been 
used in line with the DFID/
NRA Memorandum of 
Understanding.

Funds of £620,000 under 
fi nancial aid were suspended in 
October 2009, the grant has been 
terminated and the NRA will return 
the already spent funds to DFID 
Sierra Leone.
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Country Programme Issue Consequence

Sierra Leone PRBS programme 
2009-10 Performance 
Tranche component

Government of Sierra 
Leone only met 43% 
of benchmarks as set 
out in the Performance 
Assessment Framework

As only 43% of the benchmarks 
were met, only 43% of £5 million 
(the total performance tranche) 
amounting to £2.15 million was 
disbursed in December 2009.

Tanzania Tanzania PRBS Slow implementation of the 
main reform programmes 
and concerns about public 
fi nancial management and 
the business environment

DFID Tanzania withheld the variable 
tranche of PRBS (£11.5 million) in 
2009-10.

Uganda PRBS – General Budget 
Support (GBS) 

Lack of progress on high 
level corruption

Withholding of £2.5 million in 
2009-10.

Zambia PRBS II Embezzlement of funds in 
the Ministry of Health

£11 million of DFID’s total PRBS 
of £31.5 million in 2009 due 
to be paid in May was delayed 
due to uncovering serious 
embezzlement of funds. £9 million 
was subsequently released in July 
2009. The remaining £2 million 
was released in October 2009 after 
agreed actions were carried out.

Cambodia Poverty Reduction and 
Growth Operation 
(PRGO) 

Necessary triggers for 
disbursement not met. 
Progress Assessment 
Framework reviewed in 
September 2009.

The second tranche of Budget 
Support of £2.5 million was not 
disbursed.

Pakistan Maternal and 
Newborn Health. 

Fiduciary risk and audit 
related concerns.

Delay. Intended making payment of 
£5.5 million in February or March 
2010 to match the Government 
of Pakistan’s releases to the 
Programme for the fi rst three 
quarters of their fi nancial year. 
DFID will now work with Ministry 
of Health to agree priority actions 
and benchmarks of progress on 
the fi duciary and audit related 
concerns.

Nepal School Sector Reform 
Programme

Delay in donors signing the 
Education Joint Financing 
Agreement due to 
allegations of fraud

Minister of Finance leading 
Government investigation. 
Anticipate donors (including DFID) 
will be in a position to sign and 
hence release funding.
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(iv) Specifying future allocations of aid

Providing poverty reduction budget support (PRBS)

4.8 PRBS is delivered directly to partner governments to support their poverty reduction 
programmes. In 2009-10, DFID provided PRBS231 to 14 countries, of which 10 were in Africa 
and 4 in Asia. Of the total DFID bilateral programme, an estimated 27% was delivered through 
PRBS in 2009-10. See table 4 for details

Table 4: PRBS allocations and share of country programme provided as PRBS

2008-09 2009-10

£ millions GBS SBS
Total 

programme

PRBS as 
% of total 

programme GBS SBS
Total 

programme

PRBS as 
% of total 

programme
AFRICA
(Total DFID programme) 342.7 160.3 1,304.3 39% 346.2 200.4 1,538.8 36%
Ethiopia 0.0 105.2 155.6 68% 0.0 125.8 219.9 57%
Ghana 59.5 18.0 95.1 82% 48.0 26.7 86.0 87%
Malawi 22.0 20.4 65.3 65% 24.0 25.4 83.1 59%
Mozambique 42.0 14.5 69.5 81% 44.0 16.8 78.0 78%
Niger 1.0 0.0 3.6 28% 0.9 0.0 3.1 29%
Rwanda 33.0 2.2 51.0 69% 33.0 5.7 51.7 75%
Sierra Leone 20.0 0.0 47.8 42% 24.3 0.0 44.2 55%
Tanzania 103.5 0.0 130.2 79% 103.5 0.0 140.4 74%
Uganda 35.0 0.0 73.2 48% 32.5 0.0 68.1 48%
Zambia 27.7 0.0 44.5 62% 36.0 0.0 49.0 73%

ASIA
(Total DFID programme) 50.0 94.7 864.5 17% 80.0 89.3 907.8 19%

Cambodia 1.5 0.0 15.7 0% 0.0 0.0 0%
India 0.0 54.0 285.8 19% 0.0 52.0 285.3 18%
Nepal 0.0 9.0 52.6 17% 0.0 5.2 58.0 9%
Pakistan 30.0 25.7 119.9 46% 60.0 22.5 138.7 59%
Vietnam 20.0 6.0 51.5 50% 20.0 9.6 50 59%

REST OF WORLD
(Total DFID programme) 0.0 0.0 197.9 0% 0.0 0.0 227.3 0%
TOTAL 392.8 254.9 2,363.5 27% 426.2 289.7 2,673.9 27%

Delivering aid predictably

4.9 Table 5 shows the actual disbursement of PRBS compared with commitments made to partner 
governments and explains why there are differences. It shows that of the £680.7 million 
PRBS committed for disbursement in the recipient government’s fi nancial year ending in 
2009, £674.5 million (99%) was delivered in that year. Table 6 also shows that DFID disbursed 
63% of planned PRBS resources in the fi rst half of governments’ fi nancial years.

231 Poverty Reduction Budget Support (PRBS) can take the form of a general contribution to the overall budget (General 
Budget Support) or can be earmarked to a discrete sector or sectors (SBS).  In both cases the aid is spent using the 
government’s own fi nancial management and procurement systems and is accounted for using the government’s own 
accountability systems.
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Table 5: Predictability of PRBS in 2009 (by recipient government fi nancial year (FY))

PRBS projects,
£ million

Planned PRBS 
disbursements 

(indicated to 
government)

Estimated 
actual 

disbursements Reasons for divergence

Amount disbursed 
in fi rst half 
of recipient 

government’s 
fi scal year Reason

Africa
Ethiopia Health Sector Budget 
Support

16.0 16.0 8.0 Remaining £8 million planned for 
second half of the year

Ethiopia Governance Sector 
Budget Support

3.0 2.8 £200,000 accrued from previous 
fi nancial year

2.8 Planned disbursement

Ethiopia Human Development 
Sector Budget Support

62.0 62.0 62.0 Planned disbursement

Ethiopia Social Protection Sector 
Budget Support

30.0 30.0 0.0 Planned disbursement in second 
half of the year

Ethiopia Sector Budget Support
Ghana
PRBS

50.0 50.0 50.0 Satisfactory performance against 
2008 Performance Assessment 

Framework
Ghana
Education sector budget support

15.0 15.0 15.0 Satisfactory performance

Ghana
Health sector budget support

8.0 8.0 8.0 Satisfactory performance

Malawi
PRBS

22.0 27.0 £5m additional to help Malawi 
Government cope with external 

shocks including high fuel and 
fertiliser prices. Also helped 

Government cope with serious 
impact of exchange rate shifts.

22.0 In line with commitments 

Malawi
Health Sector budget support

14.2 17.5 Budget was revised during 
the year and the total agreed 

disbursement increased to £17.5 
million

9.2 First tranche disbursement 
is between 60% and 65% 
of the budget (£9.2 million 

based on original agreement 
of £14.2 million) 

Mozambique 44.0 44.0 44.0 In line with commitment
Niger 1.0 0.0 Benchmarks not met 0.0 Benchmarks not met
Rwanda
PRBS

33.0 33.0 33.0 In line with commitment

Rwanda
Education sector budget support

3.0 3.0 3.0 In line with commitment

Sierra Leone 15.0 12.2 Core tranche of £10 million 
disbursed; only £2.2 million of 

performance tranche disbursed.

10.0 Core tranche in line with 
commitment; performance 

tranche disbursed after 
assessment of performance 

against benchmarks.
Tanzania 115.0 103.5 Variable tranche of budget 

support withheld
103.5 In line with commitment

Uganda 35.0 32.5 £2.5 million withheld due to lack 
of progress in tackling grand 

corruption.

0.0 Design of new PRBS programme 
delayed into second half of GoU 

fi nancial year.
Zambia 28.5 31.5 Increase of £3 million to help 

cushion impact of economic crisis
20.5 Delay in second payment of 

£11 million due to corruption in 
Ministry of Health

Africa total 494.7 488.0 391.0
Asia
Cambodia 2.5 0.0 Government failed to meet all 

agreed triggers and to adopt 
anti-corruption law

0.0 Government failed to meet all 
agreed triggers and to adopt 

anti-corruption law
India
Health sector budget support

44.0 54.0 Revised on performance 0.0 Delay due to Annual Reviews and 
submission of claims by partner 

government
Nepal 5.2 5.2 0.0 In line with commitment
Pakistan
PRBS

60.0 60.0 30.0 New phase of budget support 
approved September 2009.

Pakistan
Health sector budget support

11.5 5.5 DFID’s planned commitment 
revised to £5.5 million in 

February 2010 to match actual 
Government of Pakistan releases 
to the Programme. This is in line 

with agreed conditionality for the 
programme. 

0.0 No disbursements pending 
progress on a number of 

audit and fi duciary risk related 
concerns.

Pakistan
Education sector
Budget support

30.0 29.0 10.0 In line with commitment.
£4.5 million was disbursed 

in March 2010, another 
£14.5 million will be disbursed in 
June 2010 subject to results from 

a joint WB/DFID review mission
Pakistan
Earthquake reconstruction 
budget support

7.5 7.5 0.0 Final sector budget support 
payment to ERRA. Project ends 

March 2011
Vietnam 25.3 25.3 0.0 In line with commitment
Asia total 186.0 186.5 40.0
Overall total 680.7 674.5 431.0
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(v) Development Partnership Arrangements 

4.10 In 2009-10, DFID continued to work with partner country governments to review 
Development Partnership Arrangements on an annual basis. 

(vi) Promoting better management of aid

4.11 Promoting better management of DFID aid includes: improving public fi nancial management 
and tackling corruption. 

Public fi nancial management and fi duciary risk

4.12 In 2009-10 DFID updated its guidance on managing fi duciary risk. A standardised fi duciary 
risk assessment, evaluating the national public fi nancial management system, remained a 
mandatory part of DFID’s country planning process. These fi duciary risk assessments are 
reviewed by a panel of external independent fi nancial management experts. This independent 
scrutiny now includes an assessment of the adequacy of any safeguards DFID intend to use in 
order to reduce the level of risk.

4.13 In 2009-10, DFID continued to work with partner countries and other donors to build 
stronger budgeting, accounting and auditing systems. This includes a joint government-donor 
assessment of the quality of public fi nancial management systems; a country-led public 
fi nancial management reform plan; and donor-coordinated assistance to implement reforms.

4.14 DFID may reduce or suspend aid or change the way in which aid is delivered in countries 
where there are signifi cant doubts about the partner government’s commitment to public 
fi nancial management reform and accountability, or where there is a signifi cant breakdown in 
the integrity of public fi nancial management systems. 

4.15 In 2009-10, DFID’s engagement on international initiatives to strengthen public fi nancial 
management systems included support to:

 ■ the Public Expenditure and Financial Accountability (PEFA) programme. This programme 
oversees the development and application of a method of assessing public fi nancial 
management which, since its launch in 2005, has been applied in over 100 countries, 
providing donors and partner countries with a common basis for assessing public fi nancial 
management performance and for measuring progress with reforms;

 ■ the OECD Development Assistance Committee (DAC) task forces on public fi nancial 
management and on procurement;

 ■ a new initiative to help improve the effectiveness of external audit, through a memorandum 
of understanding, signed in Brussels in October 2009, between the International 
Organisation of Supreme Audit Institutions (INTOSAI) and a group of donors, including 
DFID. DFID acts as Vice-Chair of the donor group on the Steering Committee. 

4.16 At country level DFID support included strengthening budgeting in Pakistan, auditing in 
Sierra Leone and supporting comprehensive multi-donor reform programmes in Zambia and 
Vietnam.
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Tackling Corruption 

4.17 In 2009-10, DFID assistance to countries to reduce corruption included:

 ■ Support to the recently upgraded Anti Corruption Commission in Sierra Leone. In 2009, 
the Commission more than doubled the number of corruption cases concluded – including 
prosecution of senior government fi gures such as the Minister of Health – and recovered 
1.79 billion leones (cUS$500,000) with a further 1.04 billion leones (cUS$260,000) due by 
May 2010. The Commission has also established linkages internationally, including with UK 
law enforcement bodies, to pursue corruption cases where money has been taken outside 
Sierra Leone. 

 ■ Assistance to Nigeria’s Economic and Financial Crimes Commission through DFID’s 
Security, Justice and Growth Programme. This has helped Nigeria improve its compliance 
with international standards on anti-money laundering.

 ■ Through funding the World Bank’s Governance Partnership Facility, DFID supported 
innovative work on anti-corruption, such as the use of Citizen’s Visible Audits to improve 
public investment transparency and accountability in Colombia, and new use of technology 
to monitor and improve government services in Afghanistan, India and Nepal.

4.18 In November 2009 agreement was reached on a peer review process for monitoring 
compliance with the UN Convention against Corruption. 

4.19 In 2009-10 DFID continued to fund police units within the Metropolitan Police Service and 
the City of London Police to investigate allegations of corruption relating to developing 
countries which involve British citizens, companies or fi nancial institutions. The UK system 
has already demonstrated considerable success, recovering over £20 million of assets, freezing 
in excess of £140 million, and achieving the fi rst UK convictions for foreign bribery. 

(vii) Securing improvements in the monitoring of the use of aid 

4.20 In 2009-10, DFID continued to improve its project and programme management procedures 
to ensure the Department can effectively monitor, measure, report and evaluate the results of 
its expenditure. 

4.21 All DFID project and programmes identify what problems they will address, what the money 
will be spent on and who will benefi t and include a measurement framework against which 
progress is monitored annually. DFID monitors the quality of its bilateral portfolio through its 
portfolio quality index. This is calculated based on scores given to projects at their annual 
review or at project completion. Scores are given based on an assessment of the likelihood of 
the projects objectives being achieved. Monthly portfolio quality (PQ) reports with 
breakdowns by division and sector are circulated across DFID. Trends in portfolio quality are 
discussed by the Management Board. Overall the success rate of DFID projects and 
programmes was 72.8% in 2009-10.
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4.22 In 2009-10, DFID completed a review to streamline and cut-out unnecessary process and 
procedures. This has been supported by clearer guidance on mandatory requirements and best 
practice. Key changes included:

 ■ A simplifi ed project consultation record removing unnecessary transactions and details that 
don’t improve the quality of the project. 

 ■ Introduction of a strengthened logical framework (the main project monitoring tool), that 
details the expected goal, purpose, inputs and outputs from a project and that helps 
monitoring and reporting of results. 

 ■ Delivery of a toolkit of suggested indicators covering a range of sectors including health, 
HIV and AIDS, climate change, confl ict and education, to support the design of logical 
frameworks. 

4.23 DFID’s Investment Committee commissioned a series of sector portfolio reviews to examine 
how the Department can maximise the impact of its investments in sectors. In 2009-10 DFID 
completed portfolio reviews for education and health and started reviews of its governance 
and civil society portfolio.

4.24 In 2009 DFID published its fi rst Evaluation Policy. The policy covers all evaluations 
undertaken in DFID, including those managed by Evaluation Department and those by other 
departments and country offi ces.

4.25 The Independent Advisory Committee on Development Impact (IACDI) commissioned an 
independent review of the quality of DFID’s evaluations, benchmarking them against the work 
of other development agencies. The Quality Review found that most of DFID’s evaluation 
work is good, and of similar quality to other leading bilateral aid agencies.

4.26 In 2009-10 published evaluations included:

 ■ Country programme evaluations in: Ethiopia, Afghanistan, Cambodia, Yemen and Sudan.

 ■ Joint evaluation of the Paris Declaration Phase 1: Statistical Capacity Building.

 ■ Social transfers – two working papers: i) Evaluation Summary Report and ii) DFID and the 
Politics of Infl uencing.  

 ■ DFID: Infl uencing in the Health Sector.

 ■ Voice & Accountability Working Paper, and

 ■ Project Completion Reports Synthesis Report. 
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Chapter 5: Making multilateral aid 
more effective

5.1 In 2009-10, DFID spent 38% of its programme budget on central or core funding to 
multilateral organisations. In addition, to the core funding, DFID works through multilateral 
organisations at country level to deliver its bilateral programme, with 38% of DFID’s bilateral 
programme channelled through multilateral organisations in 2009-10.

5.2 As shown in Figure 4 the main multilateral recipients of DFID funds were the European 
Commission, World Bank, United Nations and Regional Development Banks (including 
African, Asian, Caribbean and Latin American Development Banks). 

Figure 4: DFID funding through multilaterals 2009/10
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5.3 The European Commission (EU) aid programme (worth £7.4 billion in 2008) continued to 
work in most of the world’s poorest countries, including many where DFID does not have a 
programme. In 2009-10, 19% of DFID’s total programme funds were disbursed via the EU. In 
2008, the UK contributed 15% to the EU development budget and additionally 13% to the 
European Development Fund (latest available fi gures).

5.4 DFID’s work with the EU in 2009-10 focused on improving the quality of aid delivered by 
the EU and making the EU’s wider policies more supportive of development.
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5.5 In 2009 DFID was involved in the development of a new emergency fund called the 
Vulnerability FLEX. By the end of 2009 this had paid out €160 million to support people hit 
by the economic crisis. DFID also contributed to the conclusion of eight MDG contracts 
worth €235 million, in which the money is paid on the basis of MDG results. 

5.6 DFID worked closely with Member States to achieve successful outcomes, including a shift in 
the emphasis of the EU’s reporting from the amount of money disbursed to the benefi ts that 
its work has produced.

5.7 EU projects scored as performing at very good/good level increased from 74% in 2008 to 76% 
in 2009. 

5.8 The legal basis for the European Investment Bank’s (EIB) lending to non-EU and non-ACP 
countries was expanded in March 2009; and the Cotonou Agreement, which governs the 
EIB’s lending to ACP countries, was revised in 2010. These revisions help to ensure that the 
billions of euros of Bank loans to countries outside the EU are used to contribute directly to 
EU development objectives and tackle poverty.

5.9 DFID also engaged with the European Parliament, particularly the Foreign Affairs and 
Development Committees, focusing on how the EU’s policies on climate change, fi sheries, 
trade and migration can be made to have a more positive impact on developing countries and 
how this impact can be monitored. 

World Bank

5.10 The World Bank is the biggest global provider of development fi nance. The International 
Development Association (IDA) is the concessional arm of the World Bank that works in the 
poorest countries. In 2009-10, DFID gave £520 million to IDA.

5.11 Over the last year, a series of reforms have been initiated to improve the World Bank’s 
effectiveness and performance. These include basing more staff in country, closer to their 
clients, and the introduction of less cumbersome procedures for investments. 

5.12 In 2009-10, the World Bank established a pilot crisis response window to allow it to help the 
poorest countries when they experience a shock and protect the progress they have made on 
tackling poverty. In January 2010 the Bank launched the $1.6 billion facility, which includes a 
£100 million contribution from DFID. 56 of the poorest countries will benefi t from these 
additional resources.  

5.13 In 2009-10, DFID invested £8.3 million to strengthen WB governance and anti-corruption 
work including on the joint Governance Partnership Facility.  There has been a notable 
increase in WB governance staffi ng, as well as joint country strategies with other donors, and 
the use of political economy analysis to strengthen programme design.

5.14 The World Bank increased its portfolio quality in the last year, 81% compared with 75% in 
2008-09 and all country strategies now have results frameworks. The World Bank has 
continued to decentralise with 29% of internationally recruited staff now based in country 
offi ces (25% in 2008-09) and to increase the proportion of its portfolio managed by country 
offi ces (37% in 2009-10 compared with 34% in 2008-09).
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International Monetary Fund (IMF)

5.15 DFID worked closely with Her Majesty’s Treasury (HMT) to encourage the IMF to ensure its 
assistance supports country led Poverty Reduction Strategies.  The IMF has played a 
prominent role in helping poor countries through the fi nancial crisis. The IMF has made $4.5 
billion in new concessional commitments to Low Income Countries (LICs) since the fi nancial 
crisis began. Ethiopia, Ghana, Tanzania and Mozambique have all benefi ted from the higher 
level of fi nance that is now available from the doubling of access rights at the IMF for LICs. 

5.16 DFID continued its commitment to the IMF Exogenous Shocks Facility (ESF), with a further 
£26.8 million contribution in 2009. The UK used $2 billion of its Special Drawing Rights to 
top up the IMF’s loan capital for lending to LICs.

5.17 2009-10 saw major improvements in IMF conditionality and reforms to the IMF facilities for 
LICs. These measures will provide more fl exibility to cope with different circumstances and 
better tailor facilities to meet the diversity amongst LICs. Poverty reduction will continue to 
be a focus of all the IMF’s facilities for LICs.

Regional Development Banks

5.18 The African, Asian, Inter-American and Caribbean Development Banks provide loans, grants 
and advice to help countries achieve the MDGs. In 2009-10, DFID provided £181 million in 
core funding to the regional development banks.

5.19 Progress on improving the effectiveness of the Regional Development Banks has been positive. 
Both the African and Asian Development Banks have met targets to improve the quality of 
their portfolio and all country strategies now have results frameworks. 

5.20 The African Development Bank has increased the proportion of internationally recruited staff 
based in their fi eld offi ces to 8% and 23% of professional staff positions are now based in Asian 
Development Bank resident missions. Both have also increased the proportion of their 
portfolio managed by country offi ces. 

United Nations

5.21 2009-10 saw the fi rst review of the new performance frameworks DFID adopted with UN 
agencies. Under these frameworks part of the agency’s funding is contingent upon delivery 
against mutually agreed targets. UNAIDS and UNFPA received the full amount available, 
while UNDP and WHO received 50%. A performance framework was agreed with UNICEF 
and will be included in the 2010 Annual Review. Performance frameworks are under 
development with UN Offi ce for the Co-ordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA) (new 
Institutional Strategy is being fi nalised jointly with Canada and Republic of Ireland) and the 
United Nations High Commission for Refugees (UNHCR). Similar frameworks are in place 
or being prepared for United Nations Industrial Development Organisation (UNIDO), 
UNESCO, Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) of the UN and International Fund for 
Agriculture Development (IFAD). 
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5.22 DFID continued to push UN agencies to identify effi ciency gains in their running costs. In 
2009-10 UNDP, UNICEF and UNFPA budgeted for effi ciency gains equating to $59.6 
million during 2010-11 ($18.8 million UNDP, $6.4 million UNFPA, and $34.6 million 
UNICEF). 

5.23 UN Delivering as One is an initiative to improve effi ciency, reduce duplication and strengthen 
leadership of the UN’s work at a country level. It draws together the operations of different 
UN agencies under one leader, one budget, one programme and one offi ce. In 2009-10, DFID 
supported 17 countries232 development efforts through the Expanded Delivering as One 
Funding Window (jointly funded by DFID, Spain, Norway and the Netherlands). At an 
international meeting in Kigali, Rwanda, in October 2009, countries that have adopted a One 
UN approach said that there was “no going back” to the way UN business had been done 
before. 

Global Funds

5.24 The Global Fund to fi ght AIDS, TB and Malaria (GFATM) is one of the world’s leading 
funders of AIDS, TB and Malaria programmes. It contributes directly to MDG6 and impacts 
on MDGs 4 & 5 focussing on both prevention and treatment. 

5.25 In 2009-10 DFID gave £163 million to the Fund as well as an additional £10 million 
specifi cally to support the Affordable Medicines Facility for Malaria which the Fund is 
managing. 

5.26 GFATM recently approved reforms which will improve progress against Paris Declaration 
commitments. This includes National Strategy Applications and alignment to country 
reporting mechanisms.

5.27 The GAVI Alliance (GAVI; formerly called the Global Alliance for Vaccines and 
Immunisation) aims to save children’s lives and protect people’s health by increasing access to 
immunisation in poor countries. DFID’s contribution to GAVI was £10.8 million in 2009-10. 
GAVI is focused on the delivery of off-track MDG 4. 

5.28 GAVI has agreed a results-based performance framework with DFID. DFID encouraged GAVI 
to develop a comprehensive resource allocation framework. This framework helps GAVI 
maximise value for money by assessing relative vaccine benefi t and cost-effectiveness – looking 
at morbidity and mortality impact, contribution to MDG 4 and cost per death averted – to 
ensure focus on the highest priority and most cost effective vaccines. The GAVI Board decided 
in November 2009 to select certain vaccines as higher priorities and introduce them in a 
properly sequenced way.  

5.29 Both GFATM and GAVI have taken further steps, in 2009, to embed gender throughout their 
organisation and operations with both now having approved Gender Strategies and 
Implementation Plans. 

232 Cape Verde, Comoros, Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique, Rwanda, Sierra Leone, Tanzania, Bhutan, Kiribati, Pakistan, Papua New 
Guinea, Vietnam, Uruguay, Albania, Kyrgyzstan, Montenegro.
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5.30 The UK is a founding member and key funder of UNITAID and provided £25 million in 
2009. UNITAID is dedicated to bringing down the prices of drugs, diagnostics and other 
commodities to tackle AIDS, TB and malaria, and making them available more widely and 
quickly. It targets MDG 6 but also has a key role to play in addressing MDGs 4 & 5. DFID has 
been working to improve the way UNITAID operates – helping to develop a new strategy to 
ensure it has the largest possible impact on the availability and affordability of treatments. 

Civil Society

5.31 DFID funds small, medium and large civil society organisations (CSOs) through a wide variety 
of channels, including multilateral organisations, intermediary fund managers (e.g. grant 
making foundations, challenge funds) and direct funding. 

5.32 In 2009-10, DFID worked through UK CSOs in a variety of ways, including through 30 
Partnership Programme Arrangements with major CSO partners such as Oxfam, Save the 
Children and Action Aid, helping to support their work in poor countries; through the Civil 
Society Challenge Fund supporting over 100 projects worldwide, on tackling humanitarian 
emergencies and also through our country offi ces and other DFID programmes.

5.33 DFID undertook a review of its civil society portfolio in 2009-10. This highlighted that levels 
of funding to civil society globally are much higher than those reported through UK CSOs. 
The review also showed that DFID’s level of funding to civil society varies across countries, 
with the highest levels of spend being in fragile states. 

5.34 In terms of impact, the review found that at individual project level, civil society service 
delivery projects seem to do well. However, aggregation at portfolio level is diffi cult. 
Continuing to improve the effectiveness of CSOs and how they manage for, and learn from, 
results will remain a priority for DFID.
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A.1  The International Development (Reporting and Transparency) Act 2006 requires the 
Secretary of State for International Development to report to Parliament on an annual basis. 
The schedule to the Act sets out the statistical reporting that is required. This information is 
published each autumn for the preceding fi nancial year in DFID’s publication Statistics 
on International Development. Provisional fi gures for 2009–10 are provided in the 
following tables.

A.2  The statistical reporting requirements of the Act are itemised below with the tables within this 
Annex showing where the corresponding information can be located. Information is included 
for the most recent period and each of the four periods before.

Act schedule Table number

Total UK bilateral aid broken down by 
Debt relief, in turn split by cancelled export credits Table A.1
Region Tables A.2, 

A.3 and A.4
Country including humanitarian assistance breakdown Tables A.2, 

A.3 and A.4
Sector Table A.5
Country as a percentage of UK bilateral aid Table A.4
Percentage and amount to low income countries Tables A.2, 

A.3 and A.4
UK multilateral aid broken down by
Debt relief  Table A.1
European Union  Table A.1
World Bank  Table A.1
United Nations and its agencies  Table A.1
Other multilateral organisations  Table A.1
UK bilateral offi cial development assistance (ODA) broken down by 
Percentage of gross national income (GNI) Table A.6
Country Table Table A.6
Percentage and amount to low income countries Table A.6
Country as a percentage of UK bilateral ODA Table A.6
UK multilateral ODA broken down by:  
Percentage of GNI Table A.6
UK imputed share1 of the aggregate amount of multilateral 
ODA provided by the bodies to which the UK contributed such 
assistance broken down by
Country Table A.7
Percentage and amount to low income countries  Table A.7

1.   UK imputed multilateral share is the share of all multilateral contributions to each recipient country which can be attributed to the UK.

Annex A

Annual reporting of statistical information
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Table A.1 Total Gross Public Expenditure on Development (GPEX)

2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10
£000 £000 £000 £000 £000 £000

Total Bilateral GPEX1  3 208 072  4 569 524  5 124 083  3 517 389  4 333 920  .. 

of which: Bilateral Debt Relief  656 764 1 631 713 1 961 041  10 616  299 762  87 102
of which: Cancelled Export Credits  583 187 1 570 193 1 776 468  3 760  280 037  36 630

Total Multilateral GPEX1  1 748 406  1 915 506  2 222 010  2 246 995  2 600 365  .. 
of which: Total Multilateral European Union 1 222 018 1 191 961 1 123 215 1 200 319  1 407 901  .. 
 Total Multilateral World Bank 150 000 364 909 493 333 493 387  573 652  .. 
 Total Multilateral UN Agencies  211 638  252 745  245 019  296 940  308 154  .. 
 Total Multilateral Other Organisations  164 750  105 892  360 443  256 348  310 659  .. 

of which: Total Multilateral Debt Relief  42 123  24 822  52 656  64 530  48 846  39 720

Total Admin  227 769  256 451  245 893  262 731  249 000  .. 

TOTAL GPEX ON DEVELOPMENT1  5 184 247  6 741 481  7 591 986  6 027 115  7 183 285  .. 

of which: DFID Programme:
 DFID Bilateral Programme  2 198 827  2 654 766  2 782 583  2 961 807  3 287 698  3 961 021 
 of which pensions  4 873  4 533  4 067  3 897  3 732  3 416 
DFID Bilateral Programme exc Pensions  2 193 954  2 650 233  2 778 516  2 957 909  3 283 966  3 957 605 
DFID Multilateral Programme  1 454 723  1 634 568  2 010 821  1 990 184  2 277 358  2 458 487 
DFID Admin  192 864  237 008  234 468  247 683  237 899  238 465 

TOTAL DFID PROGRAMME  3 846 414  4 526 342  5 027 872  5 199 673  5 802 955  6 657 972 

.. Data not available

1.  Gross Public Expenditure on Development (GPEX) is expenditure by all offi cial sources (i.e government departments and public bodies such as CDC) on aid to 
developing countries. GPEX for 2009-10 is not yet available. This will be published in ‘Statistics on International Development’ in autumn 2010
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Table A.2 Total DFID Bilateral Aid and Humanitarian
Assistance by Recipient Country 2009-10

   £ thousand 
 

 DFID Bilateral Programme of which Humanitarian Assistance

Africa
Algeria 230 230
Angola 1  3 741   348
Burkina Faso 1  1 400  1 269
Burundi 1  12 988  3 995
Cameroon   240   
Cape Verde   527   71
Central African Republic 1  2 706  2 706
Chad 1  5 793  5 793
Congo  1 181  1 181
Congo (Dem Rep) 1  109 060  40 979
Cote d’Ivoire 1   360   360
Djibouti 1   443   443
Eritrea 1  3 176  3 176
Ethiopia 1  214 341  63 609
Gambia 1  2 159   59
Ghana 1  89 923   404
Guinea 1   749   629
Kenya 1  64 219  13 716
Lesotho 1  5 075   83
Liberia 1  11 965   739
Madagascar 1  2 521  2 521
Malawi 1  73 784   943
Mali 1   10   
Mauritania 1   325   325
Mauritius   11   
Mozambique 1  67 891   237
Namibia   195   195
Niger 1  5 143  4 275
Nigeria 1  114 226   860
Rwanda 1  52 829   
Sierra Leone 1  44 915   433
Somalia 1  44 431  31 925
South Africa  21 282 -  7
St Helena & Dependencies  22 701
Sudan 1  145 578  57 303
Swaziland   195   195
Tanzania 1  143 648  8 321
Uganda 1  68 042  8 236
Zambia 1  49 191   18
Zimbabwe 1  66 572  18 646

Asia and Middle East
Afghanistan 1  133 401  7 160
Bangladesh 1  148 823  1 222
Bhutan 1   71   71
Burma 1  28 175  3 061
Cambodia 1  15 871   
China  34 639  1 104
East Timor 1   14
India  295 125   
Indonesia  25 057  5 650
Iraq2  20 238  7 648
Korea Dem Rep 1  2 822  2 822
Kyrgyzstan 1  4 395
Laos 1   720   567
Maldives   150
Mongolia   331
Nepal 1  66 862  6 013
Pakistan 1  140 398  48 444
Philippines  2 278  2 271
Sri Lanka  12 801  12 662
Syria   490   490
Tajikistan 1  4 849   756
Thailand   52   
Vietnam 1  54 317
West Bank & Gaza 3  57 630  15 006
Yemen 1  29 778  7 241



84 Department for International Development: DFID in 2009–10

   £ thousand 
 

 DFID Bilateral Programme of which Humanitarian Assistance
 
Rest of the World
Albania 143
Armenia   24   24
Bosnia-Herzegovina  2 379
Brazil   927
Chile   250   250
Colombia  1 269  1 269
Cuba   250   250
El Salvador   372   372
Georgia  1 113   948
Guatemala   938   744
Guyana  1 629   
Haiti 1  15 114  15 044
Honduras   300   189
Jamaica  1 783
Kosovo  3 022
Moldova  5 432   140
Montserrat  20 766
Nicaragua  3 802   421
Papua New Guinea 1   97
Peru   311
Pitcairn Islands  1 790
Russian Federation  1 507
Samoa 1   215   100
Serbia 1,4  1 721
Turks and Caicos Islands  4 690  4 170
Ukraine   34
Vanuatu 1   40

Total Africa  1 649 932  294 126 
of which: Total sub-Saharan Africa  1 539 518  292 474 
Total Asia  1 089 121  122 409 
Total Rest of the World  87 685  19 792 
TOTAL ALL COUNTRIES  3 957 605  471 420 

Non Region Specifi c 5  1 130 867  35 093 
Total Developing Countries 6  3 951 866  467 250 
Low Income Countries  2 051 960  364 749 
(GNI per capita
below $935 in 2007)1

.. Data not available

- Nil

1. Income groups are classifi ed using 2007 Gross National Income (GNI) per capita thresholds. Low income countries are based on those with a GNI per capita in 2007 
of $935 or less. India now classed as Middle Income.

2. Recorded fl ow to Iraq before 2003-04 are humanitarian assistance provided through UN agencies and Civil Society Organisations (CSO’s) for Iraqi citizens. No aid 
was provided to the government of Iraq during that period.

3. DFID also contributes around £15 million-£20 million annually to United Nations Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA) whose work supposts Palestinian refugees in 
the Middle East.

4. In 2006 Montenegro formally declared independence from Serbia. Expenditure by Serbia and Montenegro has been attributed between the two countries where 
possible. Thus, any spend identifi ed as only benefi ting Montenegro is reported under Montenegro, all other spend as Serbia.

5.  This includes grants to Voluntary Service Overseas, CSOs, Research Institutions and Commonwealth Organisations.

6. Developing countries are those that appear on the DAC list of ODA recipients, as well as non region specifi c expenditure. 
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Table A.3 Total DFID Bilateral Aid and Humanitarian Assistance by 
Recipient Country 2004-05 to 2009-10

     £ thousand 
    

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10

Africa
Algeria Total DFID Bilateral Programme  6  –  –  –  –  230 

of which Humanitarian Assistance  6  –  –  –  –  230 

Angola 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 874  7 848  7 713  4 322  3 265  3 741 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  2 187  4 105  1 442  956  1 048  348 

Benin 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  1 241  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Botswana Total DFID Bilateral Programme  193  49  35  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Burkina Faso 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  56  –  1 391  9  127  1 400 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  105  –  1 269 

Burundi 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 612  11 959  9 672  5 153  10 421  12 988 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  5 395  6 312  8 476  3 618  5 024  3 995 

Cameroon Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 988  3 170  25 542  1 619  6 850  240 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Cape Verde Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  422  130  449  527 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  71 

Central African Republic 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  2 197  1 134  3 615  2 706 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  1 000  834  3 615  2 706 

Chad 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 000  –  1 310  5 140  6 331  5 793 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  2 000  –  1 310  5 140  6 331  5 793 

Congo Total DFID Bilateral Programme  500  106  466  61  9  1 181 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  500  –  –  –  –  1 181 

Congo (Dem Rep) 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  29 284  58 832  75 251  82 711  93 892  109 060 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  16 372  44 171  52 116  46 156  32 778  40 979 

Cote d’Ivoire 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 062  2 011  3 066  572  –  360 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  966  1 080  530  –  360 

Djibouti 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  3 944  176  –  443 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  443 

Egypt Total DFID Bilateral Programme  3 206  484  519  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Eritrea 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 310  2 308  3 490  3 367  3 692  3 176 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  1 065  2 276  3 490  3 367  3 692  3 176 

Ethiopia 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  62 364  62 558  90 496  139 519  165 521  214 341 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  6 719  9 175  1 968  5 000  33 699  63 609 

Gambia 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  391  1 195  7 723  2 412  2 467  2 159 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  59 

Ghana 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  71 827  94 921  81 943  92 208  99 448  89 923 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  400  426  1 781  404 

Guinea 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  22  799  868  223  680  749 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  750  550  155  246  629 

Guinea-Bissau 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  32  1  42  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  32  1  42  – 

Kenya 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  34 682  62 624  64 981  44 348  102 331  64 219 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  5 517  16 577  13 240  4 735  15 795  13 716 
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     £ thousand 
    

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10

Lesotho 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  3 504  4 305  6 752  3 896  6 209  5 075 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  83 

Liberia 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  8 455  6 081  8 364  7 606  16 698  11 965 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  6 249  4 918  5 943  2 332  4 757  739 

Madagascar 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  7 712  1 852  15 672  1 477  9 341  2 521 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  200  –  –  851  311  2 521 

Malawi 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  56 061  68 371  63 101  69 415  77 100  73 784 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  4 573  2 220  2 735  1 946  451  943 

Mali 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  93  724  2 153  –  1 104  10 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  550  –  –  –  – 

Mauritania 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  215  58  1 565  93  –  325 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  250 - 4  –  325 

Mauritius Total DFID Bilateral Programme  111  77  17  15  12  11 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Morocco Total DFID Bilateral Programme  71  1  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  72  1  –  –  –  – 

Mozambique 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  47 941  56 540  56 273  67 580  65 495  67 891 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  16  259  642  183  1 971  237 

Namibia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 201  909  508  418  535  195 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  50  –  195 

Niger 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  3 375  3 345  2 241  2 041  7 546  5 143 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  3 199  1 488  1 519  4 553  4 275 

Nigeria 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  46 274  77 503  81 043  84 780  110 025  114 226 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  393  940  924  942  551  860 

Rwanda 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  42 507  70 422  16 759  52 616  70 081  52 829 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  13  –  93  305  8  – 

Senegal 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  54  1 532  2 383  1 090  163 - 1,002 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  37  –  – 

Sierra Leone 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  27 260  34 120  37 620  54 056  47 770  44 915 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  800  –  –  –  1 794  433 

Somalia 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 806  18 740  16 631  25 714  33 471  44 431 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  3 543  15 589  7 975  13 675  18 288  31 925 

South Africa Total DFID Bilateral Programme  30 514  28 978  25 031  27 300  40 679  21 282 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  74  776 - 7 

St Helena & Dependencies Total DFID Bilateral Programme  14 481  13 564  15 692  17 550  35 738  22 701 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  40  59 - 9  –  –  – 

Sudan 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  83 890  117 046  109 800  134 666  105 787  145 578 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  77 904  97 792  83 614  91 245  52 574  57 303 

Swaziland Total DFID Bilateral Programme  632  534  116  2 154  997  195 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  9  300  –  2 152  997  195 

Tanzania 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  96 029  112 098  111 776  122 400  132 341  143 648 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  2 817  500  700  460  550  8 321 

Togo 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  60  449  336  150  67  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  300  250  –  –  – 

Uganda 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  60 953  71 610  77 547  68 915  70 672  68 042 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  11 783  20 831  18 108  14 059  15 508  8 236 

Zambia 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  30 229  47 290  61 070  41 388  46 590  49 191 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  398  4 552  677  1 462  3 671  18 
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     £ thousand 
    

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10

Zimbabwe 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  27 355  35 376  34 072  43 266  56 048  66 572 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  14 426  26 029  15 991  17 987  21 004  18 646 

        
Africa Regional
North of Sahara Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  –  –  634  429 

of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

East African Community Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  –  –  389  1 555 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Southern Africa Total DFID Bilateral Programme  6 618  8 601  10 485  3 167  10 057  7 275 
Development Community 
(SADC) of which Humanitarian Assistance  113  129  128  0  150  – 

South of Sahara regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 541  8 112  44 722  84 041  19 134  78 167 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  608  687  623  –  4 892  18 492 

Africa regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  39 540  42 063  27 822  46 796  69 043  109 755 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  1 794  488  1 134  958  3 671  1 422 

Asia and Middle East
Afghanistan 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  79 589  98 430  98 831  108 926  147 455  133 401 

of which Humanitarian Assistance  7 067  3 390  1 613  8 245  19 607  7 160 

Bangladesh 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  127 904  123 368  109 313  129 392  132 941  148 823 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  25 038  55  –  13 341  7 324  1 222 

Bhutan 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  –  –  –  71 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  71 

Burma 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  6 004  6 475  7 608  8 780  56 661  28 175 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  1 005  1 221  1 110  1 068  45 666  3 061 

Cambodia 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  9 954  13 095  12 433  12 802  17 725  15 871 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  433  541  405  49  – 

China Total DFID Bilateral Programme  35 876  34 744  38 589  38 796  40 296  34 639 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  200  –  –  2 118  1 104 

East Timor 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  4 512  1 641  4 016  1 321  2 129  14 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  106  55  –  – 

India Total DFID Bilateral Programme  257 645  252 755  233 853  275 402  297 028  295 125 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  413  3 757  1 398  1 013  386  – 

Indonesia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  33 979  58 077  60 634  32 210  36 665  25 057 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  11 123  20 791  18 640  15 329  15 106  5 650 

Iran Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 202  250  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  1 202  250  –  –  –  – 

Iraq2 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  49 107  86 869  49 569  39 527  32 812  20 238 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  21 337  4 759  10 085  19 958  16 000  7 648 

Jordan Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 181  3 318  8 801  100  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  300  100  –  – 

Kazakhstan Total DFID Bilateral Programme  672  802  37  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Korea Dem Rep 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  712  –  –  649  –  2 822 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  712  –  –  649  –  2 822 

Kyrgyzstan 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  4 537  7 271  5 455  5 856  9 359  4 395 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  57  703  – 

Laos 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  313  153  588  429  245  720 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  215  102  456  209  100  567 

Lebanon Total DFID Bilateral Programme  297  150  6 402  169  39  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  6 263  68  –  – 
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     £ thousand 
    

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10

Maldives Total DFID Bilateral Programme  808  405  –  –  –  150 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  605  405  –  –  –  – 

Mongolia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  231  235  217  706  2 815  331 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Nepal 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  35 085  34 188  42 833  54 694  57 999  66 862 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  808  1 081  962  350  5 596  6 013 

Pakistan 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  31 371  97 407  101 114  86 958  119 942  140 398 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  140  38 849  15 699  7 866  10 775  48 444 

Philippines Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 621  2 185  624  321  20  2 278 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  309  91  300  –  –  2 271 

Sri Lanka Total DFID Bilateral Programme  6 552  10 774  5 904  1 813  2 978  12 801 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  250  5 055  1 334  1 819  3 038  12 662 

Syria Total DFID Bilateral Programme  126  – - 9  –  –  490 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  490 

Tajikistan 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 359  2 766  7 363  3 240  5 093  4 849 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  22  79  100  730  1 092  756 

Thailand Total DFID Bilateral Programme  223  77  –  –  –  52 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Turkmenistan Total DFID Bilateral Programme  28  20  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Uzbekistan 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  613  277  11  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Vietnam 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  40 425  57 502  52 401  50 968  55 055  54 317 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  50  –  –  –  – 

West Bank & Gaza 3 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  17 565  15 058  15 196  45 033  41 314  57 630 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  1 800  –  213  29  12 847  15 006 

Yemen 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 392  11 525  21 462  11 999  19 215  29 778 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  7  4  –  830  1 710  7 241 

Asia and Middle East 
Regional
Middle East Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 733  1 020  2 584  3 299  1 051  3 843 

of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  2 468  2 585  –  – 

South & Central Asia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  –  –  3 455  1 706 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  927  – 

Far East Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  –  –  803  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Central Asia Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  –  –  18  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Asia Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  45 475  22 042  13 892  17 190  4 644  4 284 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  36 690  6 607  584  1 582  0  222 

Rest of the World
Albania Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 183  1 795  2 537  1 514  686  143 

of which Humanitarian Assistance  4  –  –  –  –  – 

Anguilla Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 216  895  127  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Armenia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  3 453  3 887  4 089  3 082  2 798  24 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  0  –  –  400  –  24 

Azerbaijan Total DFID Bilateral Programme  49  14  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  7  –  –  –  –  – 



Annex A: Annual reporting of statistical information 89

     £ thousand 
    

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10

Belarus Total DFID Bilateral Programme  128  29  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Belize Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 619  1 179  976  644  8  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

 
Bolivia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 402  3 103  3 610  487  1 283  – 

of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  98  –  –  – 

Bosnia-Herzegovina Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 224  3 282  3 975  4 905  4 112  2 379 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Brazil Total DFID Bilateral Programme  4 989  2 387  733  436  860  927 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Bulgaria Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 175  168  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  50  –  –  –  – 

Chile Total DFID Bilateral Programme  437  790  500  –  –  250 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  437  790  500  –  –  250 

Colombia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  541  382  284  259  219  1 269 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  110  –  –  –  1 269 

Croatia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  984  674  71  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Costa Rica Total DFID Bilateral Programme  17  6  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Cuba Total DFID Bilateral Programme  184 - 10  –  –  –  250 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  250 

Dominica Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 086  1 078  541  541  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Dominican Republic Total DFID Bilateral Programme  279  75  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  26  –  –  –  –  – 

El Salvador Total DFID Bilateral Programme  75  5  –  –  –  372 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  372 

Ecuador Total DFID Bilateral Programme  159  217  62  67 - 246 - 147 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Georgia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 741  2 438  3 883  2 454  7 825  1 113 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  64  30  321  – 3 199  948 

Gibraltar Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1  2  1  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Grenada Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5 995  328  533  56  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Guatemala Total DFID Bilateral Programme  196  85  119  225  256  938 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  744 

Guyana Total DFID Bilateral Programme  8 707  8 772  15 788  2 783  2 472  1 629 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  497  33  4  –  –  – 

Haiti 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 027  1 283  0  –  824  15 114 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  1 913  1 271  0  –  824  15 044 

Honduras Total DFID Bilateral Programme  960  1 302  867  –  –  300 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  189 

Hungary Total DFID Bilateral Programme - 3  –  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Jamaica Total DFID Bilateral Programme  6 218  6 129  5 576  5 646  3 352  1 783 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  343  –  –  –  – 
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     £ thousand 
    

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10

Kiribati 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  46  26  18  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Kosovo Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 430  2 919  3 179  3 200  3 304  3 022 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Macedonia (FYR of) Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 529  1 325  65  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  2  –  –  –  –  – 

Mexico Total DFID Bilateral Programme  97  12  –  65  80  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  65  80  – 

Moldova Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 576  1 505  3 730  1 790  4 820  5 432 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  81  156  165  40  –  140 

Montenegro 1,4 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  222  21  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Montserrat Total DFID Bilateral Programme  14 151  12 617  15 556  17 164  16 276  20 766 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  144  –  –  3  0  – 

Nicaragua Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 808  4 218  9 699  4 158  3 854  3 802 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  100  2 255  421 

Papua New Guinea 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  155  322  279  97 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Paraguay Total DFID Bilateral Programme  5  3  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  5  3  –  –  –  – 

Peru Total DFID Bilateral Programme  3 990  1 604  4 962  1 437  492  311 
of which Humanitarian Assistance - 1  –  –  750  21  – 

Pitcairn Islands Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 314  2 582  1 837  1 460  2 115  1 790 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Romania Total DFID Bilateral Programme  4 240  826  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  75  –  –  –  – 

Russian Federation Total DFID Bilateral Programme  15 133  5 684  5 945  373  190  1 507 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  1 374  299  1 306  –  –  – 

Samoa 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  –  –  111  215 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  100 

Serbia 1,4 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  4 001  3 150  2 663  2 803  2 869  1 721 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Solomon Islands 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  278  178  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

St. Lucia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  357  418  166  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

St. Vincent & Total DFID Bilateral Programme  9  338  263  263  –  – 
Grenadines of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

States of ex Yugoslavia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  445  76  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  320  –  –  –  –  – 

Turkey Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 458  1 114  740  444  105  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Turks and Caicos Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 187  357  149  178  1 000  4 690 
Islands of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  4 170 

Ukraine Total DFID Bilateral Programme  6 113  5 935  5 686  3 086  279  34 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  400  –  –  –  –  – 

Vanuatu 1 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  –  –  –  –  33  40 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 
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     £ thousand 
    

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10

Rest of the World 
Regional
North & Central America Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 041  807  687  31  110 - 53 
Regional of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  93  159  –  –  – 

Caribbean Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 999  2 878  1 377  6 020  10 319  10 960 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  854  707  6  4 291  7 979 - 4,178 

Overseas Territories Total DFID Bilateral Programme  642  1 532  1 771  1 001  804  1 231 
(cross territory 
programmes) of which Humanitarian Assistance  21  12  0  251  21  – 

Latin America Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 929  3 625  5 623  7 077  5 895  276 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  82  – 

Americas Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  774  750  748  749  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  754  750  748  749  –  – 

Balkan Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  3 004  2 587  2 438  2 735  3 397  1 950 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  600  400  –  –  – 

Europe Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  3 716  4 508  2 813  4 612  3 495  3 527 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  54  –  –  –  –  49 

South Pacifi c Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 149  594  12  7  251  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Oceania Regional Total DFID Bilateral Programme  38  18  –  –  –  – 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Windward Islands Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 455  836  928  948  179  21 
of which Humanitarian Assistance  –  –  –  –  –  – 

Total Africa Total DFID Bilateral Programme  866 841  1 139 145  1 211 831  1 345 679  1 532 852  1 649 932 
of which Humanitarian 
Assistance  165 511  263 674  226 475  221 152  240 530  294 126 

of which:
Total sub-Saharan Africa Total DFID Bilateral Programme  824 017  1 096 597  1 183 491  1 298 883  1 463 174  1 539 518 

of which Humanitarian 
Assistance  163 640  263 185  225 341  220 194  236 858  292 474 

Total Asia Total DFID Bilateral Programme  806 090  942 879  899 721  930 577  1 087 760  1 089 121 
of which Humanitarian 
Assistance  113 241  87 976  64 409  76 289  143 045  122 409 

Total Rest of the World Total DFID Bilateral Programme  135 180  103 338  115 481  83 023  84 706  87 685 
of which Humanitarian 
Assistance  6 475  5 167  3 542  6 650  14 460  19 792 

        
TOTAL ALL COUNTRIES Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 193 954  2 650 233  2 778 516  2 957 909  3 283 966  3 957 605 

of which Humanitarian 
Assistance  317 134  437 567  375 796  424 650  449 163  471 420 

Non Region Specifi c 5 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  385 843  464 871  551 483  598 630  578 679  1 130 867 
of which Humanitarian 
Assistance  36 412  81 549  83 607  120 558  51 128  35 093 

Total Developing Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 174 003  2 644 129  2 773 121  2 953 440  3 279 799  3 951 866 
Countries 6 of which Humanitarian 

Assistance  283 088  356 393  293 120  303 443  449 163  467 250 

Low income countries Total DFID Bilateral Programme  1 130 094  1 503 300  1 539 406  1 683 937  1 415 110  2 051 960 
(GNI per capita below 
$935 in 2007)1

of which Humanitarian 
Assistance  201 096  308 546  245 398  251 753  271 787  364 749 

.. Data not available
- Nil
1. Income groups are classifi ed using 2007 Gross National Income (GNI) per capita thresholds. Low income countries are based on those with a GNI per capita in 2007 

of $935 or less. India now classed as Middle Income.
2. Recorded fl ow to Iraq before 2003-04 are humanitarian assistance provided through UN agencies and Civil Society Organisations (CSO’s) for Iraqi citizens. No aid 

was provided to the government of Iraq during that period.
3. DFID also contributes around £15 million-£20 million annually to United Nations Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA) whose work supposts Palestinian refugees in 

the Middle East.
4. In 2006 Montenegro formally declared independence from Serbia. Expenditure by Serbia and Montenegro has been attributed between the two countries where 

possible. Thus, any spend identifi ed as only benefi ting Montenegro is reported under Montenegro, all other spend as Serbia.
5.  This includes grants to Voluntary Service Overseas, CSOs, Research Institutions and Commonwealth Organisations.
6. Developing countries are those that appear on the DAC list of ODA recipients, as well as non region specifi c expenditure. 
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Table A.4 Total Gross Public Expenditure (GPEX) by Recipient Country 
2004-05 to 2008-097

     £ thousand
   

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09
Africa
Algeria Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  127  585  –  285  1 169 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.01  – 0.01 0.03

Angola 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 874  7 848  7 713  4 712  3 428 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.18 0.17 0.15 0.13 0.08

Benin 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  1 241  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  – 0.02  –  – 

Botswana Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  228  81  65  171  484 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

Burkina Faso 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3 518  1 424  1 507  9  127 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.11 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.00

Burundi 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 612  11 959  9 672  6 653  10 421 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.17 0.26 0.19 0.19 0.24

Cameroon Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  16 547  3 170  115 408  2 013  7 907 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.52 0.07 2.25 0.06 0.18

Cape Verde Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  422  130  449 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  – 0.01 0.00 0.01

Central African Republic 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  2 197  1 134  3 615 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  – 0.04 0.03 0.08

Chad 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 000  –  1 310  5 140  6 331 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.06  – 0.03 0.15 0.15

Congo Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 928  106  466  61  9 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.09 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00

Congo (Dem Rep) 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  36 585  58 832  79 284  82 910  99 645 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.14 1.29 1.55 2.36 2.30

Cote d’Ivoire 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3 772  2 281  3 306  782  180 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.12 0.05 0.06 0.02 0.00

Djibouti 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  3 944  176  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  – 0.08 0.01 0.00

Egypt Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  42 725  3 116  10 728  2 135  6 529 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.33 0.07 0.21 0.06 0.15

Eritrea 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 310  2 308  3 490  3 498  4 049 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.09

Ethiopia 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  73 044  62 562  90 506  140 011  168 607 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 2.28 1.37 1.77 3.98 3.89

Gambia 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  406  1 212  7 788  2 455  2 573 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.03 0.15 0.07 0.06

Ghana 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  145 335  96 315  93 147  93 076  103 728 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 4.53 2.11 1.82 2.65 2.39

Guinea 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  239  809  878  267  951 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.02

Guinea-Bissau 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  32  1  67 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  – 0.00 0.00  .. 

Kenya 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  37 824  65 486  67 054  52 135  109 829 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.18 1.43 1.31 1.48 2.53

7 Gross Public Expenditure on Development (GPEX) is expenditure by all offi cial sources (i.e government departments and public bodies such as CDC) on aid to 
developing countries. GPEX for 2009-10 is not yet available. This will be published in ‘Statistics on International Development’ in autumn 2010.
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     £ thousand
   

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Lesotho 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3 522  4 319  6 765  3 908  6 292 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.11 0.09 0.13 0.11 0.15

Liberia 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  8 455  6 081  8 364  7 608  17 027 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.26 0.13 0.16 0.22 0.39

Libyan Arab Republic Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  146  630 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  – 0.00 0.01

Madagascar 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  22 016  1 852  15 672  1 543  10 245 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.69 0.04 0.31 0.04 0.24

Malawi 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  56 429  68 653  88 686  72 619  82 021 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.76 1.50 1.73 2.06 1.89

Mali 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  93  724  2 153  –  1 104 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.02 0.04  – 0.03

Mauritania 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  215  58  1 849  93  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00 0.04 0.00  – 

Mauritius Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  112  78  453  60  332 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01

Morocco Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  71  1  –  169  3 693 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00  – 0.00 0.09

Mozambique 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  47 941  56 540  56 273  67 799  66 365 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.49 1.24 1.10 1.93 1.53

Namibia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 201  909  508  452  755 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.02

Niger 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  7 888  3 345  2 241  2 041  7 546 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.25 0.07 0.04 0.06 0.17

Nigeria 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  73 113  1 227 717  1 750 694  157 722  131 637 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 2.28 26.87 34.17 4.48 3.04

Rwanda 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  45 053  70 427  16 799  52 769  70 570 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.40 1.54 0.33 1.50 1.63

Senegal 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  4 907  3 802  6 850  4 548  578 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.15 0.08 0.13 0.13 0.01

Seychelles Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  10  9  9  17  39 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sierra Leone 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  27 431  34 208  37 696  57 705  48 352 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.86 0.75 0.74 1.64 1.12

Somalia 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 820  18 753  16 643  25 799  33 600 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.18 0.41 0.32 0.73 0.78

South Africa Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  48 932  79 366  30 287  89 076  78 556 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.53 1.74 0.59 2.53 1.81

St Helena & Dependencies Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  14 481  13 564  15 692  17 591  35 738 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.45 0.30 0.31 0.50 0.82

Sudan 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  83 964  117 114  109 917  138 702  109 945 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 2.62 2.56 2.15 3.94 2.54
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     £ thousand
   

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09
Swaziland Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  665  556  136  2 178  1 029 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.06 0.02

Tanzania 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  130 009  114 134  115 023  125 353  142 299 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 4.05 2.50 2.24 3.56 3.28

Togo 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  114  491  366  180  4 926 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.11

Tunisia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  11 679  8 957  58  807 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  – 0.26 0.17 0.00 0.02

Uganda 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  62 928  72 064  79 035  77 231  72 131 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.96 1.58 1.54 2.20 1.66

Zambia 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  163 537  101 707  63 412  41 942  49 466 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 5.10 2.23 1.24 1.19 1.14

Zimbabwe 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  27 355  35 376  34 096  46 660  57 332 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.85 0.77 0.67 1.33 1.32

Africa Regional
North of Sahara Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  5  7 748 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  – 0.00 0.18

East African Community Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  602  578  545  508  864 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02

Southern Africa Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  6 618  8 601  10 485  3 167  10 057 
Development Community (SADC) Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.21 0.19 0.20 0.09 0.23

South of Sahara regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 541  8 112  45 457  84 141  19 200 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.17 0.18 0.89 2.39 0.44

Africa regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  55 325  46 970  46 460  72 579  160 365 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.72 1.03 0.91 2.06 3.70

Asia and Middle East
Afghanistan 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  98 959  126 949  123 011  146 818  197 687 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 3.08 2.78 2.40 4.17 4.56

Bangladesh 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  149 152  128 258  109 313  129 725  135 686 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 4.65 2.81 2.13 3.69 3.13

Brunei Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3  3  3  3  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  – 

Burma 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  6 008  6 483  7 610  8 915  57 601 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.19 0.14 0.15 0.25 1.33

Cambodia 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  9 954  13 195  12 468  13 025  19 003 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.31 0.29 0.24 0.37 0.44

China Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  42 476  36 854  60 087  83 743  118 387 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.32 0.81 1.17 2.38 2.73

East Timor 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  4 512  1 641  4 016  1 321  2 150 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.14 0.04 0.08 0.04 0.05

India Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  267 510  270 065  293 707  312 751  402 239 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 8.34 5.91 5.73 8.89 9.28

Indonesia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  34 526  58 553  62 290  32 715  57 397 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.08 1.28 1.22 0.93 1.32

Iran Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 418  391  –  245  919 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.01  – 0.01 0.02

Iraq2 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  391 507  426 249  71 829  40 649  337 477 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 12.20 9.33 1.40 1.16 7.79

Jordan Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 305  3 448  8 832  255  2 454 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.17 0.08 0.17 0.01 0.06
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     £ thousand
   

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Kazakhstan Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  672  802  37  328  2 996 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.07

Korea Dem Rep 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  712  –  –  732  185 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.02  –  – 0.02 0.00

Kyrgyzstan 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  4 537  7 271  5 455  5 908  10 683 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.14 0.16 0.11 0.17 0.25

Laos 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  313  153  588  429  245 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01

Lebanon Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  297  150  6 402  271  1 403 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00 0.12 0.01 0.03

Malaysia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  4 199  897  5 643  10 500  11 922 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.13 0.02 0.11 0.30 0.28

Maldives Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  808  405  –  44  58 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.03 0.01  – 0.00 0.00

Mongolia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  231  235  223  844  3 170 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.07

Nepal 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  35 285  34 548  46 543  55 274  58 518 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.10 0.76 0.91 1.57 1.35

Oman Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  83  308 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  – 0.00 0.01

Pakistan 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  55 278  97 688  118 150  88 145  129 713 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.72 2.14 2.31 2.51 2.99

Philippines Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 621  2 457  3 781  796  844 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.02 0.02

Saudi Arabia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  380  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  – 0.01  – 

Singapore Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  42  8 548  34  29  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.19 0.00 0.00  – 

Sri Lanka Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  7 217  11 450  8 672  3 708  3 552 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.22 0.25 0.17 0.11 0.08

Syria Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  126  – - 9  46  1 263 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00  – 0.00 0.00 0.03

Tajikistan 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 359  2 768  7 363  3 340  5 372 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.06 0.14 0.09 0.12

Thailand Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  223  77  1 294  101  1 207 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.03

Turkmenistan Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  45  22  –  118  218 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00  – 0.00 0.01

United Arab Emirates Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  53  –  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00  –  –  –  – 

Uzbekistan 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  613  277  11  24  551 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01

Vietnam 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  40 425  57 509  52 665  51 390  56 671 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.26 1.26 1.03 1.46 1.31

West Bank & Gaza 3 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  17 565  15 058  15 196  45 191  42 557 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.55 0.33 0.30 1.28 0.98

Yemen 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 496  11 616  21 545  12 279  20 313 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.17 0.25 0.42 0.35 0.47
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     £ thousand
   

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Asia and Middle East Regional
Middle East Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3 433  2 040  3 694  3 725  15 645 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.11 0.04 0.07 0.11 0.36

South & Central Asia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  –  13 601 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  –  – 0.31

Far East Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  –  803 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  –  – 0.02

Central Asia Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  –  18 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  –  – 0.00

Asia Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  51 125  30 357  41 036  62 680  20 851 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.59 0.66 0.80 1.78 0.48

Rest of the World
Albania Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 195  1 927  2 537  2 688  1 516 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.07 0.04 0.05 0.08 0.03

Anguilla Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 216  895  127  113  28 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00

Antigua & Barbuda Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  42  3  2  3  11 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Argentina Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  479  574 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  – 0.01 0.01

Armenia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3 453  3 887  4 089  3 156  3 204 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.11 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.07

Azerbaijan Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  49  14  –  173  1 033 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00  – 0.00 0.02

Barbados Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  178  1 334  18  1 249  97 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.04 0.00

Belarus Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  128  29  –  408  601 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00  – 0.01 0.01

Belize Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 642  1 198  991  670  53 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.00

Bolivia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  32 079  3 241  3 610  562  1 376 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 1.00 0.07 0.07 0.02 0.03

Bosnia-Herzegovina Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 224  3 282  3 975  5 454  5 100 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.16 0.07 0.08 0.16 0.12

Brazil Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 070  2 509  733  1 532  7 597 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.16 0.05 0.01 0.04 0.18

Bulgaria Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 457  168  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.05 0.00  –  –  – 

Caymen Islands Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3  –  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00  –  –  –  – 

Chile Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  437  793  500  18  264 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01

Colombia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 156  731  309  744  1 836 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.04

Croatia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  988  674  71  524  779 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02

Costa Rica Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 926  1 840  –  57  356 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.06 0.04  – 0.00 0.01
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 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Cuba Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3 594  2 740  –  91  132 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.11 0.06  – 0.00 0.00

Cyprus Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  16  6  4  3  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  – 

Dominica Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 087  1 100  542  542  134 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.00

Dominican Republic Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  279  75  5 131  56  818 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.02

El Salvador Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  75  5  10 941  –  39 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.21  – 0.00

Ecuador Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  8 230  288  62  91 - 141 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.26 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00

Fiji Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  296  283  268  315  409 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01  .. 

Georgia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 741  2 438  3 883  2 584  8 234 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.05 0.05 0.08 0.07 0.19

Gibraltar Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1  2  1  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.00  –  – 

Grenada Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  6 021  330  534  57  12 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.19 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00

Guatemala Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  196  85  193  344  292 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01

Guyana Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  8 733  8 814  15 795  2 939  2 640 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.27 0.19 0.31 0.08 0.06

Haiti 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 027  1 283  446  –  824 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.06 0.03 0.01  – 0.02

Honduras Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  960  16 673  867  –  18 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.03 0.36 0.02  –  0 

Hungary Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure - 3  –  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00  –  –  –  – 

Jamaica Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  9 677  9 521  8 530  6 132  4 227 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.30 0.21 0.17 0.17 0.10

Kiribati 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  75  53  41  20  18 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  .. 

Kosovo Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 430  2 919  3 179  3 397  3 668 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.08 0.06 0.06 0.10 0.08

Macedonia (FYR of) Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 529  1 325  65  964  1 181 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.05 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.03

Mexico Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  97  12  –  1 170  3 713 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00  – 0.03 0.09

Moldova Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 576  1 505  3 730  1 942  5 253 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.08 0.03 0.07 0.06 0.12

Montenegro 1,4 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  222  21  –  143  407 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00  – 0.00 0.01

Montserrat Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  14 151  12 617  15 556  17 295  16 383 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.44 0.28 0.30 0.49 0.38

Nicaragua Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  7 797  4 218  9 699  4 757  3 872 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.24 0.09 0.19 0.14 0.09
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     £ thousand
   

 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Palau Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  –  55 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  –  –  .. 

Panama Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  16  31  15 190  25  20 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.00

Papua New Guinea 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  400  883  582 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  – 0.01 0.03  .. 

Paraguay Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  77  3  –  –  36 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00  –  – 0.00

Peru Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  4 635  1 874  15 884  3 729  1 915 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.14 0.04 0.31 0.11 0.04

Pitcairn Islands Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 314  2 582  1 837  1 462  2 116 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.06 0.04 0.04  .. 

Romania Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  4 240  826  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.13 0.02  –  –  – 

Russian Federation Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  15 133  5 684  5 945  373  190 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.47 0.12 0.12 0.01 0.00

Samoa 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  –  111 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  –  –  .. 

Serbia 1,4 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  4 001  48 971  95 713  3 491  3 888 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.12 1.07 1.87 0.10 0.09

Solomon Islands 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  376  273  91  134  137 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00  .. 

St Kitts – Nevis Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1  1  1  6  1 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

St. Lucia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  362  422  248  4  38 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00

St. Vincent & Grenadines Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  12  354  265  264  9 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00

States of ex Yugoslavia Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  445  76  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00  –  –  – 

Tonga Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  –  –  –  277 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  –  –  –  –  .. 

Trinidad and Tobago Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  186  55  46  64  464 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

Turkey Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 486  1 411  740  1 326  2 964 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.07

Turks and Caicos Islands Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 187  363  170  340  1 000 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02

Tuvalu 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1  –  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00  –  –  –  .. 

Ukraine Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  6 113  5 935  5 686  3 436  887 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.19 0.13 0.11 0.10 0.02

Uruguay Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  –  5  –  55  80 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  – 0.00  – 0.00 0.00

Vanuatu 1 Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  23  21  20  19  51 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  .. 

Venezuela Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  229  83  –  59  285 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.01 0.00  – 0.00 0.01
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Windward Islands Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 455  836  928  948  179 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.00

Rest of the World Regional
North & Central America Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 041  807  687  31  110 
Regional Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.06 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00

Caribbean Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  4 399  3 015  1 377  6 142  11 876 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.14 0.07 0.03 0.17 0.27

Overseas Territories Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  642  1 532  1 771  1 001  804 
(cross territory programmes) Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.02

Latin America Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 201  4 065  6 659  16 226  5 911 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.07 0.09 0.13 0.46 0.14

Americas Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 164  1 640  1 678  751  7 495 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.07 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.17

Balkan Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3 004  2 587  2 438  4 100  10 880 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.09 0.06 0.05 0.12 0.25

Europe Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  5 866  6 398  3 643  5 336  3 495 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.18 0.14 0.07 0.15 0.08

South Pacifi c Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  1 149  594  12  7  251 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.00  .. 

Oceania Regional Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  38  18  –  3  – 
Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 0.00 0.00  – 0.00  .. 

       

Total Africa Total Bilateral Gross Public 
Expenditure

 1 282 423  2 425 880  3 071 676  1 552 123  1 761 343 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 39.97 53.09 59.95 44.13 40.64

of which:
Total sub-Saharan Africa

Total Bilateral Gross Public 
Expenditure

 1 184 174  2 363 529  3 005 533  1 476 746  1 580 402 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 36.91 51.72 58.66 41.98 36.47
       
Total Asia Total Bilateral Gross Public 

Expenditure
 1 243 004  1 356 415  1 091 488  1 116 528  1 733 667 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 38.75 29.68 21.30 31.74 40.00
       

Total Rest of the World Total Bilateral Gross Public 
Expenditure

 191 845  179 298  257 859  110 883  132 665 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 5.98 3.92 5.03 3.15 3.06
       
TOTAL ALL COUNTRIES Total Bilateral Gross Public 

Expenditure
 3 208 072  4 569 524  5 124 083  3 517 389  4 333 920 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX  100  100  100  100  100 

Non Region Specifi c1 Total Bilateral Gross Public 
Expenditure

 490 801  607 931  703 058  737 855  706 245 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 15.30 13.30 13.72 20.98 16.30

Total Developing
Countries5

Total Bilateral Gross Public 
Expenditure

 3 184 978  4 552 288  5 117 267  3 511 646  4 329 235 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 99.28 99.62 99.87 99.84 99.89

Low income countries (GNI per capita 
below $935 in 2007)6

Total Bilateral Gross Public 
Expenditure

 1 518 979  2 753 440  3 310 534  1 840 751  2 931 851 

Percentage of Total Bilateral GPEX 47.35 60.26 64.61 52.33 67.65

.. Data not available

- Nil

1. Income groups are classifi ed using 2007 Gross National Income (GNI) per capita thresholds. Low income countries are based on those with a GNI per capita in 2007 
of $935 or less. India now classed as Middle Income.

2. Recorded fl ow to Iraq before 2003-04 are humanitarian assistance provided through UN agencies and Civil Society Organisations (CSO’s) for Iraqi citizens. No aid 
was provided to the government of Iraq during that period.

3. DFID also contributes around £15 million-£20 million annually to United Nations Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA) whose work supposts Palestinian refugees in 
the Middle East.

4. In 2006 Montenegro formally declared independence from Serbia. Expenditure by Serbia and Montenegro has been attributed between the two countries where 
possible. Thus, any spend identifi ed as only benefi ting Montenegro is reported under Montenegro, all other spend as Serbia.

5.  This includes grants to Voluntary Service Overseas, CSOs, Research Institutions and Commonwealth Organisations.

6. Developing countries are those that appear on the DAC list of ODA recipients, as well as non region specifi c expenditure. 
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Table A.5 DFID and GPEX Bilateral Expenditure by Broad Sector 
2004-05 to 2009-101

£ thousands

2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10
        

Education Total DFID Bilateral Programme  297 269  321 491  382 775  361 603  450 973  395 320

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  297 269  321 491  382 775  386 667  471 035  .. 

Health Total DFID Bilateral Programme  383 082  463 280  504 983  554 284  684 931  686 012

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  383 143  463 280  504 983  556 638  686 912 ..

Social Services Total DFID Bilateral Programme  76 271  126 006  101 952  136 842  164 822  234 379

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  80 240  126 006  101 952  137 553  165 670 ..

Water Supply Total DFID Bilateral Programme  31 180  48 144  60 356  71 629  88 467  107 746

and Sanitation Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  31 180  48 144  60 356  71 629  88 549 ..

Government and Civil Total DFID Bilateral Programme  517 020  622 953  605 676  764 733  790 756  724 532

Society Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  526 872  639 827  616 752  871 713  993 879 ..

Economic2 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  394 485  441 607  445 721  494 945  526 925  867 200

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  604 121  458 683  452 156  504 041  966 864 ..

Environment Protection Total DFID Bilateral Programme  35 436  34 227  26 347  37 738  60 536  93 971

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  35 436  34 227  26 347  39 298  114 534 ..

Research Total DFID Bilateral Programme  62 354  80 656  91 189  105 264  139 222  146 315 

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  62 354  80 656  91 189  106 748  139 991 ..

Humanitarian Total DFID Bilateral Programme  245 082  369 241  323 781  314 749  317 395  430 755

Assistance Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  279 752  399 291  375 071  314 999  318 023 ..

Total Allocable Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 042 178  2 507 605  2 542 780  2 841 786  3 224 028  3 686 229

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  2 300 365  2 571 606  2 611 582  2 989 286  3 945 456 ..

Non-Sector Allocable3 Total DFID Bilateral Programme  151 776  142 628  235 736  116 124  59 969  271 376 

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  907 708  1 997 918  2 512 501  528 103  388 464 ..

Total Total DFID Bilateral Programme  2 193 954  2 650 233  2 778 516  2 957 909  3 283 997  3 957 605

Total Bilateral Gross Public Expenditure  3 208 072  4 569 524  5 124 083  3 517 389  4 333 920 ..

.. Data not available

1. Since October 2007 projects can be classifi ed by up to eight sectors.

2. The Economic Sector includes Economic Infrastructure, Production Sectors and Developing Planning. 

3. Non-Sector Allocable includes core support to NGOs, Programme Partnership Agreements and debt relief.
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Table A.6 UK Net Bilateral ODA by Recipient Country 2004 to 2009

£ thousand
  2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 20092

Africa
Algeria UK Net Bilateral ODA  11  –  –  285  1 169  – 

Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  –  –  0.01  0.03  – 

Angola 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  8 229  7 729  6 860  5 017  5 279  2 763 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.28  0.17  0.14  0.18  0.13 0.06

Benin 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  1 240  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  0.03  –  –  – 

Botswana UK Net Bilateral ODA  251  138  30  205  580  6 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.00  0.00  0.01  0.01 0.00

Burkina Faso 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  3 531  1 419  1 510  –  88  126 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.12  0.03  0.03  –  0.00 0.00

Burundi 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  5 162  8 130  14 620  6 616  7 834  9 218 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.18  0.18  0.31  0.24  0.19 0.20

Cameroon UK Net Bilateral ODA  16 387  2 541  92 160  25 854  1 609  737 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.56  0.06  1.95  0.92  0.04 0.02

Cape Verde UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  290  270  444  456 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  0.01  0.01  0.01 0.01

Central African Republic 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  500  2 523  3 126  1 560 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  0.01  0.09  0.08 0.03

Chad 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  4 398 - 402  1 310  2 563  6 361  3 564 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.15  n/a  0.03  0.09  0.16 0.08

Congo UK Net Bilateral ODA  2 658  319  350  100  9  90 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.09  0.01  0.01  0.00  0.00 0.00

Congo (Dem Rep) 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  164 239  42 671  76 040  60 579  106 590  136 377 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  5.64  0.95  1.61  2.16  2.62 2.89

Cote d’Ivoire 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  3 209  1 689  1 010 - 18 544  185  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.11  0.04  0.02  n/a  0.00  – 

Egypt UK Net Bilateral ODA  41 882  3 400  10 200  65  4 840  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.44  0.08  0.21  0.00  0.12  – 

Eritrea 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  2 750  1 689  3 010  2 598  3 078  4 082 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.09  0.04  0.06  0.09  0.08 0.09

Ethiopia 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  80 289  41 522  89 450  145 663  140 210  218 124 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  2.76  0.92  1.89  5.20  3.44 4.62

Gambia 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  267  831  2 230  2 513  2 081  2 307 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.02  0.05  0.09  0.05 0.05

Ghana 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  143 808  65 869  90 840  76 089  83 332  93 471 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  4.94  1.47  1.92  2.72  2.05 1.98

Guinea 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 730  809  520  540  642  417 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.06  0.02  0.01  0.02  0.02 0.01

Guinea-Bissau 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  10  25  70  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  0.00  0.00  0.00  – 

Kenya 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  24 999  47 463  58 580  55 617  50 507  72 908 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.86  1.06  1.23  1.99  1.24 1.54

Lesotho 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  3 951  4 197  4 120  4 033  4 374  5 184 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.14  0.09  0.09  0.14  0.11 0.11

Liberia 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  8 982  4 148  8 300  4 977  17 908  20 772 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.31  0.09  0.17  0.18  0.44 0.44
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£ thousand
  2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 20092

Libyan Arab Republic UK Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  –  –  145  630  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  –  –  0.01  0.02  – 

Madagascar 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  14 990  7 399  2 780  849  1 338  830 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.51  0.16  0.06  0.03  0.03 0.02

Malawi 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  65 211  56 088  92 890  66 820  81 165  68 042 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  2.24  1.25  1.96  2.39  1.99 1.44

Mali 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  202  721  2 240  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.02  0.05  –  –  – 

Mauritania 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  278  –  530  35  –  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  –  0.01  0.00  –  – 

Mauritius UK Net Bilateral ODA  87 - 440 - 60  55  333  3 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  n/a  n/a  0.00  0.01 0.00

Morocco UK Net Bilateral ODA  71  –  –  170  3 693  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  –  –  0.01  0.09  – 

Mozambique 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  35 973  44 470  53 990  57 805  109 367  34 670 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.23  0.99  1.14  2.07  2.69 0.73

Namibia UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 490  710  810  440  559  260 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.05  0.02  0.02  0.02  0.01 0.01

Niger 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  4 568  4 379  3 320  1 219  4 062  3 969 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.16  0.10  0.07  0.04  0.10 0.08

Nigeria 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  68 807  1 210 710  1 731 130  142 889  26 094  115 926 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  2.36  26.96  36.47  5.10  0.64 2.45

Rwanda 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  31 749  45 081  51 840  47 476  55 202  54 839 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.09  1.00  1.09  1.70  1.36 1.16

Senegal 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  4 960  3 801  5 490  5 856  537  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.17  0.08  0.12  0.21  0.01  – 

Seychelles UK Net Bilateral ODA  11  11  10 - 430  39  1
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  0.00  0.00  n/a  0.00 0.00

Sierra Leone 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  33 250  33 331  35 630  44 029  51 173  49 593 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.14  0.74  0.75  1.57  1.26 1.05

Somalia 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  6 417  5 870  28 880  13 177  42 077  26 682 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.22  0.13  0.61  0.47  1.03 0.56

South Africa UK Net Bilateral ODA  47 509  38 650  810 - 10 179  62 728  26 123
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.63  0.86  0.02  n/a  1.54 0.55

St Helena & Dependencies UK Net Bilateral ODA  14 221  12 350  12 560  19 863  30 961  21 246 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.49  0.27  0.27  0.71  0.76 0.45

Sudan 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  63 612  108 073  117 130  103 023  110 078  183 502 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  2.18  2.41  2.47  3.68  2.70 3.88

Swaziland UK Net Bilateral ODA  780 - 5 132  130  1 114  1 374  3 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.03  n/a  0.00  0.04  0.03 0.00

Tanzania 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  117 669  118 772  118 930  115 825  140 506  136 433 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  4.04  2.64  2.51  4.14  3.45 2.89

Togo 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  158  468  380  140  4,990  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.01  0.01  0.00  0.12  – 

Tunisia UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  11 679  8 960  60  807  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  0.26  0.19  0.00  0.02  – 

Uganda 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  58 739  30 602  116 510  83 525  36 289  66 128
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  2.02  0.68  2.46  2.98  0.89 1.40
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Zambia 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  154 188  91 168  47 150  37 093  34 026  46 203 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  5.29  2.03  1.00  1.33  0.84 0.98

Zimbabwe 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  27 099  25 019  37 970  47 022  49 323  66 575 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.93  0.56  0.80  1.68  1.21 1.41

Africa Regional
North of Sahara Regional UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  –  6 105  928 

Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  –  0.15 0.02

South of Sahara regional UK Net Bilateral ODA  9 151  8 472  18 600  21 732  26 104  85 745 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.31  0.19  0.39  0.78  0.64 1.82

Africa regional UK Net Bilateral ODA  49 391  1 579  16 450  50 250  113 947  178 274 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.70  0.04  0.35  1.80  2.80 3.77

Asia and Middle East
Afghanistan 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  122 242  120 978  133 940  134 274  178 141  187 875 

Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  4.20  2.69  2.83  4.80  4.38 3.98 

Bangladesh 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  137 909  111 819  75 570  122 711  139 575  157 733 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  4.73  2.49  1.59  4.38  3.43 3.34 

Burma 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  6 537  5 820  7 320  8 980  45 517  33 174 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.22  0.13  0.15  0.32  1.12 0.70 

Cambodia 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  9 610  11 811  12 120  12 273  16 796  20 548 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.33  0.26  0.26  0.44  0.41 0.44 

China UK Net Bilateral ODA  39 372  30 520  28 410  81 166  96 666  35 232 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.35  0.68  0.60  2.90  2.37 0.75 

East Timor 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  4 611  600  2 290  1 999  127  50 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.16  0.01  0.05  0.07  0.00 0.00 

India UK Net Bilateral ODA  201 991  318 640  189 810  255 112  338 869  285 960 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  6.93  7.10  4.00  9.11  8.32 6.05 

Indonesia UK Net Bilateral ODA  20 387  13 252  55 190  34 844  55 652  37 251 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.70  0.30  1.16  1.24  1.37 0.79 

Iran UK Net Bilateral ODA  2 619  391  –  245  919  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.09  0.01  –  0.01  0.02  – 

Iraq UK Net Bilateral ODA  150 122  724 768  110 310  30 062  353 199  30 900 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  5.15  16.14  2.32  1.07  8.67 0.65 

Jordan UK Net Bilateral ODA  2 538  3 328  460  225  2 485  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.09  0.07  0.01  0.01  0.06  – 

Kazakhstan UK Net Bilateral ODA  960  908  90  –  2 996  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.03  0.02  0.00  –  0.07  – 

Korea Dem Rep 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 222  –  –  585  149  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.04  –  –  0.02  0.00  – 

Kyrgyzstan 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  3 432  5 149  6 080  6 471  7 577  5 495 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.12  0.11  0.13  0.23  0.19 0.12 

Laos 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  289  132  150  834  172  263 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.00  0.00  0.03  0.00 0.01 

Lebanon UK Net Bilateral ODA  158  303  3 760  3 758 575 6
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.01  0.08  0.13  n/a 0.00 

Malaysia UK Net Bilateral ODA  4 022  721  5 400 - 10 074  10 458  39
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.14  0.02  0.11  n/a  0.26 0.00 

Maldives UK Net Bilateral ODA  202  1 012  –  45  58  150 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.02  –  0.00  – 0.00 

Mongolia UK Net Bilateral ODA  191  149  240  585  653  331 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.00  0.01  0.02  0.02 0.01 
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Nepal 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  35 902  33 903  40 650  44 148  54 510  62 646 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.23  0.75  0.86  1.58  1.34 1.33 

Oman UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  85  308  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  0.00  0.01  – 

Pakistan 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  49 571  34 722  110 400  98 861  143 879  128 739 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.70  0.77  2.33  3.53  3.53 2.73 

Philippines UK Net Bilateral ODA - 10 728  3 510  480  275  734  546 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.08  0.01  0.01  0.02 0.01 

Saudi Arabia UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  380  –  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  0.01  –  – 

Sri Lanka UK Net Bilateral ODA  9 179  7 547  3 730  5 747  965  9 053 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.32  0.17  0.08  0.21  0.02 0.19 

Syria UK Net Bilateral ODA  71  83  –  35  1 263  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  0.00  –  0.00  0.03  – 

Tajikistan 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  829  2 420  3 780  2 259  4 265  2 903 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.03  0.05  0.08  0.08  0.10 0.06 

Thailand UK Net Bilateral ODA  218  160 - 1 250  100  1 207  30 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.00  n/a  0.00  0.03 0.00 

Turkmenistan UK Net Bilateral ODA  60  28  –  120  218  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  0.00  –  0.00  0.01  – 

Uzbekistan 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  791  303  70  25  551  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.03  0.01  0.00  0.00  0.01  – 

Vietnam 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  36 928  53 151  44 640  48 546  69 575  58 731 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  1.27  1.18  0.94  1.73  1.71 1.24 

West Bank & Gaza 3 UK Net Bilateral ODA  16 071  12 938  19 070  11 318  56 684  55 767 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.55  0.29  0.40  0.40  1.39 1.18 

Yemen 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  6 909  11 162  8 170  12 647  18 353  22 099 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.24  0.25  0.17  0.45  0.45 0.47 

Asia and Middle East 
Regional
Middle East Regional UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 970  1 381  4 560  60  15 308  3 774 

Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.07  0.03  0.10  0.00  0.38 0.08 

Asia Regional UK Net Bilateral ODA  9 790  66 711  37 160  56 421  28 555  933 
(includes South Asia 
Regional)

Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.34  1.49  0.78  2.02  0.70 0.02 

Rest of the World
Albania UK Net Bilateral ODA  2 199  2 079  1 960  3 383  1 533  683 

Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.08  0.05  0.04  0.12  0.04 0.01 

Anguilla UK Net Bilateral ODA  742  1 502  150  115  28  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.03  0.03  0.00  0.00  –  – 

Antigua & Barbuda UK Net Bilateral ODA  38  –  –  5  11  1 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  –  –  0.00  0.00 0.00 

Argentine Republic UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  480  541  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  0.02  0.01  – 

Armenia UK Net Bilateral ODA  3 580  3 422  4 560  3 733  3 647  267 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.12  0.08  0.10  0.13  0.09 0.01 

Azerbaijan UK Net Bilateral ODA  87  22  –  175  1 033  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  0.00  –  0.01  0.03  – 

Barbados UK Net Bilateral ODA  180  1 342  20  1 249  97  2 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.03  0.00  0.04  0.00 0.00 
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Belarus UK Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  61  –  410  601  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.00  –  0.01  0.01  – 

Belize UK Net Bilateral ODA  229  1 095  190  25  52  3 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  n/a  0.00  0.00  0.00 0.00 

Bolivia UK Net Bilateral ODA  27 738 - 13 362  4 720 - 52 563  566  83
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.95  n/a  0.10  n/a  0.01 0.00 

Bosnia-Herzegovina UK Net Bilateral ODA  5 992  3 609  3 190  4 752  5 161  3 413 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.21  0.08  0.07  0.17  0.13 0.07 

Brazil UK Net Bilateral ODA  6 030  3 598  860  1 524  7 461  802 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.21  0.08  0.02  0.05  0.18 0.02 

Chile UK Net Bilateral ODA  578  578  470  260  264  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.02  0.01  0.01  0.01  0.01  – 

Colombia UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 102  688  350  750  1 836  72 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.04  0.02  0.01  0.03  0.05 0.00 

Croatia UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 261  1 001  170  525  779  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.04  0.02  0.00  0.02  0.02  – 

Costa Rica UK Net Bilateral ODA - 8 698  3 251 - 250 - 5 981 - 81  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.07  n/a  n/a  n/a  – 

Cuba UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 812  4 967 - 1 590 - 2 429  132  250
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.06  0.11  n/a  n/a  – 0.01 

Dominica UK Net Bilateral ODA - 1 981  490  100  –  134  0 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.01  0.00  –  0.00 0.00 

Dominican Republic UK Net Bilateral ODA  87  281 - 39 080 - 18 664  818  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  0.01  n/a  n/a  –  – 

El Salvador UK Net Bilateral ODA  98  11  6 130 - 48 341  18  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  0.00  0.13  n/a  –  – 

Ecuador UK Net Bilateral ODA - 8 060  171 - 1 070 - 665 - 303 - 123
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.00  n/a  n/a  n/a  n/a 

Fiji UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  270  320  414  55 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  0.01  0.01  0.01 0.00 

Georgia UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 703  1 837  2 650  4 362  7 090  2 602 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.06  0.04  0.06  0.16  0.17 0.06 

Grenada UK Net Bilateral ODA  409  5 941  440  –  13  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.13  0.01  –  0.00  – 

Guatemala UK Net Bilateral ODA - 169  39 - 2 530 - 13 792  363  235
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.00  n/a  n/a  0.01 0.00 

Guyana UK Net Bilateral ODA  11 072  6 651  3 440  2 314  2 576  1 283 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.38  0.15  0.07  0.08  0.06 0.03 

Haiti 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 921  748  1 090  –  –  4 398 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.07  0.02  0.02  –  – 0.09 

Honduras UK Net Bilateral ODA  671  16 630  590  –  18  59 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.02  0.37  0.01  –  – 0.00 

Jamaica UK Net Bilateral ODA  4 082  12 729  7 870  1 064  3 326  3 437 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.14  0.28  0.17  0.04  0.08 0.07 

Kiribati 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  50  35  19  4 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  0.00  0.00  0.00 0.00 

Macedonia (FYR of) UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 632  1 529  340  964  1 181  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.06  0.03  0.01  0.03  0.03  – 

Mexico UK Net Bilateral ODA  82 - 5 319  –  1 149  3 733  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  n/a  –  0.04  0.09  – 
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Moldova UK Net Bilateral ODA  2 652  1 628  1 860  3 398  3 370  1 644 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.09  0.04  0.04  0.12  0.08 0.03 

Montenegro 1,4 UK Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  n/a  –  145  407  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  n/a  –  0.01  0.01  – 

Montserrat UK Net Bilateral ODA  20 322  13 841  13 510  14 981  17 827  23 797 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.70  0.31  0.29  0.54  0.44 0.50 

Nicaragua UK Net Bilateral ODA  7 312  3 378  5 030 - 3 428  5 891  4 492
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.25  0.08  0.11  n/a  0.14 0.10 

Palau UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  –  55  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  –  0.00  – 

Panama UK Net Bilateral ODA  22  28 - 5 820 - 81 091  20  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  0.00  n/a  n/a  –  – 

Papua New Guinea 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  – - 230  480  591  193 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  n/a  0.02  0.01 0.00 

Paraguay UK Net Bilateral ODA - 278 - 121 - 230 - 115  36  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  n/a  n/a  n/a  –  – 

Peru UK Net Bilateral ODA  2 870  1 832  12 030 - 125 410 - 6 418  272
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.10  0.04  0.25  n/a  n/a 0.01 

Samoa 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  –  111  115 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  –  0.00 0.00 

Serbia (including Kosovo) 1,4 UK Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  n/a  98 080  7 730  6 660  5 058 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  n/a  2.07  0.28  0.16 0.11 

Serbia & Montenegro 1,4 UK Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  8 378  5 261  51 159  –  – 
(including Kosovo) Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.19  0.11  1.83  –  – 

Solomon Islands 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  90  135  137  21 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  0.00  0.00  0.00 0.00 

St Kitts – Nevis UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  5  1  0 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  0.00  0.00 0.00 

St. Lucia UK Net Bilateral ODA - 15 050  88  –  20  38  1 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.00  –  0.00  0.00 0.00 

St. Vincent & Grenadines UK Net Bilateral ODA  11  88  –  –  10  0 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.00  0.00  –  –  0.00 0.00 

States of ex Yugoslavia UK Net Bilateral ODA  939  2 167  –  –  –  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.03  0.05  –  –  –  – 

Tonga UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  –  277  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  –  0.01  – 

Trinidad and Tobago UK Net Bilateral ODA  191  61  50  65  467  9 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.00  0.00  0.00  0.01 0.00 

Turkey UK Net Bilateral ODA - 2 019 - 589 - 770  705  2 515 24
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  n/a  n/a  0.03  0.06 0.00 

Turks and Caicos Islands UK Net Bilateral ODA  600  1 040  30  240  –  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.02  0.02  0.00  0.01  –  – 

Ukraine UK Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  5 919  6 520  3 873  1 773  46 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.13  0.14  0.14  0.04 0.00 

Uruguay UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  55  80  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  0.00  –  – 

Vanuatu 1 UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  20  20  51  45 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  0.00  0.00  0.00 0.00 
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Venezuela UK Net Bilateral ODA  229  83  –  60  285  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.01  0.00  –  0.00  0.01  – 

Rest of the World 
Regional
North & Central America UK Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  15 661  6 225  1 556
Regional Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  –  –  –  0.56  0.15 0.03 

Caribbean Regional UK Net Bilateral ODA  6 052  5 061  5 150  –  10 108  – 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.21  0.11  0.11  –  0.25  – 

Americas Regional UK Net Bilateral ODA  7 291  5 292  7 800  750  5 746  12 110 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.25  0.12  0.16  0.03  0.14 0.26 

Europe Regional UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 883  3 290  1 900  5 337  6 449  472 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  0.06  0.07  0.04  0.19  0.16 0.01 

Oceania Regional UK Net Bilateral ODA -2,259.00  4 159  1 870  1 704  1 843  2 363 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral ODA  n/a  0.09  0.04  0.06  0.05 0.05 

Total Africa UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 327 317  2 087 993  2 968 240  1 227 593  1 433 822  1 738 139 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral 
ODA

45.56 46.49 62.53 43.86 35.21 34.94

Percentage of Gross National 
Income

 0.11  0.17  0.23  0.09  0.09  0.12 

Total Asia UK Net Bilateral ODA  865 977  1 578 320  902 600  965 455  1 646 957  1 140 229 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral 
ODA

29.72 35.14 19.02 34.49 40.45 22.92

Percentage of Gross National 
Income

 0.07  0.13  0.07  0.07  0.09  0.08 

Total Rest of the World UK Net Bilateral ODA  90 445  153 995  141 980  -262 145  107 616  69 739 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral 
ODA

3.10 3.43 2.99 n/a 2.64 1.40

Percentage of Gross National 
Income

 0.01  0.01  0.01  n/a 0.00 0.00

Unspecifi ed Region UK Net Bilateral ODA  629 618  670 737  733 786  870 173  883 243  2 025 872 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral 
ODA

21.61 14.93 15.46 31.09 21.69 40.73

Percentage of Gross National 
Income

 0.05  0.05  0.05  0.06  0.09  0.14 

TOTAL UK NET 
BILATERAL 
ODA BY REGION

UK Net Bilateral ODA  2 913 356  4 491 045  4 746 606  2 799 085  4 071 638  4 973 980 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral 
ODA

100 100 100 100 100 100

Percentage of Gross National 
Income

 0.24  0.36  0.36  0.20  0.28  0.33 

Low Income countries2 UK Net Bilateral ODA  1 558 688  2 401 285  3 247 060  1 606 406  1 749 761  2 002 210 
Percentage of Total Net Bilateral 
ODA

53.50 53.47 68.41 57.39 42.97  42.39 

Percentage of Gross National 
Income

 0.13  0.19  0.25  0.12  0.12  0.14 

TOTAL UK NET 
MULTILATERAL ODA

UK Net Bilateral ODA 1 388 244 1 432 020 2 033 088 2 122 226 2 284 330 2 391 449 

Percentage of Gross National 
Income

0.12 0.11 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.17

- Nil

1. Income groups are classifi ed using 2007 GNI per capita thresholds. Low income countries are based on those with a GNI per capita in 2007 of $935 or less.

2.  Data for 2009 is provisional and fi nal fi gures will be published in later in the year in Statistics on International Development 2010. 2009 data includes a higher 
amount of ODA in “Unspecifi ed Region” because some country breakdowns were not available at the time of publication. Final fi gures will have more ODA 
allocated to regions or countries.

3.  Percentages are not appropriate when Net ODA is negative so n/a is shown.

4.  In 2006 Montenegro formally declared independence from Serbia.
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Table A.7 Imputed UK Share of Multilateral Net ODA by country 
2003-04 to 2008-091,2,3,4,5

      £ thousand

Country 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Afghanistan  36 668  33 071  31 166  43 897  34 460  25 181

Albania  6 167  10 359  6 872  6 552  6 402  10 774

Algeria  6 255  7 966  4 934  7 103  6 492  1 560

Angola  14 661  5 756  8 669  5 441  7 917  12 619

Anguilla - - -  734  381 -

Antigua & Barbuda  504  45  212  –  52 -

Argentina  1 247  1 136  3 047  1 520  1 522  1 145

Armenia  1 266  3 638  4 047  6 964  8 571  4 030

Azerbaijan  1 197  2 981  2 937  9 003  2 981  8 296

Bangladesh  29 185  22 794  41 027  46 126  42 624  86 475

Barbados  150  1 443  51  232  1 214  845

Belarus  –  –  1 695  1 160  1 372  1 394

Belize  380  474  984  814  878  878

Benin  15 496  5 915  9 662  12 749  10 911  15 666

Bhutan  750  940  1 717  3 009  1 886  629

Bolivia  8 069  7 942  3 880  5 434  8 797  3 951

Bosnia-Herzegovina  10 279  11 335  7 054  8 480  9 173  8 490

Botswana  1 340  380  4 833  1 280  754  873

Brazil  1 392  499  3 161  2 808  506  2 622

Burkina Faso  20 764  6 963  21 138  20 628  16 761  46 482

Burundi  3 104  15 303  4 252  23 306  12 176  12 767

Cambodia  5 963  7 691  3 540  8 600  8 927  9 086

Cameroon  5 722  6 284  4 911  25 458  13 826  16 148

Cape Verde  1 584  1 478  3 349  3 881  1 703  7 338

Central African Rep.  7 395  1 533  2 360  13 025  6 062  5 745

Chad  14 107  4 762  14 653  6 528  11 779  6 978

Chile  2 938  1 552  1 164  229  4 947  720

China  2 772  16 527  5 507  15 870  7 390  12 678

Colombia  5 829  3 963  3 689  7 692  3 172  4 154

Comoros  346  651  2 942  824  890  734

Congo, Dem. Rep. (Zaire)  30 766  29 199  41 584  33 518  35 226  38 602

Congo, Rep.  638  3 618  8 078  5 970  7 069  7 709

Cook Islands  210  –  45  –  96  35

Costa Rica  1 294  128  1 113  864  203  883

Cote d’Ivoire  5 363  5 580  4 945  13 710  11 327  28 421

Croatia  6 763  9 416  9 402  11 538  10 352  14 018

Cuba  493  344  741  252  822  471

Djibouti  471  1 710  1 162  1 667  3 012  2 408

Dominica  663  682  503  378  1 832  439

Dominican Republic  720  9 301  2 139  10 544  3 208  1 532

Ecuador  2 566  5 269  655  877  2 544  5 061

Egypt  11 996  19 266  10 493  12 045  14 376  15 065

El Salvador  587  165  4 745  851  297  626

Equatorial Guinea  137  492  534  1 240  892  278

Eritrea  6 091  4 370  7 361  3 238  7 382  2 857

Ethiopia  21 777  33 279  19 309  79 920  94 186  61 574

Fiji  355  3 380  533  1 233  925  2 165

Gabon  277  2 618  551  2 802  816  479

Gambia  209  1 583  4 890  2 681  1 799  923

Georgia  1 318  5 640  3 769  10 950  6 214  20 314

Ghana  10 054  20 856  20 940  28 545  25 130  54 288

Grenada  292  473  1 489  638  1 118  411

Guatemala  3 875  1 712  943  3 441  3 380  2 221



Annex A: Annual reporting of statistical information 109

      £ thousand

Country 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Guinea  3 772  2 162  2 263  6 164  11 877  1 789

Guinea-Bissau  838  1 811  1 889  3 135  6 219  3 657

Guyana  137  4 125  896  1 322  7 034  2 432

Haiti  5 066  7 139  19 790  7 860  14 378  8 691

Honduras  6 543  6 631  8 951  4 071  3 045  12 146

India  17 024  24 353  39 647  86 476  89 414  73 974

Indonesia  10 132  9 968  24 452  40 837  20 010  24 482

Iran  1 005  1 469  483  2 101  1 028  2 051

Iraq  11 378  10 952  6 241  14 022  9 180  14 012

Jamaica  633  6 277  669  2 009  5 890  8 351

Jordan  4 975  4 439  5 617  6 430  9 184  8 603

Kazakhstan  511  1 279  1 989  1 332  2 765  1 634

Kenya  11 601  27 179  13 033  24 032  34 433  4 921

Kiribati  10  1 003  9  108  212  72

Korea, Dem. Rep.  2 922  2 762  2 306  1 502  1 361  935

Kyrgyz Rep.  1 054  1 975  3 257  6 238  2 933  5 736

Laos  2 723  2 237  4 062  2 718  4 289  5 733

Lebanon  5 163  3 431  2 894  13 491  9 371  9 177

Lesotho  3 313  1 292  3 948  5 334  6 303  3 607

Liberia  6 297  3 988  4 626  9 457  27 897  7 859

Libya  –  –  103  143  200  691

Macedonia, FYROM  4 688  7 365  3 884  5 384  4 889  6 035

Madagascar  18 560  23 155  26 117  25 071  14 812  51 072

Malawi  5 632  9 579  22 410  25 968  10 938  14 390

Malaysia  412  205  352  148  239  995

Maldives  40  451  2 292  595  539  1 285

Mali  16 841  19 349  23 171  9 812  14 873  38 671

Marshall Islands  85   208  44  174  39

Mauritania  7 926  6 819  3 746  11 348  4 100  2 254

Mauritius  3 902  108  1 743  2 987  8 031  4 932

Mayotte  –  10  –  321  1 979  

Mexico  3 419  1 747  454  7 469  957  2 107

Micronesia, Federal States  1  –  370  –  204  58

Moldova  4 053  2 065  6 552  4 258  10 701  9 270

Mongolia  810  622  1 334  4 388  3 458  1 509

Montenegro6     1 996  4 019  2 665

Montserrat  775  –  –  974  634  

Morocco  15 950  18 402  13 779  15 314  19 838  23 343

Mozambique  22 089  16 704  28 230  27 046  28 499  50 397

Myanmar  1 435  3 376  3 625  3 140  7 195  5 583

Namibia  2 443  8 935  311  1 095  5 425  2 924

Nauru  –  –  139  –  74  16

Nepal  5 436  6 181  4 850  9 530  19 008  11 048

Nicaragua  6 294  6 681  2 624  15 377  3 341  7 123

Niger  16 701  6 740  23 527  17 522  7 119  29 577

Nigeria  9 799  41 879  27 644  42 563  34 534  54 211

Niue  –  23  218  –  3  

Oman  37  19  39  40  43  33

Pakistan  14 787  15 091  58 671  22 675  58 547  20 570

Palau  –  –  154  –  87  20

Palestinian Adm. Areas  42 281  26 650  28 354  39 317  61 499  50 933

Panama  1 647  197  383  722  776  271

Papua New Guinea  216  1 685  5 325  1 417  8 645  2 550

Paraguay  187  1 694  452  2 343  600  5 588

Peru  3 570  2 341  1 358  4 991  4 107  1 163

Philippines  2 027  2 385  5 137  4 395  3 434  4 837



110 Department for International Development: DFID in 2009–10

      £ thousand

Country 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Rwanda  13 507  7 334  10 753  16 345  10 524  25 417

Samoa  675  553  1 817  564  648  573

Sao Tome & Principe  94  1 354  280  675  768  687

Senegal  4 546  15 689  16 817  16 628  9 731  22 862

Serbia  41 340  45 806  34 744  32 210  26 685  41 081

Seychelles  144  196  208  490  17  26

Sierra Leone  16 806  5 102  11 895  3 002  8 456  9 499

Solomon Islands  141  721  168  455  1 467  253

Somalia  12 335  3 019  2 298  11 220  9 229  12 192

South Africa  14 652  16 546  14 877  11 468  19 736  13 822

Sri Lanka  9 725  9 532  12 398  10 957  6 413  17 595

St. Helena  16 - -  1 380  213 -

St. Kitts-Nevis  334  56  –  252  1 260  742

St. Lucia  941  1 001  2 739  514  993  768

St.Vincent & Grenadines  1 329  784  418  351  1 498  347

Sudan  4 636  15 714  40 487  38 484  25 304  23 435

Suriname  3 756  506  538  569  1 017  329

Swaziland  2 863  622  2 972  2 082  2 510  3 554

Syria  676  6 672  2 385  2 321  4 568  2 979

Tajikistan  3 974  4 742  6 370  7 699  5 844  3 031

Tanzania  35 176  21 978  35 231  58 495  42 354  52 243

Thailand  3 631  1 966  1 797  7 644  2 376  2 261

Timor-Leste  3 339  2 172  2 180  2 265  3 335  1 713

Togo  1 764  775  1 133  1 304  8 335  11 212

Tonga  608  –  42  45  330  251

Trinidad & Tobago  456  1 000  2 547  2 497  868  972

Tunisia  5 602  3 021  11 067  6 490  10 501  10 899

Turkey  16 539  29 283  26 407  42 392  46 747  155 971

Turkmenistan  168  411  727  570  868  752

Turks & Caicos Islands  2  –  –  942  386 -

Tuvalu  416  142  45 -  67  47

Uganda  9 883  18 263  26 614  29 617  38 577  44 763

Ukraine    14 873  15 047  18 086  14 088

Uruguay  993  439  1 181  613  2 185  383

Uzbekistan  587  2 324  1 599  3 216  2 006  4 746

Vanuatu  1 145  256  84  206  497  112

Venezuela  178  459  512  415  1 138  1 259

Viet Nam  16 805  26 049  37 792  34 812  42 453  65 532

Wallis & Futuna  –  76  –  –  1 574 -

Yemen  2 502  5 323  5 725  7 981  6 673  9 216

Yugoslavia, Sts Ex-Yugo.  –  114  174  209  729  23

Zambia  23 923  13 519  16 022  24 566  10 806  43 326

Zimbabwe  2 010  4 062  5 463  7 329  7 894  2 647

North Africa Regional  5 048  7 490  6 990  8 511  2 238  4 635

South of Sahara Regional  27 715  15 158  28 450  29 515  38 790  39 742

Africa Regional  10 905  11 575  5 057  96 622  58 766  1 130

North and Central America Regional  9 765  1 698  3 183  2 168  7 637  1 831

West Indies Regional  65  –  317  7 251  –  49 

South America Regional  –  854  7 142  1 784  6 417  6 714

America Regional  8 526  12 134  6 296  11 418  20 149  6 166

Middle East Regional  6 207  7 635  12 298  8 511  2 445  979

Central Asia Regional  –  –  1 048  5 560  1 931  2 656

South and Central Asia Regional  6 014  3 372  4 879  1 436  733  

South Asia Regional  –  –  85  107  18  179

Far East Regional  654  1 986  1 680  620  62  
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      £ thousand

Country 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09

Asia Regional  6 668  6 280  13 875  8 948  7 874  7 161

Europe Regional  21 900  19 088  14 997  21 411  27 573  27 515

Oceania Regional  2 845  446  1 461  2 712  3 990  475

Unspecifi ed Country  222 173  254 782  239 369  248 821  308 565  296 761

Low Income Countries  533 574  552 120  746 159  870 512  884 096  

Low Income Countries (Per Cent) 60.8% 57.2% 65.0% 59.3% 60.4%

- Nil

1  UK funding to multilateral organisations cannot be directly attributed to any country; the estimates above are imputed shares based on each multilaterals 
distribution of Offi cial Development Assistance and the UK’s total core funding for each organisation.

2  ODA is defi ned as fl ows administered with the promotion of economic development and welfare of developing countries as their main objective, that are 
concessional in character and convey a grant element of at least 25 per cent. Aid to countries on the DAC list of ODA Recipients is eligible to be recorded as ODA.

3  The list of organisations used to produce this table is not exhaustive; only multilaterals who provide the DAC with detailed information about their distribution of 
funds and to whom the UK provided funds to were analysed in the production of this table.

4  Negatives represent accounting adjustments, not a net fl ow to the UK. Zero fi gures are indicated with a dash.

5  Countries are defi ned as low income based on their Gross National Income (GNI) per head. In the table above countries are defi ned as low income if they have a 
GNI per capita of less than US$935 in 2007.

6.  In 2006 Montenegro formally declared independence from Serbia. 
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Table A.8 Pensions paid by Country1

      £ thousand
Country 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10

Antigua & Barbuda  3  3  2  3  2  3
Barbados  8  7  7  7  6  6
Belize  23  19  15  14  11  10
Botswana  35  32  30  28  26  24
Brunei  3  3  3  3  3  3
Burma  4  7  2  1  1  1
Cyprus  7  6  4  3  2  1
Dominica  1  1  1  1  1  1
Fiji  296  283  268  249  228  208
Gambia  16  15  14  13  11  11
Ghana  45  38  34  29  25  22
Grenada  2  2  2  2  1  1
Guyana  10  9  7  6  5  6
India  4  4  4  4  3  3
Jamaica  203  194  202  225  281  221
Jordan  123  130  31 - - -
Kenya  506  449  307  377  354  329
Kiribati  29  27  23  20  18  18
Lesotho  18  14  13  13  12  11
Malawi  221  217  208  201  193  180
Malaysia  230  209  192  178  159  142
Mauritius  19  19  18  16  13  12
Nigeria  563  535  510  483  457  420
Pakistan  5  6  5  3  3  2
Seychelles  10  9  9  7  5  4
Sierra Leone  19  18  16  14  12  11
Singapore  42  37  34  29  26  25
Solomon Islands  98  95  91  88  86  84
Somalia  14  13  12  11  9  8
Sri Lanka  6  6  5  4  3  3
St Kitts – Nevis  1  1  1  1  1  1
St. Lucia  4  4  4  4  3  3
St. Vincent & Grenadines  3  3  2  1  1 -
Sudan  74  68  62  57  53  52
Swaziland  33  22  20  16  14  12
Tanzania  517  467  444  424  402  378
Trinidad and Tobago  59  55  46  44  38  33
Uganda  501  453  435  413  390  370
Vanuatu  23  21  20  19  18  18
Yemen  104  90  83  70  76  60
Zambia  356  330  298  272  263  236
Non Specifi c Country  637  613  584  545  514  484
Grand Total  4 873  4 533  4 067  3 897  3 732  3 416

1 The British Government announced in 1970 that it would assume responsibility from overseas governments for the payment 
of pensions due to expatriate colonial civil servants who had been appointed by, or on behalf of, the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies.
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Administrative costs
DFID administrative costs include the running costs of DFID Headquarters, overseas costs of staff in 
agreed diplomatic posts concerned with full time aid administration, including Staff Appointed in 
Country employed by DFID; expenditure in respect of residual rent liability on the Chatham 
Maritime site arising from the terms agreed for the privatisation of DFID’s former next steps agency, 
the Natural Resources Institute; and those elements of Foreign and Commonwealth Offi ce and CDC 
Capital Partners, formerly known as Commonwealth Development Corporation, administration costs 
which are related to aid delivery.

Aid effectiveness
A measure of the quality of aid delivery and maximising the impact of aid on poverty reduction and 
development.

Aid untying
Aid that is given where donors do not insist that it is spent on goods and services from the donor 
country in favour of giving unrestricted access to those who can compete best on price, quality and 
service.

Alignment
When donors base their overall support on partner countries’ national development strategies, 
institutions and procedures.

Bilateral aid
Bilateral aid is provided to developing countries and countries in transition of the Development 
Assistance Committee List on a country to country basis, and to institutions, normally in the United 
Kingdom, working in fi elds related to these countries.

Civil society organisations
All civic organisations, associations and networks, which occupy the ‘social space’ between the family 
and the state who come together to advocate their common interests through collective action. It 
includes volunteer and charity groups, parents’ and teachers’ associations, senior citizens’ groups, sports 
clubs, arts and culture groups, faith-based groups, workers’ clubs and trade unions, non-profi t think-
tanks and ‘issue-based’ activist groups.

Concessional resources
A loan, the terms of which are more favourable to the borrower than those currently attached to 
commercial market terms, is described as concessional (or a soft loan) and the degree of 
concessionality is expressed as its grant element.

Annex B
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Conditionality
When donors require their developing country partners to do something in order to receive aid. If the 
condition is not fulfi lled it will generally lead to aid being interrupted or suspended. The UK policy 
on conditionality is that DFID’s aid is based on three shared commitments with partner governments: 
poverty reduction and meeting the MDGs; respecting human rights and other international 
obligations; and strengthening fi nancial management and accountability and reducing the risk of funds 
being misused thorough weak administration or corruption. If partner governments move away from 
these conditions, DFID can suspend, interrupt, delay or change how it delivers its aid. DFID does not 
use conditions to impose specifi c policy choices on countries.

Debt relief
Debt relief may take the form of cancellation, rescheduling, refi nancing or re-organisation. Interest 
and principal foregone from debt cancellation forms part of DFID programme expenditure whilst 
other debt relief is funded from other offi cial sources. 

a. Debt cancellation (or Retrospective Terms Adjustment) is relief from the burden of repaying both 
the principal and interest on past loans.

b. Debt rescheduling is a form of relief by which the dates on which principal or interest payments are 
due, delayed or rearranged.

c. Offi cial bilateral debts are re-organised in the Paris Club of offi cial bilateral creditors, in which the 
UK plays its full part. The Paris Club has devised increasing generous arrangements for reducing and 
rescheduling the debt of the poorest countries, most recently agreeing new terms for the enhanced 
Heavily Indebted Poor Countries Initiative.

Developing countries
See Development Assistance Committee: List of aid recipients.

Development Assistance Committee
The Development Assistance Committee of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development is a forum for consultation among 22 donor countries and the European Union on 
how to increase the level and effectiveness of aid fl ows to all aid recipient countries. The member 
countries are Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, European Union, Finland, France, 
Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the UK and the United States.

Development Assistance Committee: List of aid recipients
This list used to be in two parts (Part I for countries and territories eligible to receive offi cial 
development assistance (ODA) and Part II for countries and territories eligible to receive offi cial aid 
(OA)). From December 2005 there is only one list. Those countries eligible for ODA and details of 
these countries are shown in Annex 1 of Statistics on International Development. The list if designed 
for statistical purposes and not as guidance for aid or other preferential treatment. in particular, 
geographical aid allocations are national policy decisions and responsibilities.

Donor
See Development Assistance Committee.

European Community
The 27 member states and the common institutions, notably the European Commission, co-operating 
on a range of economic and other issues in supra-national integration.
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European Development Fund
The European Development Fund is the main route through which funds committed under the EU’s 
Cotonou Convention are channelled.

European Union
Created by the Treaty of Maastricht 1992, which enhanced the integration of the European 
Community but also enabled the member states to co-operate together in an inter-governmental, not 
supra-national, way in the areas of Common Foreign and Security Policy Justice and Home Affairs.

Financial aid
Financial aid in the wider sense is defi ned as a grant or loan of money which is the subject of a formal 
agreement with the recipient government or institution. In practice it is all bilateral aid except 
technical co-operation and administrative costs.

Fragile states
Those states where the government cannot or will not deliver core functions to the majority of its 
people, including the poor.

General budget support
See Direct budget support and Poverty reduction budget support.

G7/G8 Group
The G7 Group of major industrialised democracies comprises Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, 
the UK and the United States. The Group of Eight (G8) includes Russia. Their heads of government 
meet annually at the G7/G8 Summit to discuss areas of global concern.

Humanitarian assistance
Humanitarian assistance comprises disaster relief, food aid, refugee relief and disaster preparedness. 
It generally involves the provision of material aid (including food, medical care and personnel) and 
fi nance and advice to save and preserve lives during emergency situations and in the immediate 
post- emergency rehabilitation phase; and to cope with short- and longer-term population 
displacements arising out of emergencies.

Income groups
The categorisation of recipient countries by income groups is based on Gross National Income (GNI) 
per capita fi gures as reported by the World Bank. The income groups used in the statistical tables in 
Annex A of this publication are based on the 2007 GNI per capita data and according to the 
thresholds set out below:

 ■ low income group: countries with a GNI per capita in 2007 of $935 or less;

 ■ lower middle income group: countries with a GNI per capita in 2007 of $936 or above but not 
exceeding $3,705;

 ■ upper middle income group: countries with a GNI per capita in 2007 of $3,706 or above but not 
exceeding $11,455;

 ■ high income group: countries with a GNI per capita in 2007 of $11,456 or above.

International Development Association
Part of the World Bank Group that makes loans to countries at concessional rates (i.e. below market 
rates) of interest.
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Least developed countries
Least developed countries are those assessed as having particularly severe long-term constraints to 
development. Inclusion on the list of least developed countries is now assessed on two main criteria: 
economic diversity and quality of life.

Low income countries
Countries in the low income group, as defi ned in Income groups.

Middle income countries
Countries in the lower middle and upper middle income groups (see Income groups).

Millennium Development Goals
A set of eight international development goals for 2015, adopted by the international community in 
the UN Millennium Declaration in September 2000, and endorsed by IMF,  World Bank and OECD. 

Multilateral aid
Aid channelled through international bodies for use in or on behalf of aid recipient countries. Aid 
channelled through multilateral agencies is regarded as bilateral where DFID specifi es the use and 
destination of the funds.

Non-governmental organisations
Private non-profi t making bodies, which are active in development work. To qualify for offi cial 
support, UK non-governmental organisations must be registered charities.

Offi cial development assistance
Offi cial development assistance is defi ned as those fl ows to developing countries and multilateral 
institutions provided by offi cial agencies or by their executive agencies, which meet the following 
tests:

a. It is administered with the promotion of the economic development and welfare of developing 
countries as its main objective.

b. It is concessional in character and conveys a grant element of at least 25%.

From 2005 only aid to countries on the DAC List of Recipients of Offi cial Development Assistance is 
eligible to be recorded as ODA.

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)
A group of major industrial countries promoting growth and high employment among its members, 
fostering international trade and contributing to global economic development.

Ownership
Partner countries exercise effective leadership over their development policies and strategies and 
co-ordinate development actions.

Paris Declaration
The Paris Declaration is an international agreement in which over one hundred countries and 
organisations committed to continue to increase efforts in harmonisation, alignment and managing aid 
for results with a set of monitorable actions and indicators. Source: www.oecd.org.



Annex B: Glossary and abbreviations 117

Poverty reduction budget support
Poverty reduction budget support is a form of fi nancial aid in which funds are provided directly to a 
partner government’s central exchequer to support that government’s programmes. This can be in the 
form of general budget support (not directed at particular sectors) or sector budget support.

Poverty Reduction Strategies (PRSs)
PRSs are prepared by partner country governments, often in collaboration with development partners. 
They describe the country’s macroeconomic, structural and social policies and programmes to 
promote growth and reduce poverty.

Predictability
A measure of how predictable fl ows of aid to developing partner countries are. This includes the 
extent to which aid promised within a given year is delivered and how many years in the future 
donors provide information about aid to be provided.

Programme aid
Programme aid is fi nancial assistance specifi cally to fund (i) a range of general imports, or (ii) an 
integrated programme of support for a particular sector, or (iii) discrete elements of a recipient’s 
budgetary expenditure. In most cases, support is provided as part of a World Bank/International 
Monetary Fund co-ordinated structural adjustment programme.

Public fi nancial management
A public fi nancial management (PFM) system has three key objectives: to maintain fi scal discipline 
(securing stewardship), keeping spending within limits created by the ability to raise revenue and keeping 
debt within levels that are not prohibitively expensive to service; to promote strategic priorities 
(enabling transformation) – allocating and spending resources in those areas that make the greatest 
contribution to the government’s objectives; and to deliver value for money (supporting performance) 
– effi cient and effective use of resources in the implementation of strategic priorities.

Regional development banks
International development banks, which serve particular regions, for example the African 
Development Bank or the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development.

Remittances
Remittances are monies sent from one individual or household to another. International remittances 
are those sent by migrant workers who left their home country. Domestic remittances are those sent 
by migrant workers who left their home village or town to work elsewhere in their home country 
(e.g. rural-urban migration; sometimes also referred to as national remittances). Communal or 
collective remittances are monies sent by migrant associations or church groups to their home 
communities. Typically remittances are in cash rather than goods. Imports or goods purchased on 
location are, however, also common.

Scaling up
Identifying the most effective ways to channel additional resources in order to maximise impact on 
the MDGs.

Sector
One of the areas of recipient countries’ economic or social structures that aid is intended to support. 
DFID categorises its aid into eight broad sectors: Economic, Education, Health, Governance, Social, 
Rural Livelihoods, Environment and Humanitarian Assistance.
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Security sector
The security sector is defi ned as those who are, or should be, responsible for protecting the state and 
communities within the state. This includes military, paramilitary, intelligence and police services as 
well as those civilian structures responsible for oversight and control of the security forces and for the 
administration of justice.

Spending review
A fundamental re-evaluation of priorities, objectives and targets by the UK government, which 
establishes a three-year planning cycle including spending plans, for all Departments. The 2007 
Comprehensive Spending Review runs from 2008-09 to 20010-11.

Technical co-operation/technical assistance
Technical co-operation is the provision of advice and/or skills, in the form of specialist personnel, 
training and scholarship, grants for research and associated costs.

Untied aid 
Aid that is given where donors do not insist that it is spent on goods and services from the donor 
country in favour of giving unrestricted access to those who can compete best on price, quality and 
service.

World Bank
The term World Bank is commonly used to refer to the International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development and the International Development Association. Three other agencies are also part of 
the World Bank, the International Finance Corporation, the Multilateral Investment Guarantee 
Agency and the International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes. Together these 
organisations are referred to as the World Bank Group.

World Trade Organisation
The World Trade Organisation exists to ensure that trade between nations fl ows as smoothly, 
predictably and freely as possible. To achieve this, the World Trade Organisation provides and regulates 
the legal framework that governs world trade. Decisions in the World Trade Organisation are typically 
taken by consensus among the 146 member countries and are ratifi ed by members’ parliaments.
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Abbreviations

ACP Africa, Caribbean and the Pacifi c

ACTs Artemisinin Combination Therapy

AIDS Acquired Immune Defi ciency Syndrome

AMFm Affordable Medicines Facility for Malaria

ARTF Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust Fund

ARV Anti-retrovirals

BSF Basic Services Fund

CDC CDC Group plc formerly Commonwealth Development Corporation

CSOs Civil Society Organisations

DAC  Development Assistance Committee of the Organisation for Economic 
Co-operation and Development

DECC Department of Energy and Climate Change

DDA Doha Development Agenda

DFID Department for International Development

DHS Demographic and Health Survey

DPA Development Partnership Agreement

DRC Democratic Republic of Congo

EFA Education For All

EIB European Investment Bank

EPAs Economic Partnership Agreements

ESSPIN Education Sector Support Programme in Nigeria

EU European Union

FAO Food and Agriculture Organisation of the United Nations

FCO Foreign and Commonwealth Offi ce

FDI Foreign Direct Investment

FTI Fast Track Initiative

G7/G8 Group of seven/eight leading industrialised nations

GAVI Global Alliance for Vaccines and Immunisation

GBS General Budget Support

GDP Gross domestic product
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GEF Global Environment Facility

GEQIP General Education Quality Improvement Programme

GFATM Global Fund to Fight AIDS, TB and Malaria

GNI Gross national income

GTLP Global Trade Liquidity Programme

HIPC Heavily Indebted Poor Countries

HIV Human Immunodefi ciency Virus

HMT Her Majesty’s Treasury

IDA International Development Assistance

IFAD International Fund for Agricultural Development

IFC International Finance Corporation

IHP International Health Partnerships

IMF International Monetary Fund

LEAP Livelihoods Empowerment Against Poverty

LHW Lady Health Workers

LIC Low income country

LLINs Long Lasting Insecticide Treated Nets

MDG Millennium Development Goal

MDTF Multi Donor Trust Fund

MENA Middle East and North Africa

MoD Ministry of Defence

NGO Non-governmental organisation

NREG Natural Resources and Environmental Governance

OCHA United Nations Offi ce for the Co-ordination of Humanitarian Affairs

ODA Offi cial development assistance

OECD Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development

PBS Protection of Basic Services Programme

PEFA Public expenditure and fi nancial accountability

PFM Public Financial Management

PMTCT Prevention of Mother to Child Treatment
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PQ Portfolio Quality

PRBS Poverty Reduction Budget Support

PRSC Poverty Reduction Support Credit 9

PSI Population Services International

SBS Sector Budget Support

SEQAP School Education Quality Assurance Project

SPW Student Partnership Worldwide

TB Tuberculosis

UK United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

UN United Nations

UNAIDS Joint United Nations Programme on HIV & AIDS

UNDP United Nations Development Programme

UNEP United Nations Environment Programme

UNESCO United Nations Educational, Scientifi c and Cultural Organisation

UNFPA United Nations Population Fund

UNHCR United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees

UNICEF United Nations Children’s Fund

UNIDO United Nations Industrial Development Organisation

UNITAID United Nations International Drug Purchasing Facility

USAID United States of America Agency for International Development

VPA Voluntary Partnership Agreements

WASH Water, Sanitation and Hygiene Programme

WB World Bank

WFP World Food Programme

WHO World Health Organization

WTO World Trade Organisation
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