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Our Experience 
Did result based  focus helped to get more 

results for our aid?  

  
 

* –VT up from 35 to 43% (38% after “riders”) 

*–VT indicators down (from average 15 to 12) 

*–VT indicator type and sector shares similar 

*–VT disbursements slightly down (from 71% to 66%) 

*•Mix of indicators: Commission focus on outcomes 
important, but not as exclusive as perceived 

*•No clear picture regarding differences in performance of 
different types of indicator 

*•Incentive effects? In medium term -indicator stability is 
important 

*•Broader assessment of rationale for results not tested 

 



* Evolution of Outcome/Impact Indicators 

 in Heath and Education
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*  

*"The Agenda for Change" (October 2011) the 

Commission proposes a common results 

reporting framework.  

 

*Busan Outcome Document (December 2011) 

Country results frameworks to assess progress          

of aid.  

 

*Council Conclusion on Agenda for Change 

(May 2012)  

Reinforces commitments to common result 

approaches at EU level.   

 



* Learning 

 

RBM has been moving "up and down".. 

 

Strong push for clear reporting on "operational" 
results frameworks coming EU Institutions 
(Parliament, Court of Auditors)  

 

Experience for Development  

   Banks (WB, AdB)  and DfID  

 

More confortable with  

"common approach" rather than  

"common frameworks"   
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 



EU Experts Group & Working Group  
  

Main objective: sharing experience and 
contribute to  the design of an EU results 
framework  

Link with Busan country level process.  
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-
results-3rd-meeting 

 

Indicator guidance for 2014-20 programming process 

 

Main aim: provide guidance on key sector 
indicators 

.  

 

* Current Work – Highlights

7 

http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting
http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/results/event/eu-expert-group-results-3rd-meeting


Staff Working Document 
 

This will set out the objectives and process for 

introducing a Results Framework in Europaid.  

 

Results Study  

  
Study launched to assist in preparation of result  framework. It will 
include lessons from other donors/  multilateral development banks, 
outline of  EU results framework and assessment  of results and 
indicators  used in draft programming documents.   

 

 

 

* Current Work – Highlights
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Current Work – Challenges  
 

Agency level  

Programming: stronger accent on result reporting 

System or ad hoc Survey?  

Attribution vs Contribution  

Standardise indicators  

 

Programme Level  

Development of new ROM methodology (Result Based Monitoring , 
incl. Budget Support).  

Coverage 

 

Country level  

Post-Busan: country result and accountability agreement 

 How much can be used country framework?  





 Thank you !  


