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The Fourth High Level Forum on Aid Effectiveness 
and ADB’s Role

Purpose 
From 29 November to 1 December 2011, the Fourth 
High Level Forum on Aid Effectiveness (HLF-4)  
in Busan, Republic of Korea, will review progress  
made on the aid effectiveness framework provided 
by the 2005 Paris Declaration and the 2008 Accra 
Agenda for Action. It will help shape the future 
international aid agenda, recognizing the new 
players, partnerships, and challenges facing the 
world today. This is a key milestone for improving aid 
effectiveness and in achieving the 2015 Millennium 
Development Goals.

Themes 
The main themes for HLF-4 include: 
•	 results and accountability,
•	 transparency and predictability, 
•	 managing fragmentation, 
•	 south–south and triangular cooperation,
•	 fragile states,
•	 climate	finance,
•	 effective institutions and policies, and 
•	 the private sector and development. 

Outcome 
A short, political Busan Outcome Document is 
expected at the end of the forum. This aims to 
achieve a consensus on the future aid framework 
for development effectiveness, based on lessons 
from past evidence and recognizing the evolving aid 
architecture in recent years. 

ADB’s Role 
The Asian Development Bank (ADB) participated 
in all three previous high-level forums on aid 
effectiveness in Rome (2003), Paris (2005), and 
Accra (2008) and contributed to their outcomes. 
In 2010, ADB was also engaged in the High Level 
Event on South–South Cooperation (SSC) and 
Capacity Development in Bogota, which resulted in 
the Bogota Statement on South–South Cooperation. 
ADB is playing a similarly active role at HLF-4 and 
has been involved in discussions on all the main 
themes listed above. ADB’s main messages for  
HLF-4 on SSC and the results agenda include:

•	 Managing for Results: Managing for 
Development Results (MfDR) remains central 
to both development and aid effectiveness. In 
cooperation	with	the	Asia–Pacific	Community	of	
Practice (CoP) on MfDR, other regional CoPs, 
the Organisation for Economic Co-operation 
and Development (OECD), and the Republic 
of Korea, ADB coordinated a joint forum 
on “Delivering Results through an Effective 
Public Sector” in September 2011. The forum 
reinforced partner country messages through 
the Seoul Statement on Results to help shape 
the results agenda for HLF-4 and beyond. Key 
messages focused on (i) capacity building 
for results-based public sector management, 
(ii) reinforcing results-based aid management 
of donors, and (iii) enhancing the role of CoPs 
to nurture change agents in partner countries. 



These conclusions were incorporated by a 
large number of development partners in a 
subsequent workshop on results held in Berlin, 
Germany,	that	identified	possible	results	
priorities for HLF-4.

•	 South–South Cooperation: SSC and 
knowledge	exchange	are	significant	contributors	
to the impressive growth seen in Asia and the 
Pacific.	Regional	cooperation	is	one	of	the	core	
areas of operations in ADB’s long-term strategy, 
Strategy 2020. ADB’s SSC and knowledge 
sharing is based on partner country leadership 
and capacity development. Examples of such 
effective and demand-driven forms of SSC 
include the ADB and the People’s Republic of 
China joint knowledge sharing platform initiative; 
subregional initiatives, such as the Greater 
Mekong Subregion Program; and the Asia–
Pacific	CoP	on	MfDR.	While	SSC	has	great	
potential to address development challenges 
globally, for it to be truly successful, there is 
a need for systematic matching of demand 
with supply. Regional organizations such as 
ADB are well suited to act as facilitators in this 
process. The development community needs 
to identify (i) ways to systematically create and 
manage knowledge on good practices in SSC; 
and (ii) appropriate institutional mechanisms for 
doing so, preferably through existing institutions 
rather than by creating new institutions.

In addition, ADB, together with the United Nations 
Development Programme, is supporting its developing 
member countries to identify key issues and prepare 
policy briefs with key messages for HLF-4 through 
the multidonor-funded Capacity Development for 
Development Effectiveness Facility. An Asia and the 
Pacific regional perspectives document is also being 
prepared. ADB is also facilitating the participation of 
developing countries and civil society organizations, 
including those from outside Asia and the Pacific, 
at HLF-4 through a trust fund set up by ADB and 
financed through contributions from bilateral, 
multilateral, and individual donors.

ADB’s Efforts in Mainstreaming Aid Effectiveness 
At the institutional level, ADB has mainstreamed 
the Paris Declaration principles in its policies and 
operations. In 2008, ADB adopted a corporate 
results framework, which enables it to assess its 
performance in the context of development results. 
ADB Management and staff use results information—

analyzed and assessed in an annual development 
effectiveness review (DEfR) using a performance 
scorecard—to identify performance problems and 
take	corrective	action.	While	the	ADB	corporate	
results framework and DEfR continue to be further 
refined based on international good practices, they 
have already been an inspiration to other multilateral 
and bilateral development partners.

ADB was the only multilateral development bank 
that participated in both phase 1 (2008) and 
phase 2 (2011) of the independent evaluations of 
the Paris Declaration, commissioned by OECD’s 
Development Assistance Committee (DAC). 
The phase 2 study found that ADB Management 
had responded positively to the findings and 
recommendations of the phase 1 study, and that, 
overall, ADB had already substantially implemented 
its commitments under the Paris Declaration and 
the Accra Agenda for Action.

ADB’s Progress on its Paris Declaration 
Commitments 
ADB monitors its performance on aid effectiveness 
through annual internal monitoring surveys on the 
Paris Declaration indicators. The average results  
of the three surveys for 2008–2010 are shown in 
Figure 1.1

Good progress relative to other development 
partners. Compared with the 32 other major 
development partners surveyed by OECD–DAC 
in its 2011 Paris Declaration monitoring survey, 
ADB’s performance was the strongest in terms 
of aligning aid with national priorities and use of 
country public financial management systems. ADB 
was among the top 10 in avoiding parallel project 
implementation units, aid predictability, and use of 
program-based approaches. However, it lagged 
in coordinating technical assistance, in the use of 
national procurement systems, and in conducting 
joint missions and joint analyses. 

ADB ranked highly in independent assessments. 
ADB performed well in recent assessments of aid 
quality conducted by the United Kingdom’s Department 
for International Development’s 2011 Multilateral 
Aid Review, the Government of Australia’s 2011 
Independent Review of Aid Effectiveness, the 2010 
Multilateral Organisation Performance Assessment 
Network Common Approach, and the Brookings-
Center for Global Development 2010 Quality of Official 
Development Assistance Assessment.
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1 ADB uses the same or adaptations of the 12 indicators and targets used by the Development Assistance Committee of the 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD-DAC) in its monitoring surveys.
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Figure 1 ADB Progress in Meeting Paris Declaration Targets  
(2008–2010 Average)

PFM = public financial management, PIU = project implementation unit.

Note: The percentage of bilateral aid that is untied (Indicator 8) does not apply to ADB because all ADB aid is untied.
a For these indicators, the average country ratio, and not the weighted ratio, is used.
b Figures refer to number of parallel project implementation units.

Source: Asian Development Bank estimates.
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