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Cooperation beyond trade
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Korea and Countries in the Middle East:

Cooperation beyond trade

Dr. Darwish Almoharby?),
College of Commerce and Economics,
Sultan Qaboos University

Abstract.

Korea is often cited as a benchmark for economic development and growth. A question
that is frequently posed: how could Korea, small in size as it is and with recognizable
paucity of natural resources occupies a leading economic position in the international arena?
While this paper does not endeavor to address this and other related questions in details, it
however seeks to highlight some important elements that may provide some preliminary
suggestions, and to stimulate further discussion on enhancing and sustaining cooperation
between Korea and countries in the Middle East. The paper attributes the Korean success to
its human element and entrepreneurial mentality as much as its industrial advancement.
Hence, in developing the central thesis of this paper, the role of entrepreneurialism is
brought to the fore as a crucial strategy vis-a-vis economic growth and social development
beyond the oil era, and as a mechanism for sounder and more sustainable cooperation. The
paper hopes to stimulate discussion through a review of the literature and by means of
explanation of the importance of entrepreneurship particularly in the area of education.
From a presentation of assorted ideas and issues, propositions for future cooperation are

formulated to serve as foundations for objective and sustainable collaborative engagement.

1) Assistant professor, Dept. of Management, Sultan Qaboos university; Academic program reviewer and Quality
Assurance expert for the UNDP. His research interests focus on organizational behavior and management decision
making which he confines to areas of small & medium enterprises, enterpreneurship and leadership.
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| . Introduction

A cursory glace at the history of South Korea (hereafter referred to as Korea)
shows that it experienced long periods of insulation particularly in the last quarter
of the nineteenth century. In addition, it shows that as a result of many divergent
reasons, the country’s economy has witnessed crippling phases. A notable one of
these is the North/South partition. According to Muller (1997), this adversely
effected the South but not as much the North which enjoyed superiority in natural
resources necessary for industrialization. These resources generated most of the
peninsula’s hydroelectric power and produced 86 percent of the region heavy
industry output. Moreover, and as a direct result of the partition, Korea lost its
natural market as well as its supplies of electricity and coal from the North.

The situation was aggravated further by acute shortage of trained personnel,
food and housing, coupled with severe unemployment and inflation. Korea was
made to face huge waves of refugees and repatriates from Japan which according
to Reeve (1989) swell then 6 million population by additional 2.5 million between
1945 and 1949. The Korean War (1950-1953) brought about additional and
overwhelming layers of economic and social difficulties and perhaps brought
various national aspects to a halt. It is only during the sixties that Korea started
to put more emphasis on economic growth under the leadership of Park and his
successor Chun Doo Hwan. Korea experienced unprecedented encouragement for
rapid economic development through the provision of industrialization. During the
decades to follow, and with the worldwide turbulences, Korea experienced unique
economic fortunes and was able to navigate its international strategic policies and
national decision making in a systematic and effective style. Indeed, during the
1997 region-wide financial catastrophe, Korea experienced its worst economic
crisis since the Korean war but it made a speedy recovery where in 1999 the
economy grow at 10.7 (OECD, 2000).
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Today, Korea stands as a world-class ‘industrial front” and an inspiring
example for economic and social development. For a rather extended period of
time and decades of continuous and sustainable and perpetuated growth since the
sixties of the last century, Korea’s real capita GND increase at an annual rate of
almost 7 per cent making it the most rapid economic growth ever achieved by a
country with large population (Mahler, 1990). According to the World Bank
(1993) attribute this to four interconnected and equally important phases: (1)
Export take off (1961-1973), (2) Heavy and chemical industries (HCI) drive
(1973-1979), (3) Functional incentives and liberalization (1980s).

Il. Korea, the Experience and the lessons

World Bank (1993) affirms that future-outward-looking strategy coupled with low
inflation, macroeconomic stability, a strong global connection, research and development,
and an adaptive educational system were major factors for the advancement of the
economy. In fact Korean economy has been witnessing marked and rapid growth and
higher standards of living than most of the developing countries. According to Salih
(2005), policy makers in Korea were instrumental in their indiscriminative approach to
industrialization. Agricultural and rural areas had their appropriate share of
encouragement and institutional care. There has been a tremendous effort to generate and
further enhance a cooperative culture between stakeholders such as the government,
public services and the private sector, a well planned and a coordinated approach with
arch type effects (Wade, 1990). According to Lee and Naya (1988), Korea paved the way
for systematic liftoff of industry through strategic policies both in electrical equipments
and heavy engineering products (e.g. ships, machinery, oil rigs, etc).

Appropriate coordination of national effort is fundamental to success in areas
of economic growth and social development (Almaharbi & Khan, 2007). With
these coordinated policies and their spillover, Korea’s international trade was able
to secure its position respectable among the most dynamic economies of all
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developing countries. Salih (2005) suggest the following eight reasons, listed below
due to their importance:
(1) High savings which have been channeled into meaningful and successful

domestic investments.

(2) Encouragement of technological innovations that culminated in a recursive
relationship between the agricultural and the industrial sectors. Specifically, for
the case of Korea the agricultural sector was pulled along by a dynamic industrial
sector, thereby generating an accelerator impact on the whole economy.

(3) Adaptive institutions that have facilitated cooperation and coordination between
economic agents, private and public sectors, and society at large.

(4) Concerted and concurrent manpower programs that have been based on science
and technology.

(5) Intellectual ability which has facilitated the adoption of new ideas.

(6) Fiscal responsibility and the development of modern financial systems.

(7) Conformity to - Western and American - international economic and political
order.

(8) Stable, capable and responsible governments that are more motivated by

economic than political determinants.

Notwithstanding these elements and their ever-active and sustainable role, we argue
here that Korea perhaps excelled due to its entrepreneurial mentality and enterprise
culture. This is extremely important and would continue in the decades to come. We
single out the entrepreneurial mentality because resources and availability of capital may
not always result in economic and human prosperity. It is sometimes puzzling to the mind
how stagnant other countries; those with abundance of resources and massive financial
and human capital. It is equally bewildering how many countries failed to assert
themselves in the arena of innovation and entrepreneurialism. Here we contemplate that it
is this innovative and creative state of affairs that perhaps makes today’s Korea which

now speeds ahead of international players into the knowledge age, boasting the most
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networked society on earth, a mass of highly educated people and a ubiquitous innovation
system (Innovations, 2007). This has been made possible due to active involvement
between the government and private sectors. According to Innovation (2007), both
government and businesses are investing in a national undertaking with staggering figures
that read as follows:

1. Total R&D investment has reached nearly 3 percent of GDP, amounting to US$25
billion in 2006, the sixth highest rate in the world. Private industry accounts for 75
percent of this.

2. Ten next-generation technologies were designated in 2003, intended to be drivers
of Korea’s ‘second leap’ to GDP of US$20,000 per capita by 2012.

3. Enrolment in higher education was only 200,000 in 1970 and now tops 3,500,000,
a 18-fold increase. Over the same period, R&D investment grew tenfold.
Government aims to increase the R&D workforce to 270,000 in 2007.

4. Ten ministries are investing in biotechnology, aiming to put Korea in the top three
countries in biotech by 2015.

5. Government plans are for Korea to have ten cutting-edge nanotechnologies and

12,600 nanotechnology experts by 2010.

lIl. Why entrepreneurship-based cooperation

This paper endeavors to promote an entrepreneurial-based cooperation for two
reasons. First, as mentioned earlier, Korea serves as a world-class model. Second,
entrepreneurialism is required by countries in the Middle East for economic and social
development (Khan & Almoharby, 2007). The role of entrepreneurship and small
businesses in economic development and employment generation is widely recognized
(OECD: 1998). Since the early 1980s, interest in entrepreneurship and small business
enterprises has been growing steadily around the world. In order to encourage and

stimulate entrepreneurship, many government and private organizations, including
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universities, colleges, and institutes around the world have launched numerous programs
and initiatives. Small and medium enterprises are now increasingly seen as the savior of
economies particularly in the developing countries. Many argue that some big projects,
no matter how attractive they may appear, are in most cases capital intensive. This means
that if solving unemployment is one of the aims, creation of jobs may not figure
extensively. Small businesses require smaller budgets and smaller number of employees.
Individuals as such may contemplate creation of their own opportunities, and hence
become more innovative. In all its forms, private sector nowadays plays a major role in
economic prosperity of many countries. Most of these have witnessed huge numbers of
young entrepreneurs who have made significant contribution.

To mention just a few, SMEs now account for 99 percent of activity in the
EU, according to the “European competitiveness report” (Commission of the
European Communities, 2003). Korea estimates show that small and medium
enterprises contribute 99 percent of the GNP, with the existence of more than 2.4
million of such businesses. In the UK there are more than 4 million small
businesses, employing 12.6 million people representing 56 percent of private sector
workforce. Together they account for more than 99percent of the total number of
UK firms and generate 52 percent of total national turnover (Griffiths, 2004).
Canada on the other hand has the second highest rate of new business creation
among industrialized nations. There are 2.6 million small businesses, and
self-employed individuals in Canada account to 60 percent of all private sector
employment and almost half of private sector GDP (Doucet, 2002). There is a
spectrum of achievement in this front in the Scandinavian countries both in
entrepreneurship education and market-oriented SMEs. Other examples can be cited
in Malaysia, Thailand, Singapore, India, Hong Kong, and China. As a result of
economic and social challenges in countries around the world, many young
graduates increasingly aspire to establish new business start-ups or become
self-employed. In many cases this aspiration meets success, but for others this

may become a financially disastrous endeavor.
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Many of these perhaps lack necessary training, experience, and more importantly
enough financial support to cater for their businesses. In many cases, some of these
assume the risk of establishing business ventures, driven most of the time, by
important factors to them such as guaranteed employment and other financial
rewards. In many cases these end up suffering failure and incurring huge financial
burden as many of them resort to money lending agencies or to family and
friends’ support (Almoharby & Choudhry 2007). Governments on the other side
aspire to maintain economic stability, growth, and sustain social and human
development through the creation of appropriate jobs. In so doing, the two strands,
the individual and the government, confront different but interrelated sets of
challenges. Changes in international arena, such as internationalization, globalization,
WTO, and politics in general add other layers of difficulties in addressing these
challenges. Governments and individuals often find themselves forced to conform to

international standards and benchmarking with all that they bring along.

IV. Points of concern and debate

All this been said, and as entrepreneurship sustain its vibrancy, and as more
governments realize its adequacy to economic and social development, its role becomes
more nationally and internationally rewarding. And as small businesses nullify larger
organization, at least in the creativity aspect, entrepreneurship looks set to gain more
momentum and wider recognition. No doubt that during the post Second World War area,
and in the period when large firms had not yet assumed their powerful position of the
1960s and 1970s, small business was not seen as pressing tool for economic efficiency,
but was seen appropriate for political and social purposes (Turik and Wennekers, 2004).
This collides head-on with earlier thoughts that supported larger firms. For example,
although scholars such as Schumpeter argue that innovation and technological change of

a nation comes from the entrepreneurs, or what he refers to as “wild spirits’ (Schumpeter
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2007, Wikipedia), small business will eventually fall victim to its own inefficiency.
Consequently Small businesses dissolve in history, leaving the future solely in the hands
of larger firms. The other view held and for which Schumpeter is known is the notion of
‘creative destruction” where he believed capitalism would eventually perish of its own
success, giving way to some form of public control or socialism (Schumpeter 2007,
Britannica). Since then, and in view of current affaires of the economy world-wide, the
fortune of entrepreneurship and small business surely has changed dramatically.
Entrepreneurship and SMEs seem to be driving many economies, and with this comes a
challenging task. A heavy weight is now placed on business schools and others to make
sure that graduates are entrepreneurially viable.

But first, how do economies reach a stage where entrepreneurship is both
effective and beneficial for governments and individuals? In the narrow sense, the
elements of education and systems vis-a-vis policies and governance need to be
illuminated. With the simplest definition of management being working with and
through people, the human element abounds. The whole issue of entrepreneurship
and systems need to be modularized in order to understand its wide range of
consequences. In addition to this, there is also a vital need to differentiate between
entrepreneurship as a form of business operation and entrepreneurial conduct. Since
entrepreneurship is considered sometimes synonymous to creativity, then its
ramification is archetype and its conduct helps shape entire systems. As such,
innovators regardless of their functional and ideological background are often
involved in the radical entrepreneurial tasks in organizations which are often
dictated by turbulent business environments (Foxall & Minkes, 1996). It is perhaps
fitting to argue here that entrepreneurial conduct is the grease that keeps the wheels
of nations moving properly and smoothly. This conduct requires nurturing and good
care and comes through a spectrum of elements not least through proper education.
At any rate, it does not serve justice to entrepreneurship viewing it in the narrow
tunnel of self-employment, since it provides wider contributions in the process of

acquiring knowledge and skills necessary for varied careers (Young, 1997).

38



It may also be appropriate to argue that when economic and social affairs in
countries huff and puff, policy makers usually resort to education as their savior.
Education and economy have an interdependent relation, success or failure in one
makes it either easier or more difficult to address the other. With its apparent role
in the economy and the labor market, education also ‘underpins the functions of
citizenship and everyday life, including active participation in the social and
political structure, child-rearing and family life, and recreational activity in the
broadest sense’ (Bynner, 1998). With regard to business education, in the last few
decades, waves of students have been undertaking business programs for two
interconnected hopes. Through business education, governments on the one side
aspire to find solutions to their national and international affairs, and on the other
side, individuals aspire to take active role, guarantee good living and generate an
income that see them through daily life.

As mentioned earlier, more and more, universities and business schools in
particular, are now placed on sharper focus; this is where business education takes
over in countries; with important roles they are expected to assume in building
capable management workforce, one that is able to cope with the ever-increasing
challenges (Gill & Lashine, 2003). As argued previously, entrepreneurial education
is seen as an important mechanism to address the many issues that government
and individuals face. And with this important responsibility comes accountability.
In addition to increasing competition in academic market (Melcher, 1998),
education system confront ever-increasing difficulties in maintaining requisite
funding levels from governments and fee-paying students and parents, and more
importantly in legitimatizing their existence (Liu & Dubinsky, 2000). So what
questions may confront governments and business education, particularly in the
area of entrepreneurship?

Four important questions that lend themselves here are asked by Levenburg et al
(2006): (1) To what extent do students across the university population possess the

characteristics that are commonly viewed as indicators of entrepreneurial intent, (2) To
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what extent do students have an interest in innovating new products or services? (3) What
is the level and extent of interest in taking new venture courses (i.e., entrepreneurship)?
(4) Are there differences between business entrepreneurship and none-business
entrepreneurship in regard to their entrepreneurial intent and interest in entrepreneurship
curricula? Findings of this research illustrate clearly that ‘entrepreneurial spirit is alive
and well across the university population’ since a recognizable percentage of students
showed aspiration toward engagement in the field of entrepreneurship regardless of their
academic specialization.

Taking these findings into consideration, this study by Levenburg et al suggest that
business schools look beyond their own traditional constituent and majors. This they
recon will position them well to widen their role by asserting a more interdisciplinary
approach by serving a wider university students’ population. This in turn means that
series of actions should take place. First business schools should redefine their visions
and missions. Second they need to reshape their market scope to evaluate the roles that
they may play in supporting this new initiative. Thereafter more micro level actions are
required. These range from developing the curriculum and courses, to modifying their
marketing and admission criteria and beyond. Here wee however recognize that this
particular study is limited to students enrolled in a U.S. university and calls for more
research from other countries to provide a much needed comparison and to establish a
much clearer worldwide picture. University-wide entrepreneurial programs were found a
worthy undertaking.

Moreover, Souitaris et al (2007) reached a variety of conclusions that emphasized the
inspirational role of such education contending that ‘universities that want to assess the
effectiveness of their programs should capture not only how much their students learn
about entrepreneurship or whether they are satisfied with the course, but also whether
they are inspired from the program’. It is this inspirational element that they found
science and engineering students had more intention towards self-employment. This
supports earlier findings by Kolvereid & Moen (1997) who found entrepreneurship to

some extent is a function of factors which can be altered through education, and similarly
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by Hanns et al (2007) who give engineers higher cushions over other professionals in
organization for their developmental and innovative mentality that is most suited for
entrepreneurship. These findings also suggest that graduates who have taken a major in
entrepreneurship have stronger entrepreneurial intentions and act more entrepreneurially
than other graduates. This ties well with theory of planned behavior (see for example
Ajzen 1991 and Shapiro & Watson, 2000) which argues that inherent ambitions of
individuals can be treated as helpful predictors of potential for future careers.

The call for more worldwide research in this area of business is justifiable and
extremely necessary. Many countries around the world have been aspiring to create
conducive environment for the growing interest in business ventures. This aspiration in
not geographical or region-specific since countries in the developed West and less
developed countries require remedies to divergent problems and challenges. In fact there
is numerous research work that has been carried out in recent years to address some of
these issues. In a longitudinal study that spanned from 1995 to 2004 of entrepreneurship
education in UK, Matlay & Cary (2007) found that at least 40 universities provided some
courses in small business and entrepreneurship education. Similar findings were reported
by Bennett (2006) who found 68 percent of vacancies advertised by student recruitment
web sites of 121 British university-level institutions included the word
“entrepreneurship” or a similar term.

Nevertheless, during the past decade, entrepreneurship and SMEs education have not
had an easy ride; the area has been marked by a slow pace and continuous doubt. Matlay
& Cary argue that during the first five years (1995-1999) it appears that new universities
were keener and more proactive than older higher education institutes, in their offering of
designated small business and entrepreneurship education courses. This they reiterate
explains the consensus amongst policy makers, researchers and business observers in the
UK that entrepreneurship education in significantly increasing both in number and quality
of graduate entrepreneurs entering the economy. Still much is needed in order to boost
entrepreneurial activities in the UK since as argued by Bygrave et al (2001) little attention

is paid to teaching entrepreneurship at all levels of British educational system offering a
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remedy by introduction of entrepreneurial projects in schools and more creative teaching
methods and by what he terms ‘can do’ culture and ‘confidence’. Thurik (2003) argues
that in the UK, the overall business environment is pernicious when entrepreneurial
education is considered. He explains that there exist many barriers to small business
start-up and development. These include negative attitudes towards self-employment and
wealth generation, lack of attention in entrepreneurship education, lack of sound
entrepreneurial teaching methods, financial gap small and risky, potentially high-growth
ventures, burden of start-up procedures which inhibits creation of employment and
expansion of existing businesses.

Nevertheless, there is an assumption that those who have entrepreneurship education
can be positively influenced towards an alternative career path. Entrepreneurship
education is seen to simultaneously equip the would-be entrepreneur with the necessary
knowledge and skills to start up, manage and develop an economically viable business. It
is also seen to create wealth and reduce unemployment. Not many will dispute the notion
that entrepreneurs contribute to industrialization and economic growth, they improve
living standards and tax revenues from their enterprises contribute to a nation’s treasury
(Dana, 2001). However, this forecasted and perceived good comes with some caveats.
Matlay & Cary (2007) argue that policy makers are still left to question the relevance and
efficiency of a growing number of entrepreneurship courses as well as the viability of
allocating funding for this particular sector. In fact for decades, business education has
been under the scrutiny of viability. Traditional business education in the more
established majors (i.e. management, finance, and accounting) has been attracting

increasing doubts.

V. Discussion and Concluding Remarks

Korea serves as a fine example of economic development and growth. It is also a
benchmark for innovation, industrialization and human development. Historical

underpinnings and out-looking strategies provided the country with tremendous experience
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and hence have been able to be a major international economic and industrial force. In a
span of few decades Korea underwent a total transformation from a consumer of
technological appliances to a leading manufacturer of internationally acclaimed brands.
This has been viewed as a commendable act in the form of economic and social miracle.

Over the past few decades, Korea and many countries in the Middle East
enjoyed beneficial bilateral relations in areas of natural resources, industries, and
international trade. Today there are a number of long-term agreements that have
forged business partnerships with local companies (e.g. Oman, Saudi Arabia, and
Qatar). According to the Korean Ambassador to Qatar HE. Kim Jong-yong
(http://www.korea.net/News), Korea depends on the Middle East for 80 percent of
its energy and for marketing and selling Korean products which he estimates 50
percent of air conditioners and 90 percent of flat-panel TVs. In addition, he
iterates that the Middle East has a great potential to grow into a market for
Korean luxury goods including expensive car and other sectors such as
construction. According to Kim (2007), for example, bilateral relation with Dubai
scored an impressive trade volume of almost US$10 billion in 2005. In addition,
Korean companies are now taking active role in the development boom; one of
these is currently building 'Burj Dubai', which will be the world’s highest building
when completed 162 stories, 800m around, with the goal of completion by the
end of 2008. With the current and forecasted trade and economic relations, Korea
may act as a catalyst in the area of entrepreneurship and SMEs. Spurred by
improvements in corporate innovation, market efficiency and financial industry, the
latest statistics (31 Oct 07) on global competitiveness ranking reports that Korea
jumped 12 notches from last year housing itself in 11th place in 2008.

In addition, Korea is ranked 26th, up from 42nd place in terms of institutions,
16th spot in terms of infrastructure, 8th in terms of macro-economic environment,
and 9th in terms of business sophistication. This is very commendable achievement
and a marked change from the its economic situation post 1997 crisis. The World

Bank then emphasized that Korea needed to create ‘a flexible, adaptable,
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market-based network economy and creative Society (World Bank, 2000). The
World Bank at that time also recommended that Korea changes the government
role, promotes competition, entrepreneurship, and deregulate the market in order to
unleash the creative energy of individuals and the private sector. Woo and Suh
(2007) believe that Korea benefited from its KBE master plan 1999. The plan was
a transitional masterpiece which endeavored to make the entire society more
suitable for the creation, dissemination, and exploitation of Knowledge. Judging by
these assertions and the latest world ranking, it leaves no doubts that a great deal
have already been achieved.

This is one strong attribute of the industrialization and innovation experience
that Korea has been enjoying. According to local circumstances, countries in the
Middle East may endeavor to put in place strategic and long term plans in order
to establish or enhance their industries and to boost their economic growth and
social development. This we argue here must take a grass root approach through
entrepreneurial education. This is an area that can be developed for a more
sustainable and beneficial cooperation between Korea and countries in the Middle
East.

This should not be understood to be the local markets in these countries per se but also
for the Korea market. The base for this argument is that persistent and more fierce
international competition calls for cross-border innovation in order to sustain market
position and competitive advantage. Globalization has exposed virtually all national
economies to more intense competition than ever before (Mrak, 2002). This was a lesson
learned by electronic giant Samsung and many other Korean firms. According to Kim
(1998), Korean firms have been meeting increased competition, particularly from
Japanese producers that have recovered their competitiveness by investing in low-cost
offshore production. Korea has been responding to this by increasing overseas production
beyond the ASEAN region.

This we understand to be constituted through a strategic and systematic approach to

international trade that glocalises innovation; in a sense starting at a local level to global
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level. For example, Korea and countries in the Middle East may try to embark on
entrepreneurial activities beyond their own locality in a fashion that circulates local
mentality for maximum utilization. The days when Multinational Corporations (MNC)
depended solely on physical presence in maintaining their business operations may have
shrunk a great deal or worse; gone forever. Entrepreneurial activity in the form of virtual
business is increasing in width and breadth that they may leave many countries in the
handicapped legacy of incapability. The power of plastic (Visa, master, American express
etc) seems to capture more business by the hour across many countries that have different
political, social and economic ideologies. Great business such as Amazon.com, Yahoo,
and Google generate more income than major countries in the developed and developing
countries. With this in mind, the development and wide adoption of information
technology, computer networks and the internet have transformed the mode of operation
of many businesses and at the same time have created unprecedented business
opportunities (Choi W, 2007).

Countries in the Middle East and Korea have great cooperative potentials in
promoting and encouraging appropriate enterprise culture. This undertaking has no
bearings unless it stems from proper entrepreneurial business education. An
immediate sector and a candidate for cooperation are information systems.
Although Kim (2007) quite rightly assert that Oil has been the only engine of
industrialization of the twentieth century of the Modern world, policy makers in
international trade will require no convincing that knowledge is the source of
competitiveness in the twenty-first century. Stakeholders in economies and the
academic world have recognized knowledge-based management of enterprise as a
means to enhance national competitiveness (Lee and Suh, 2003). In addition, they
argue quite rightly that existing knowledge has a limit in its acquisition and
application. Knowledge can lose its value unless the source of new knowledge
flows in.

An organization has to convert the knowledge of individuals into that of an

organization, and it has to create new knowledge by sharing external knowledge.
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Korea can exert efforts to help countries establish entrepreneurial education
through joint badging and other programs. This will provide many countries a
fresher approach after decades of tunneled educational programs. Korea may
contemplate establishment of branches of universities in some countries in the
Middle East or entrepreneurial programs and centers. This human grass-root
approach is envisaged to bring people in the two geographical streams much
closer, and will identify their relations on more social platforms beyond the
boundaries of industry. A more lasting effect of economy and trade comes from
the human element, trade and industry will be the eventual and natural byproducts
of the process of economic socialization and cooperation.

In addition, Korea can benefit a great deal from many capable individuals in
many fields. For example, indigenous marketing experts can help make Korean
products more competitive in the region. These specialists are much closer to local
markets and many have done research that is recognized internationally as part of
their academic endeavors. Korea may also benefit from other experts in areas of
operation management, corporate governance, management, business communication
and many others. This is extremely important as discovered by Fadiman (1989)
where he points out that in the case of developing countries, none Western
business methods can provide obvious alternatives; much so as argued by (Ricks,
1983) that even the most tested US commercial concepts have periodically proven
inefficient. Almoharby and Khatib (2007) support this empirically as they found
that culture enters all aspects of social life including economic activities.
Furthermore, in order for Korea to maintain its competitiveness in the international
arena, it needs to make more efforts in forging more collaboration by helping other
countries enhance their microeconomic capability, particularly in areas of human
resources, capital resources, physical infrastructure, administrative infrastructure,
information infrastructure, and scientific and technological infrastructure. Finally, we

suggest establishment of bilateral research agenda to address these issues and others.
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Since the Rome conference on Harmonisation (2003), the 2005 Paris Declaration (PD)
and the 2008 Accra Agenda for Action (AAA), a very particular language on aid
effectiveness has increasingly been incorporated into the discourse of many of the
Western donors who are in the Development Assistance Committee (DAC) of the OECD.
The five key principles of the PD, its 12 indicators, and their respective targets to be
achieved by 2010 may be quite widely known in donor circles. But like other elements of
the global aid architecture, such as the International Development Targets (IDTs) of
1996, their successors, the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) of 2000, and the
Education for All (EFA) Dakar Goals, also of 2000, they are probably much better known
in DAC donor circles than in the national ministries of the developing world. It is also
entirely possible that they are better known in the traditional DAC donor community than
in the large and highly diverse community of what has been termed Non-DAC donors.

These goals, targets and indicators are certainly well-known in South Korea’s
(hereafter Korea’s) development constituency. Korea was the only Non-DAC donor to
participate in the aid industry’s monitoring survey on the PD in 2006; it was open to an
OECD/DAC peer review of its development cooperation in 2008; it offered to host the
4th High Level Forum (HLF4) on Aid Effectiveness in Busan in late November/early
December in 2011. And of course, it successfully and uniquely, made the transition from
being a Non-DAC donor to a DAC donor in January 2010.

When it was reviewed on its own development cooperation in the DAC peer review, it
turned out to have done well on the dimension of ‘building national capacity by
coordinated support’ but to have done poorly on other DAC criteria such as tied aid and
proportion of loans vs. grants in the ODA portfolio.

This short paper is about the multiple challenges that Korea faces as the host of the 4th
and last HLF on aid effectiveness. There are a series of issues that will be briefly
discussed. To what extent can Korea as a nation that has moved from Non-DAC to DAC
donor play a key role in highlighting the potential contribution of Non-DAC donors?
Should Korea seek to foreground its own unique experience in making the transition from

recipient to DAC donor? Or should it seek to identify a series of commonalities with
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other Asian donors, both DAC and Non-DAC, that are relevant to the achievement of the
PD principles? Are there areas of development cooperation which are rated very highly
by Korea and other Asian donors but which get short shrift in the formal specifications of
the PD?

| . A status report on the progress of the aid effectiveness agenda?

There are major concerns about where the Paris Declaration has actually reached after
more than five years. If we look outside the official website of the OECD/DAC, then it is
possible to find in 2011 some very sharp reviews of progress on the PD. For instance, the
EFA Global Monitoring Report (GMR) of 2011 has just a short section on the status of
the Paris Declaration. It would claim that there has been little progress on donors using
national financial management and procurement systems. It asserts that only 1/5 of donor
missions to developing countries are jointly coordinated; and there are continuing low
levels of aid predictability. Indeed, it asserts that many aid effectiveness targets will
simply not be achieved (GMR, 2011: 111). The KOICA/JICA/Brookings supported
review also states ‘It is safe to say that at least some of the indicators will not be met and
that a significant agenda will remain to advance the Paris principles’ (Kharas et al. 2010:
12). From several other quarters, there is a need to interrogate why progress has been so
poor on the PD/AAA agenda.

Yet there is a vast monitoring and evaluation industry that has been underway since
2005. In the most recent third phase of the monitoring of the achievement of the Paris
Declaration no less than 26 recipient countries have been analysed for their progress
towards PD/AAA goals; and some five donors have also submitted to evaluations under
the Phase Il evaluation of the Paris Declaration.

What does this amount to? The formal results of the third evaluation to be submitted
in Busan are not yet publicly available from the consultants (IOD Parc) charged with this

review task, but it will doubtless prove difficult for the reviews of country and donor
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process on the PD principles to be anything like as negative as the GMR 2011 comments
just referred to. Nevertheless, the report on Japan, which was one of the five donors,
comments on quite a few initiatives of the Government of Japan that appear to comply
with Paris Declaration principles, but admits to a ‘somewhat ambiguous stance’ in
relation to the principles of harmonisation and accountability. It admits also that
knowledge of the detail of the Paris could be more widely disseminated within the
agency; and it comments significantly that on harmonisation there is a tension between a
general public in Japan that looks to see aid with a Japanese face (‘visibility and
distinctiveness of Japanese aid contributions’), and the PD rhetoric of harmonisation
(OECD/DAC, 2010b). Equally, the evaluation of Ghana, amongst the 26 country reports,
while acknowledging that modest improvement has been made on the PD principles, also
admits to some very major challenges remaining in progressing the aid effectiveness
agenda.

How the reports of 26 very different countries and 5 very different agencies will be
synthesised therefore remains to be seen, but it should be noted that there is a built-in
tendency in reports coming from national cooperation agencies and national governments
to report on some positive achievements on the PD/AAA agenda. For instance in the
Indonesia workshop on the emerging evaluation findings in December 2010, the word
‘positive’ appeared 10 times, the word ‘negative’ once, and the word ‘mixed’ just three
times (OECD/DAC, 2010a)!

Il. The methodological challenge of compliance with PD/AAA

On such a demanding agenda, covering multiple donors, countries, indicators and
targets, it should be admitted that there are enormous challenges in assessing progress.
For instance, what do some of the most basic terms in the PD discourse really mean? If
we take the term ‘alignment’, for instance, is it necessarily a good thing for donor

agencies to be aligned with country policies? In the case of the Middle East, for example,
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several donors have been ‘aligned’ for decades with governments that have actually been
overthrown recently or are being suddenly declared illegitimate. At the more micro level,
donors may have developed activities which look like they may be declared examples of
‘programme-based approaches’ (PBA), favoured by the Paris Declaration, but can the
evaluations really get inside these claimed PBAs to see whether they still illustrate many
of the features of the old project-based approach? There are examples where sector
budget support may continue to have elements of the project approach with use of
specialist consultants, tied aid etc etc.

A very particular methodological challenge relates to tied aid. A substantial number of
donors, both DAC and Non-DAC, give very large importance to the provision of training
in the donor country, to the sending of national experts in large numbers to developing
countries, and to the support of large-scale volunteer programmes. All of these can be
considered tied aid; but in the Paris Declaration, surprisingly, tied aid is not given any
target for reduction; all that is said is that ‘there should be continued progress over time’
(OECD/DAC, 2005: 10). Training, scholarships and awards are not mentioned at all in
the PD/AAA discourse.

lll. Other approaches to aid futures

At a time in 2011 when elements of aid effectiveness will be reviewed more seriously
than almost ever before, there are a number of voices questioning where this PD/AAA
should proceed. At one end of the spectrum, there are people like Dambisa Moyo (2009)
who, perhaps wisely, makes no mention of the discourse of Paris and Accra in her
populist account of Dead Aid. For her, the whole apparatus of the PD/AAA was
probably seen to be too specialised and abstruse to be discussed as part of her critique of
aid. At the other end of the spectrum, there are people like Shafik, the permanent
secretary of the Department for International Development (DFID) of the UK who is also

raising major questions about the ‘future of aid’ (Shafik, 2011).
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He sees the PD/AAA agendas as “valiant attempts’ to harmonise and coordinate the
aid agenda, but he judges that these have not been able to keep pace with the growth of
the industry and the proliferation of players (Shafik, 2011: 14). Doubtless, one part of his
concern with the need to go beyond PD/AAA has been the awareness of the sheer
number of actors involved in development cooperation. These would include the private
actors which are responsible for $60bn of aid, the Non-DAC donors $10bn, multilaterals
$28bn, and the DAC bilaterals $73bn2). Coordinating this diverse aid world would
involve much more than a check on some DAC bilaterals and their recipient countries.
Arguably, the DAC donors, around which the Paris and Accra accords were framed, only
account now for some 60% of total aid flows, if that (Kharas et al, 2010: 14).

Intriguingly, however, Shafik raises the question of whether in this new and very
complex aid environment it may be competition rather than coordination that should
drive the agenda. Increasingly, donors are being obliged to show ‘results’ and ‘value for
money’. These are likely to lead to an emphasis on an individual donor’s comparative
advantage and niche in the complex aid world. The ‘results’ orientation required for so
many donors by their own national governments leads in the opposite direction to the
Paris and Accra agendas. Equally, ‘Some of the Paris concepts, such as untying of aid
and provision of aid through programmatic means, go against the perceived advantages of
new development partners, namely the provision of their own development experiences

in a speedy way’ (Kharas et al. 2010: 18).

IV. The unique challenge for Korea of Busan

In this very complex situation, Korea has offered to host the 4th and final High Level
Forum on Aid Effectiveness. Although our earlier comments would suggest that the
future of aid is beginning to move on from Paris and Accra, there may still be some
considerable additionality to be derived from this HLF4.

2) The figures seem very different in the JICA/KOICA/Brookings document: DAC bilaterals: $122 bb; private
actors $53-75 bn; $14 bn from emerging economies (Kharas et al. 2010: 9)
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On the one hand, Korea could play the OECD/DAC game, and could organise a
conference that basically judges recipients and donors against the established criteria of
PD/AAA. As a new DAC club member Korea could show its own concern to meet the
PD/AAA targets.

A different tack would be to recognise the unique contribution that Korea could make,
as a recipient of aid that has made a transition to being a donor, and from being a
Non-DAC to a DAC donor. It could seek to present its very particular insights and
lessons in moving out of poverty, and point to specific aspects of its own development
cooperation history. Much of this might focus on the very particularity and comparative
advantage/niche just discussed by Shafik in his ‘Future of Aid’.

On the other hand, Korea might well be able to make a much greater impact if it could
present itself as speaking along with the Non-DAC donors of which community it was a
member until very recently. These donors, which are hugely diverse, cover countries as
different as Saudi Arabia, Venezuela, South Africa, Brazil, India and China. They
received no attention in the Paris Declaration and just a few sentences in the Accra
Agenda for Action. These few lines are rather bizarre, as they suggest that
non-interference is a key principle in South-South cooperation. But they emphasise,
nevertheless, that the Paris Declaration is the gold standard for development cooperation:

We encourage all development actors, including those engaged in South-South
co-operation, to use the Paris Declaration principles as a point of reference in providing
development co-operation:----- .

South-South co-operation on development aims to observe the principle of
non-interference in internal affairs, equality among developing partners and respect for
their independence, national sovereignty, cultural diversity and identity and local content.
It plays an important role in international development co-operation and is a valuable
complement to North-South co-operation--- --- .

We acknowledge the contributions made by all development actors, and in particular
the role of middle-income countries as both providers and recipients of aid. We recognise

the importance and particularities of South-South cooperation and acknowledge that we
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can learn from the experience of developing countries. We encourage further
development of triangular co-operation. (AAA, 2008: 4)

In Busan, by contrast, there may be a chance for Korea to take the lead in capturing
and synthesizing an approach to development cooperation that is not merely
*South-South’ as described in the awkward phrases of the AAA above.

Rather, there may be an opportunity for Korea to present an ‘Asian approach to
development cooperation’ which would underline a number of key approaches, including
towards infrastructure, growth, and job creation, that are common to many Asian donors,
whether DAC (Japan and Korea) or Non-DAC (China and Malaysia).

At the moment, the PD/AAA discourse says nothing about development sectors, but
only about aid modalities. It could be argued, however, that the absence of any
substantive discussion of sectors makes it more difficult to consider aid coordination. For
example some DAC donors massively support basic education; others provide priority
support to post-basic education. These major differences are probably equally evident in
other sectors such as health, industry, agriculture and infrastructure.

In the area of human resource development (HRD), moreover, there are areas of
support which are very high priority for Asian Non-DAC donors as well as Asian DAC
donors. These would cover overseas training in the donor country, and the use of donor
country experts and volunteers as a key element in the transfer of technology. These HRD
elements are critical to the sharing of successful development experience. Countries that
pay considerable attention to these elements would include, China, India, Japan, Australia
and Korea, to mention just five.

Of course in PD terms, these items are almost certainly regarded as tied aid, and may
not reflect well in terms of compliance with PD. But as they are items of high visibility in
much Asian aid, it would be valuable to consider them as areas of aid priority, even if, by
definition, they cannot be easily coordinated amongst donors. Surprisingly the Paris
Declaration discussion of capacity development does not really cover these crucial

dimensions of HRD.
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Arguably, such HRD elements remain at the very heart of what can be called
bilateralism in development cooperation, the sharing of unique expertise in development.
Rediscovering and re-emphasising the vital contribution of this human element in
development cooperation could be another Busan addition to the aid effectiveness

agenda.
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Z= 1) PPI : 2IZFE=X}(Private Participation in Infrastructure)
2)- X8 elS
EOﬂHE 2 2 91350 20064 7H4] DR 18] 9132} £ ah vjid 79 vl yho)
Zol 1A 9olA AFE FAH ALe} BE Py I 2 o] AL B
OME} o] %1998 FFRE0| obdl Wik BAIS|ALS] Frjrsty 24 L A
7he] ARSI A TS So] gl 5191 el o] OECD/non-OECDS: 7kl A ¢
H Qlzet -2 v d 629 ghE o) SRt QlZ et FokE s A A



2 Ql FFFE FA= 2006 of = 19 & v]qto] ¢l o™, 2007 d~2008d of &= 4=
=7kl L3
Ao g HojHol= mjd 79E e o r B 151 DREI 20061 GDP

o] 10%E A 5l3 Qi) DR 1zt 40 ofu] Ags] we v goldw
257517 ‘GDPLu] %' 2 HHE QS v 100 53] = Aba}a} o) #v1e) Bt g
ol Qlze} X &3} §ALST) sl A9k EA = DRE L) Qlme} -0 vh2 of a7}
7)o vlef Apee] Aok Aol

5, 20069 31 E] OECD/non-OECD=L7} 2 2] 4101 5 1.1 9] ok o] ul o] 2] A]
DRE W9 93¢l ZASe 24 A e, Ae 2 20094 oF/rh 2 ODAL
1601 50] o] 2T o] % HULS m& Abe] 9% 9] Sd HFo|, tujx] AUk
A 8% 5 ol %) RE WEE Ak

0] 3092 571.0] x| 917] 8 o] Fo]

AN OR XS TR FEHE FAL 201005 H A AT A

2006\ 7] 2 DRE 3= 409 0] Qlxa} FFR o] Hmal i 9o, o=
GDP2] 60%o] st} 5001 B 4 uL Qlmel 2ao £ 904 AT 7]
2.2 20069 0] YHH Ao 0]F H 4T 40)Be 25 v F L 8 o= et
o MAELS BE At et B4 00t B3 ol AE 1Ho] ool
Aygpolu] 2R a7 o FAT g 2 Fe HeE @ oMol T 1 He S
A, ICTE B8 % 9t

Exsaol g0 e Folw FMEwole] HTS 98] AEet 5 ol 48
uhg e 47120l 7% £e B3 M ERARA, oS Bo 14088 Hopat 4
oA}, 2 Bof, ASE W SRR AL 1 B 2 Her|so] obd
7], N3 E, A1 B4 5 A7 Al B 0% MDG B 55 4] 830 %
o] MOFE| 1L, g R B AL et T Hejdel 2g-otauE wA oAl R
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| 2] 7] ®H (single-surface treatment) 2, §-X| 4% 317} ofd
2 Aophs sttt 9 At et o Ao BatslA R, 7] &42 0] 45
oAt defo] 7p5aleh 31S HojZeh E3 DRI A 4234 7
3k elstol WA 7% o] Al =& A7E7.590% 4 ) 40 =gl
@7 DRE | Iz etRA L s 2ol 298] WolAw, of7|of = 3L gk,
A4 2 DRE T oF L7} ol M = A2kt et BAjo] Amof gid], ¢z
2oge Az (520 8) 02} 4T 4 (GDP 75%) 0 2% thE L EAtao
H 3 & 2o, A7 DREILY Sl ZefEatgoo] 4 FH o] 10%S 7HAl 3|

nF e B 12 ok v B A4S B 43988 HANE

A

VI, AIARE

DRI Qe R4 2@ FHo] 143 4% gaAt Az A4S
Ao LA O Fof 1 AHEL o &3t AT FAlo Azet YU
steli melo] Wasith AL el RE 271 UL TSk A A5
o] G, Ttk AA AT 7 chel ] Y 5L FASE A B HA
A OJXJZP%HHE@ |Eugel P 2k FekE w214 Ak ALe

HU>A AT IRty =



9291 §-)2 69 =] 1T whety 2
soh Aeehe e B0 Al Watg Yo
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Vivien Foster, Daniel Alberto Benitez : The Democratic Republic of Congo's Infrastructure,
A Continental Perspective, The World Bank, African Region, Sustainable Development
Department, March, 2011

Vivien Foster, Cecilia Briceno-Garmendia : Africa's Infrastructure, a Time for

Transformation, the International Bank for Reconstruction and Development/the World
Bank, 2010
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"Untied aid is aid that is procured through open international competition."
Eckhard Deutscher (g DAC 29|%})

. ME

2001, DAC 3| =58 #|¥l=+(Least Developed Countries: LDCs)o]| tfj gt ¢ =
S H| &3 2 o3tk (DAC dEto|= dar) o] Halo A =4 7ad Y
AR A 0758t diAbol A A 9] 913 71 A 704F SDR o] 5}
AF}d, 137 SDR o] 58] Fx4H 7] 3 o] Rt 20063 ofl = o] 2] 5k A 7} 7| 4]

131 2008 o= LDCsE A ¢|3t a1xfF-wl=r(Highly Indebted Poor Countries:
HIPCs)7}A] sl HiLe] A-goj/4fo] el =t 1 9jof| = 2005 1tz 41 %1 (PD),
20084 o=} WEAHAAA) A AR 48} Fji A% koo A Fa g

3 &S st

Az0) u] 745 2 7P A9 DA vl T4 s o5 9z wal
Ho] Zrjolth, T4 ARL AUA O A5 W §6S sG] £UD 20|
H)8-S 159%-30% A= A5A7)E A0 A ot o] golE P Yxt
7k ol st Yo ool Emsly] I3 BT o] S o] FolIg g A,
et A8 o) 47 9 AW, AFFgrelel FAste] 4 U3o] Fel9] 4] (ownership)
Aol Wl L7t wis dol AH A Yz vl P&kl tE o] TS
X4 %] of ghe}

HU>A AT IRty =



skt o) A] o] @ @A AS o] B2 o] A 2007A R WL A2E shrfsto]
©31 9tk & Foj AL wo] 9z 745 W 9@ DAC HlEfol= Aw AL
915t 5 A8 ol o Fela) B, o] DAC Qo] x w745 @5 9

Ab B 31 }s&q Lol 7} DACQ 50| g0
= FAALE 9

Il. H3t&M (Untied) 21X Fo| 4l HQj

DAC ¢lEfo] = P Tmo] uh2 u] 44 9t “4ref o] 7w 453t OECD
FMES AN YW AMERRY Af20] Ao AP FAG 29T S
i AT E FoimF Julnh) F, Yz o] 2eko] FAE A FHL 59
olol A B4, EE Aol ot 4 o FHAZO] AVEL A (e
3¢ FolTel FAART) T4 Y27 Tk DAC defo] = fof o) v
44 9x2 ¥ ODAE LDCs 4 HIPCsS iAo st 534 7143
(Free-standing Tecnichal Cooperation: FTC) 2 A5k AXE A st Fx|(bilateral)

ODAOo| t}.

DACO A=t 8|15 Sol A U2 Aol et 54 4RE A2t
o 212 o) % U el 24 Aol 3 AR of ) E. 2
M| 744 22 A5 ODAS| ths DACe] Hirshni, Zof

(970 A 39 A A9 A e 3o A m) B
DAC®] B 231 A Holl s vl 244 o] b
DAC 4123 A 2] w2 DAC detel= Amol4 FoIsha 3
FolAsol A M Ts Y AR ARG ACE Huste F
o §ich. o= DAC olebo] = AT &= Afatet oo 2t
54 Q1%E M UHE, DAC B Ao A &= o] 7|23} B 2of 515k
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£ Bo FHYMTEY XS BAS] fRo|t F, FAT| ATHE 4FL
Fol Tk BAEA e ol A44EA HET 5 ek, 1A AL 22
A U] 744" ODACL A0 & Bhardict. ntebd 9] Fio] sigsh o4t A9, @4

:Ou_‘—';
ofl
D)
o
foi
il
=2
u)
gg
>,
rir
jus)
-
1P
ox,
e
PN

HEEM X siE Hay?

{0

i) olat H =HX| X|
FEF0| AFEA AEL + U 2=t M.
i) x| ZH| XA

I1I-'—°| ;ﬂf

v) NGO X|2l ! ODAZ 7|28l 2 £x12 98t ZX X132 52
APAIA TAED O 2 EHEHSE DHst TAIR/HIBAIR K20| 2= BBt 1%

N, gh= #ZxQ| H|FL3}

20079 o M7HA| O] A Yxo] PRES LA Ux o] To|Hr)
ODA®] w43} Aol tat =7} 23] ZH 5 7] A2 98 o] 7o) A ns
AFE R, o] Qx s 2006 7HA] 44 Q%o ] go] AA| oF €% o] 95%
o4& AR e gheh. Fa4 % 0] W &L 20070 N H o HFE4 A% B
of Wl 22 4 242 Hola ¢t 20084 o = 35.8%, 2009\ o = 48.4%

o

of FAUxT} U] TEA YRR o] Lol F 8L B 5 9Tk

2) Statistical Reporting Directives, DCD/DAC(2010)40/REV1

3 A4 FEE Yl Sgshs et et goh ) FEYe] e el folst Ao) F44
52 uF4H 5ol 9k A9 2) DAC U OECD #&Algder s|agol 744 T2 vy
P4 ARG e Aoz werg Addel Bl Qi A% oleld “AAyel” T4 ODAL wE

BIE R okt

HU>A AT IRty =



[& 1] HI 744 ODA H| (2Xt ODA)

DAC H x| ot=
T
=N Hl& =N Hl2
2002 21,1245 84.6 3.4 1.6
2003 30,059.2 91.1 6.7 25
2004 30,744.1 90.2 17.2 4.2
2005 48,980.8 91.4 14.3 2.6
Az

2006 62,158.0 88.3 10.0 1.9
2007 60,349.0 83.9 199.7 24.7
2008 80,459.3 86.6 428.8 35.8
2009 71,102.9 84.4 614.6 48.4

Z£x{: OECD E7|
9] A & 4= Qlzol, TS AA Fof ol Hls) 454 P2 vl go] w2 W
olu, 18 7] wjo] DACY] 7HIstaA Uz BT 8kof i 24 Wolgint
9] DAC 7hel & 913 58 A4 BILA & 95H9] DAC 7] o] 5 @) 29l 7|3
Yol DAC lefol= Aol A golgt vl 748 HRE IASES Austgon,

olof T3] $e] PR Uk v TLBk] WS AR 015U U
743k 3o 99 A0S ARt

shato] w43 JAe ot @u}. 201517k%] ODAS] #] 44 H] &2 43
207 Shrjsho] 201510 &= 75%9] UEE v 44 ODAR A|FsHe Hlolct. 17
Mo RAYZL 100%, $ANRLE 50%717 vl F4a v &S St oo,
DAC 10| 9% LDCse} HIPCSS T 40,2 §F ODAS] 1] 74 8hof] $-414:9] 7} 5-0f
At} o] 27HSe] sl A 2005974 v P4 vl &S 00%74A] S aieh Ag)
ofth L 2015 7HA] o] 4|0 =S| ) FF BIEE 2012d A & 7] &
S A 93t Hofof Al FrAFYU X 9] 75%, A £ 2] 40%, LDCs 2 HIPCsE thAS
% 3 ODAL 80%74+] 1|14 8}5}7] = AR 5 e,

_

==

_l
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(% 2] #t=0 B 744 ODA 2N 25

S 201244 20154
60% 75%
Hl8 EWN S4b LDCSHIPCs| =4 {4 LDCs/HIPCs
75% 40% 80% 100% 50% 90%

IV. DAC QIEI0|E H1 M $igH)

DAC 95| v ODAL H#4 02 4ds] &2 uj&2 47 et
9k, 2007 o= 27 ODAS] 79%, 20081 o = =

44 922 o|RojHon, F44 oARs}t HuEA e ARl k27 4%, 3%,
5%0] SHFUTE ol F 71X S AlAlebT 9], Shibiz vl 42 ODA A1 32

915t 1 2o] ojn] Ag RE WHL o] 2YTHE Zlojn, ¥ WAL T4 A% B4
g

A A ek olek. 58] FolFE o v L&A U A Fo] 422 (de facto) O 2 o] £of 4
S AE Ao A FAIFE AREA 7 o] Fol Aok Gk st
% 22 AE Y] DG A5 L G0l e Aol ok H A
gl W ARl A Bohith AL DAC QlEbo] = Uizl BB

=]
u
H] 45 hol g MR E T 9l A 4 9tk Selof] T2 Hakn gl Agolc.
1. AR 318

DAC Qlefo]= i BE o754 o
3

b APHEA & St

HU>A AT IRty =



e st FAofl = v &3} 54 (de jure) & = TE o] £0] 4]
2] & (de facto) ©. & o] FojXItt= A =& 57| QIto|th AA =
Hl & fzof thet SRS oFA ® v o] vl &g o] o] 544 9=

ODAO] tj gt w74 2] F a4 o] l7lﬂ°*7l ﬂEOIE}

2010 o] ‘F A E DAC AdEtol= Mot IAE Yx+= oF 1507, R} o 2= oF
49915 7heFol ltt. sEA|HE o] FH 2] 95%0| Bt Sti= F o] u|= g = 7hol ARk
A Zdﬂi OFA ZFA] W&/ 2o et FA7F ARt o' o] FojA]= A
ol obd & & 4 Utk AFA 1 429 DAC 3| d=vto] F7|H o7 v L&A
TAE ot %EE‘%, HH L oft e FAE skl A §haL, o] A2 Ad E
Abo] &) HhA & ol A Zatal itk

A FH o v & P27 FAEHA G A= olF F Stk dlAr AT
ol A 29 o] gl HlAEA X YEoE & = Qlth old A7 &
o] H|G-&4 ODAR A AL gl7|of] ZRAE Jufj 5 FA|6h= APdF A &t
= Zpol7k Q& Feutell §lth &, 20109 9] Aol = AEE A Bl AIAFHOR
o] Mst= Aol AHHTAE oA st 2l R At olgzo] FA 9
A o= ofggo] W2l glon, DACO| A= o] digh WS HA sk
UA T =3 Ak of A 74] Lo a1 QL A] oF

12 Algoll ik AP F A ol st 9 8o FFAF Aol gt
2 Al FA Hdolth ol 5S4l o= o el ¥
QA oA Bol7=R S & 4= glon, B EEA Yxrt AlFdFor

A=) AA| A A Eotrh=A] wpetd 4= 9l Fa s A=t Hit
A o] 4=9F o4 2007~2008'd of] H]wLsf A 2009 off A F& 7t

= Qth 7142 44887, 902 869 E-of o] 2%t} (20074 350371, 3991 &, 2008

34424, 4094%) A4 %7}—3— Z=0] Bl Fi7F 2 gL ujH oo, FHo| o3l

Hol vl njae] B ZUHE o3 Ao g B 4 gt

o|N
N
-
H
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N
o
o
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ook Wt = .2 E 2o}, Auie, ofAWE, o] ekefo}, wmgo], 2uql, 22l
2912 5 WY F7HES YAAT ] hafA] 2009 A of R g 5
QUSkEE. Ol AL AT Azt o] ko] WASHA g FHol Uk AT B

o
B A 5 QAT AP A0 2L QA AT 3t BT BT 2 S g

(Et9l: wioke)
o 2z 2
2007 2008 2009 2007 2008 2009

3 500 399 1,144 152.0 171.4 318.3
oZtA 1,140 1,570 1,700 1,091.3 1,396.9 654.2

U= 23 - 166 0.0 - 3,897.9

o= 180 101 174 1,946.3 1,230.5 2,7715

CtE DAC 3| &= 1,660 1,372 1,304 704.2 1,160.8 998.7
A 3,503 3,442 4,488 3,893.8 3,959.6 8,640.6

£ X{: Contract Award Questionnaires, DCD/DAC(2011)4/FINAL x{91&

Qo] HFsHE AR NG BE} T, 20099l A FAe 51%,
Aok 152 %0l S5t ALefol ot ALl LA e of71o] e
DAC ] 915}0| L} OECD 8|15 9] Abgi b7} 2 e abed & AR A 2942 79,
7424 9%9ith. LDCsut HIPCsS] AFQIA7h w2 whe: 7 9t 17| 2] 4%(A) o 71
SR 10%)Hte] X ¢hom o] 51 LDCsu HIPCs %7he] AL Eo] At e 4
3t glo] of el Su), 53] Fojo] & Fm o] Abgjol tfsjAlt 1 Hw o} ok
AL HolZTh AMAOR T2 AUEAT AAAES] AHY o] Frhsteo
. DAC 0157} LDCs % HIPCs Al A5 9] 2ho] Z1yhE o] & m ol th.

rlo

oo

HU>A AT IRty =



[E 4] At LHato| X|H & HI (20004)
(SHl: BiotE, %)
HA| Sz 30{=2 PAC 9"_%7}’ HEIES, TS ] LDCs, HIPCs
T5 OECD 3|83 N N2
al = al = cal = vl = al =

=S 1144 318.3 837 2925 141 10.0 110 7.2 46 8.7
eaezof - - - - - - - . . -
& 7| o 36 21.8 1 0.3 2 1.9 3 1.5 30 18.1
FHLtct - - - - - - - - - -
] 388 474 325 36.0 59 1.1 3 0.2 1 0.0
mate 115 86.9 88 84.8 13 1.9 12 0.2 2 0.0
matA 1,700 654.2 286 152.7 63 341 741 3724 610 95.0
= 210 188.2 97 70.1 23 49.3 18 9.2 72 59.6
mEIEN 26 6.2 - - - - 5 0.1 21 6.1
IHETS - ' - - R -
olztz|of - T T e ' -
U= 166  3,897.9 32 880.5 15 329.0 117 2,681.9 2 6.4
stz ) ) - E E ] ] ) ) -
2ME23 94 29.2 4 2.6 16 5.2 51 14.6 23 6.9
Hgats . . . - - A A . . -
SAME 208 212 126 17.0 33 2.3 26 1.0 23 0.8
w2gof . . - - - . . - - -
m=Eez 34 2.4 19 0.6 - - 5 0.6 10 11
Agjel I I I I I : ) I - -
A QE 19 3.2 11 2.0 8 1.2 - - - -
A$IAU I I I i i ’ ’ I ’ B
o= 174 592.3 157 387.7 1 24.7 4 179.8 2 0.2
o= 174 27715 102 2,474.0 9 103.3 41 28.7 22 165.5
DAC H x| 4,488 8,640.6 2,085 4,400.9 403 573.9 1,136 3,297.4 864 368.4
Hle 100 100 465 50.9 9.0 6.6 25.3 382 192 4.3

& X{: 2009 Contract Award Questionnaire, DCD/DAC(2011)4/FINAL x{el&

F 1) YEZ 020 7t

2) B1 A Holol SYsts YRTT R AT
3) 8122 2010L10fl DAC 7h2), 200911 Y ZZ ol Bet M=
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L gzo| HlP&8 S g

DACY| 9lgfo| = Hal= /i EAr= 5 LDCseF HIPCsE A S 2 3 7| & ¥
W A U2 A 9T ODACY HisAeh g Rt o] gzo] AAHQ e
T e HALOR B3 917w e AAAC At 2t 3] lsto] W44 A=) Ao
o 9T AL +YSHES stk DACOI AL o] el AAAL] 8 3o 7]tof
5| 9550l 4 DAC Qlgfol= 73 yv] Zhahe] 9z vl 743} S A& 235
9131 o]o] 3 DAC 8 UFES A5 Az v 745} shrf 422 AEshar.
IAYEL e Pol B 4 Ut

=
H| 721517 22t ':c'i'i*i |=l(i.e. Eii HAIZ|E A=E)0| U= 2lE=

sig=7h =2, &[0l FHLict, HopE, Hets, oA, =, ot E, ot=, EMREES
wEUE HERE, 20| ZEFZ, AH QI AYE, AL, S

i) Hxo o8 BE20| 744 HX0|H 7149 HEE H|F 43557 2ot S=tet A 2l(ie. =1
HAIZIE AZEH)0| = FE=

sHE=271 @A ERZ|0F, 12|A, O|ErE| 0}

i) 71Et

i) 1ES  HEe Fof og s oY gl Aol gl
ojtt. @ ~Eob= (dx2 T0%7} - £4) “e = w&3tS 9 o
R 4 glopar spglar, e i (29 20%7) Bl 54 454
3 AL glovt ob 7t FEg Aoy Al7Y AYE
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i) 145 = 7HeS AAA7E DAC QlEfol = Hal o] 4 o] H|-&3HE 8 H5h= 4
o] ofy et S F 3t} &, DAC ¢lERO| = Al o] o] AAAL] Y= H] 743}
g @ S&35] FAedths Aoty A2 9 - AAA7E DAC lEfol= AL
olfo 2 Uz HF&S}o] tigt o FE Fsh= Zlo] oy kil Wshal S
S NE AP ofl wheh fx v &3 S A2 S ek Hohe JAS Flska
UTH Hl=r2 AAAS] B E& 4 = 7} DAC ¢lEfo] = it o] W 9fof Ajtelth

A
3 &) 4

N

ot
4
flo
e
2
o,
Lq"
011
e

% 0|43 A 2lo] b AOE B, 1) IFOR R
Bmel A% W Ra ADE 201567 ODAS] TS Hl 74 Boie
% A F 7133) KOICAG A= o] 71717H4] B3 2 8] o] ALx

S

rl

Ao A = A AA 1 2S(International Competitive Bidding: ICB) &4 3] =Q]3517] 2
2B ol FAH7] Al sd=e 2 AlLH FEof ek BhgA 2AL
£ AAE gleh SRS BAUR ®oh et fA YR REE v 14y U2 ]S
S stojat A g ol ok ghao] Al @sHe fAF Y2 Q) EDCFi 20151 744 50%

H| #5358 A& H3 = 5haL §lew, o] & LDCs, HIPCsof| ofj 3ff 4| = 2012%i°ﬂ—t—
70%, 2015 of| = 85%71 2] 8|4/ el 2 & A|FokaLA} gt

VI, R

AFg7HA AH 2 vkE A2 std o5 2t DAC 3ol=52 FAH o=
H| G438 Sh= o] At S Holal Sk o] 52 5o "ol A At 3
25t o WY HEA, A= FojE AASHA FA A= 5 v+
Z H]-£-2 1999~20014 of] 46% &l 2=2] 7} 2008 of| = 82% 7} A] 2 A Z&
™, LDCsoll thgh v 44 = H]EE 54%0]| A 87%7} A A F7tst et &
10 7He] Wsh= DAC QEtol= Hal7) a2 A A(PD) & thE A &2l miztrt
A2 Az | FESo] FA AR F3FS v A2 detdt 4= ok

b o e
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o2 ox
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5) @A KOICAY == AA| AHF&oA= ICB A& o] 285
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&

o9l TR s U= ol 2
Al 3= == A= ARIAE Al l
73t Bk Thuk, vl 5 o Ao x| oh Aot v A Jioﬂ 04%161 5
3 Az 7 ol wob qlol A A (de facto) 9= v &85 o] £7] 93
A FA=59 =go] obd7tA = B sttt DACI A= Y= 7437t A4
o7 of Ak AYH A shefsy] A% w2 v &4 e AN W JEE
I EA AEE 2okl AA s SAE G| o5k DAC 2ol WA
e Aol mhEtA 23 o 27t FA] Al FErt AL oA .z vl &S}
=9 7hed A4 AE Ao R Bl

o 2lofl &= LDCs % HIPCsE tfj 4 o 24t 3l+= 2 ODA T 7| & @ &3} A%
& A 2|3t ODAC] o sl A7k 8- 5] = DAC leto] = Ao ¢t 9= HHL
= O Sfistr] f1ek =k AR E L . w2 A4 A (PD) 2k AAAC] A L
ol vl7-&3t st Aol 7 5 sphupoltt. thik o] Ro glojA= obF]
gel7t o] Folxl A otyH, 7k sro] oy 7tA] Y W&} G S A3
sh=Aloll tisf A Fol=5 Abolof oA el .

k=12 2010 of] DACe] 7k 9J ko] Z Lo A{of DAC SlEfo| = A1 9] &85 W7
H itk o] ¥ o] F 2 HA 7R = obA 44 3 vlgo] IA| FAF ODAY A A
3= vl Eol A Ao R ¥ Holrh. g2 20079 S 7IH o R vj&A xS
AU e B glov, h=of 2 N4 e $A TS 92 vE

S DAC ddEfol= A1 DAl A s A AR = A
Aglefl A 1% bl ket kel e A g“ﬂ‘ol iAﬂi 9= A2 % (de facto) ¥
Bl Eh o sl A = & % ODA A Y = of #arg
g8k let.
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OECD DCD/DAC/M(2008)5, DAC Recommendation on Untying ODA to the Least

Developed Countries and Heaviliy Indebted Poor Countries, July 2008

OECD DCD/DAC(2009)21/REV2, Implementation of the 2001 DAC Recommendation on

Untying ODA to the LDCs 2009 Review, May 2009

OECD DCD/DAC(2010)16/REV3, Implementing the 2001 DAC Recommendation on

Untying Aid: 2010 Review, December 2010

DCD/DAC(2010)40/REV1, DAC Statistical Reporting Directives, December 2010

OECD DCD/DAC(2011)4/FINAL, Implementing the 2001 DAC Recommendation on

Untying Aid: 2010-2011 Review, March 2011
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MDGs Goal 8: 7I22 ot =24 1

- JAF7Y HPF LYY L FHOE -
2 7l g
stReEY2Y BHIIEA

A ENE S E(MDGs)) 24 Al gho] 2015 © &2 th7he Al oA dA 235
=olH W, G AAJE F3el of d3] F xfo] & Holal Qlth. 3], A F2= AlA
e H7I= AT AALE ot AT A= WE=A=71E F o] aAHA)
of H=¢2 MDGs 2/ ¢ =29 stEU Y H o] 2ot Aot

] T;_Low% 93] A2 =)= A 4x} A A A %% 5 (High-Level Forum: HLFY

3 MDGs A 85 & @S % F2Y BEUY 75 @FL AH R
%—3}, Fo 3 ‘Al4xF UN Z 1= 3] 2](UN conferences on LDCs)2)’ 7l 2| &= ¢F 5+
o] Z|Hl=+(Least Developed Countries: LDCs)of tfjst AZ=9] 7jrd S $4
A=l o) Shal, F QY EofQl 34 7 ik % (Official Development Assistance)
o

7hers| Abw B 3 gt

—r‘

1) A F 72k E (Millenium  Development  Goals: MDGs)‘— 2000L=1 ZAATHUN)o] 1) Aejula 2 7o}
B3, 2) MUY 2ER% 94, 3) FUBE U /45 1ok 4) ol ATE 4L, 5) mAR 24,
6) HIVIAIDS, Zrefejo % 7IEP 7% AH Elil, 7) Xléﬂ%f& 34 g1, 8) s %’4?‘& 224 ELEH
A TE 5 F N AAYERE Aotal 20159 71A] s US$L25 mivte® AJdst= AdivlL & vt
Oi ol AL A JAE AA(http://mdgs.un.org). MDGs+= 2000 99 UNHAMY 7Hd w2 3¢

A8l Folgt AFoelw A MAHoR /WL M Hofg XBsh= AAYgeRE g E
OE‘H o] o] el ik =out A Aol FYH B A APH = A H A 9urt S
(KOICA, 2008).

2) 19819 UNo| Zwl=9 WA AAAA AdL flsf 12 3 o(aa)E N $F, 1990 2213 9f

(The]), 2001 32| oj(dl 7] o) AA 20119 4x3] QJ(E7|)HHE SHE 10dutth X stk =415 9

HU>A AT IRty =



|. MDGs Goal 8 72

MDGs Goal 82 ‘7jHF-2- ¢35t 2 T E 4] 4-=(Develop a global partnership
for development)’O]Df] Z 6719 AN|H I3 (target)@} 167 9] =] X E(indicators) =

FAETH WA A EES 7hes] A m 2, 2744, 2AH 02 72 o7
1 ol Aol 2 A A ol A e A el 5 A LW WA AL B,
bAoA, ME A F, A m el et mek wh s ODA

ok

ESS)
AY 5 2o 9 3= w3t} AlA|, WS (landlocked developing countries)o] Lt
T A 2 ¢ (small island developing States)©] EH 3t = o & wejgtct YA, A7) 4 o
2 A&7HsT QA SE SAS YT AL AT BB o] ZLHO T o H &
ok oA, WIZEAIFSI AL S T HEste] AT E AT o] WolokE-S A F Tk
ol S, W7k BRI Fshe] Awmatao] JREA /& L ARUACNM /&
B AR5 NS 7| Ee] A o] G+ UES Gr)3

MDGs Goal 82 o]¢} Z& 67bx 9] ARBEES 47bd F4l =, A LA

(market access), <] AF2ls2(debt sustainability), Z<4=o]oFZ 1 (access to

~

affordable essential medicines), 417]< X (access to new technologies) o & H =35}

TANLA L (UNDP) S 5ol A= B /e Zxdd A 9 5225
BUEE o gtk LA He AlA" o R ‘MDGs B EE A AE0] 9lou,
o]= UN B AIALS] =& SA=3 UN o F 2= 9 UN ob57]=
ot &8 FTE o] AAH-E B3] 7} AL AN O] MDGs 8714 £ 9| of

72k 1 31 4 (Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers) & H1 27} 4 A 2

Mo o2 1o

3) United Nations, 2009. Report of the Secretary-General on the indicators for Monitoring the Millennium
Development Goals. E/CN.3/2008/29. New York.
4) www.mdgmonitor.org
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20094 7]% & AW AE(GNIS 0.7%= ODAR A YatActs =i
=+7}= OECD 7] & % ¢ 21 3] (Development Assistance Committee: DAC) 7} =+
diupm, SAR =3, dds, k2ol 29d & & 57=e ZX AL, 7Fd=
ODAJ/GNI7}0.31%°f = 5 Adtdg o=z ‘i‘f% ¥ EAS Holal gt

Goal 8] tigt o]3) &t & 2Hl=of gt ODA A A H2}0S et = A&
MDGs Goal 82] #]3t 8.1 a) /WU A= 2 ZHl=of st OECD/DAC ﬂ%%ﬂ
ODAX| Q& M} b) A=A 2 2l 3o] T3 OECD/DAC 3] 2] ODA/GNI
7t 9leh,

o
ol

[B 1] N = Ak 2 2[HIZ20f| L §t OECD/DAC 3| ¥l=22|
ODAX| 8 &°f 2 ODA/GNI (X|E8.1)

=1 1990 | 2002 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
Total N E AL 52.8 58.6 | 107.8| 104.8| 1042 | 1223 | 1196
ODA G 15.1 15.9 26.1 30.1 32.1 37.1
ODA N Az 0.32 0.23 0.32 0.3 0.27 0.3 0.31
JGNI
(%) e 0.09 0.06 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.09

Z=:1) Total ODA= non-ODA M2 EZ E S ZAI & MHEEZ A2
2) 2009 = EAlE HHX| 7|&2

Z| ¥l =rof o3k DAC 3] ¥ =2 ODATFE += 2008 7] 39 =r GNI<2] 0.09%=

Al 12} 2Rl = 9] 2)(1981)7F A& o] S-F-E 2008'd 7HA] 0.08%~0.1% Apoof ™=
s FET SA0] flaL, MDGs =3 2] 0.15% A I = Ako] & Kol il it

5) 1ol% GNI 37t H#A 7} 75022 o]dlo|a QAR A FE(Human assets index: HANRF ZAA A F kA
Z] & (Economic Vulnerability Index: EVI)7} €A 2] o|3}¢l =71S A&, 1971 UNoJ 23] EF7} A|ZE o]
257 =01 ld FHul=2 #A 4870=4(2011d 7|E)e R F7 HHls ERF= ) 3dvith A AAFF oA
=(ECOSOC)o| Yol AE=HM 713 X HE Al7]= 20094 <.

6) A 2007HS A|ZOo 2 Goal 89 o|3§d 3o s wje UN MDG Gap Task Force Report7} w3y =] o],
20119 4¥7HR] 3719 g2 E7} €.

HU>A AT IRty =



[3 2]'094 OECD/DAC &|28= ODA O|H=xH 2

o
olgk

CEERSEE)

=1 '09 Total ODA ODA/GNI(%)
=5 58.9-78.5 0.15-0.20
ODAto LDCs ES 36.0 0.09
Gap 22.9-42.5 0.06-0.11

S, YRTE Qo= 2EFFTE 9 Bopd Uz0] Bgd A7t A7 € w
W o] A AA M= A F o] thak Qo] of

0.3%¢] ®hH, S AE=r(low-middle income countries)o] 0.6%, A {Fs4E
(upper-middle income countries)©] 0.7%¢9]] o] 2+ & F|RI=ro] A FH o= A2 1
ol 22 WA Yt Ao Leh). Eobd x| ¢, dzetol thak 2 Yol
WAk &3, B oFY R0kl g AYFRI} gaste] Hul=e] WLt

e = mapgd o] A of digk ol Z el Al7]= AL .

AnkH o 22 ODA 2| o] Hulto] A Aol 7]ofste FEs S4517]%
olgth AR R R A Uz o v e AL o] FHo|7h glA U, Thak B ALghof
ol Mo AA AR Y27t F AT AL v ATHs A st AL
welr}

e BRSHs 3744 A EE B

27 A5 HUSS HojErh A4,

E %%’7} /\l&ﬂﬂ Fo]ZEO] FAlo] AZEE 7] A&}
1960 o A7t 8.4%2] A Aol A 1970 T A7t 23.7%= 7| 23510 A Q] 3uj o] A%
& ol F 3tk &2 Al7] thE M=ol 1960 d ol 3.4%, 19701 o 10%2] ODA A
ol Z7Hel A vlwstH Y27t HRlFo] YFALerm JLHUAFS & 5 AUt

2 o] #t A= 1980 t 2F 1990 o off FulF o] 19801 Hff 13F 6.9%, 1990



Y 3.7%< 712, ODAX o] 27 HAdhe Byt DgelE Byah, Huel
G2k Ae] ¥ R FrhstAtks 219719 2570320114 4870)E e ahe,
2 91tol o gk ODA A\ A3} A A Ak zkell §olwl st Agko] lekm wat]
RN

HA R AR W BAIS Bel 1 gl o] A WInlel T A A 9] 75%E XA
sh ¢l BB 7ol 7k 7P ol = 2753 714 ODAS] 4%e] 117
5 jEel 4908 Y] tlRel Ao weldh A7), 19714 Hul= ERst
A ol AW 400 FeF AN BReIA Mol 2t 37 2796 A
% ODAX| Y% 7het BT E X7k 94 ¥AE ol gol MDGs T4 kel
A7 WA H2g o] 87 H kT & 4 et

1. Goal 81} Foigis! TLIEE

AAFo =T Awe] Felge U A% MDGs Goal 89] % 8.6
sdRFe] A} Mo w R o] Sy 2QF T A& 87 ALl

5
NEeid=o sits, A+ 2 7ol F3st= B &

7) UN/DESA, 2010, Strengthening International Support Measures for the Least Developed Countries, Committee
for Development Policy.

8) HW= ZFolAd Heoldt =2 H=oh('e4), 7HHHECE(07), =HE(1)AE, FAGAAR )AL
(ECOSOC)o]| W2 2571210 AuAE 7502 o|sh, 900%e Al Z¢)), Qlxzpake] kA (dF,
HA, 2%, E¥E 5) AAAANE(EAE AT AShAEL a2 A, AR A oW
ATElE )5 Al 7HA 7l F 27FA] o]4fe] 23] A& A E ook RIS A EFT + UL,
ol ARG AT whete] WA Be) AxHew £ o AHo| sl

9) " IAFMEITC), A AT+ H ]3] (UNCTAD), 1e]il AAF 7] H(WTO)7} MDGs A 8
2% AR ZH o)X (http:/mww.mdg-trade.org) & 3 SAXE AAl

HU>A AT IRty =



LDCs, excl. arms
LDCs, excl. arms and il
’ i a0 -
Developing countries,
excl. arms

Developing countries, 851

excl. arms and oil -
40+ ._.——-—_’

75

70 / p
Source: WTO-ITC-UNCTAD 65 - -— /
based on WTO-IDB and
UNCTAD-ITC Tariff and Market
Access Database (TARMAC). 60

T T T T T T T 1
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Z=: by value, %
Xt&: UN, MDG Gap Task Force Report, 2010.

A=k 2o Ry ol 7|22l 734+ E Al = (duty free and
quota free)= 2001 72 ¥ A3z} UN Z|u1=23] oo A YeHE =HFA 3% A 3
(Brussels Programme of Action)o]] 32 &+5] o] UN X 8133] o] A ) o] 4] o] & o] gfr}.

2008 7] Adxl=re) ARl o R RE O FRA A= 92%(F-7] 7 Al 9)
B AR dErd AR, 4 91%, vl EAE o] 74%7 s E qlvh o, A

of ek Bt Al T 53] sAlEl FEA Sa7F Foi e, dA R dd=
Zotets R AUSES $URFE ME =9 HIEE Ao 71 S5 ok
2 QA A9 F 9 FAbE W A A o] A=A wAEY Tt eE oY
AT 2P A A7 S0 vl A= Gl =25 7120l Utk HEol, ¥
A ]% ]ﬂ?} = Z(Everything but Arms)%i1’0ﬂ u}a}, 487H Z|Hl = Ay

ojo} L& M 2o A AL 05U T 52 0] 60%0] 4L A7
e gRol BEo 2A7 27 450 Wol Ath ol AL F7, BE, o5 5 371K
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. A1 A, 200811~2009F A A 7 A 91 7] 2 2] 9to} 20061 FE] 2008 7]
3d d& FAEAE 71 =3Hd 5“4‘115%-%0] 2009 FAHAE 7| HoHA = A

RIS 52 A e s At H #E70 S HFEehe]
= S3HAIAl(Enhanced Integrated Framework: EIF)E %313, th 2 gtH o2
FAE AT A2V AT E qF S AR # =S 2nd W) lra
7h= A gl 10

A= M= 9 HRlm e R R F3A 92 254 2

= 7oL, FAF QAR A HHlw e SEA R 23] % da
7|58 HHl=o AT IS AR HFE HoEH(1™12). SAF A
o A W =+e] =& 1= 19501 o 3%, 1971 1.5%, Z12] 11 1980 T o]l = 0.75%,
1990 ofl = 0.56%714] 7HAsh et o] %, 19951 23] A= oF sfr 2008 of =
L1%E 245t A=t oA dires S/ =(F=eh A =714, vk, =, o)
o] 4oz vtd Zoldlh. AA|, /o] 5l dfrE=E ALt HAul=o +&
]2 19954 ©] - 0.33%0f =2 dfrpE=ol HWl= 52 70%E ARk A
© 2 e THUNDP, 2010).

(28 2] THFHolM ZEI= 4F+S HIE (1948~2008)

——— Exports of goods

=)

o]-m __Y“i
S

N

o

olN

N

N

i
N
o,

=

ofs

Exports of services

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
Source: Based on the UNCTAD Handbook of Statistics online, available from http://www.unctad.org/templates/
Page.asp?intitemID=1890&lang=1.

Xt&: UN/DESA, 2010, Strengthening International Support Measures for the Least Developed
Countries, Committee for Development Policy.

10) WTO, 2011, Market access for products and services of export interest to least-developed countries,
Sub-Committee on Least-Developed Countries.
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1971 257 <o) Qe Z W=k =71 2011 487 F 0 2 S7}H3E AL 183 & uf,
AT AN A A&H o2 FAadteE HRlee Bt EE Mgt
w0 FEUA 1L59] FadS AAFRIT

oje} Zro], FHAl 9 FHE o] MRS AAAA HYol nA= P
oSS Fal & o, 719 TAE Y Tk o2 A Nl =EAA
37) AAE 7] oL 202 A o] MDGs GAS 93t HEko] | 4= 9t} A4
FAE ol T AR EH ool ASALEA=o] Xl
H|-8-0] 2005 43%9°] 4] 2009 49%= F7138k= 5 HHIA 5
T HolFa ok §5] Bebd, S, l=er 22 A5

A2} W53 glo] SETh Aol HA chokebE BES Hol 1 gk Eat

jus
H
Lo
4

k= N
AAZE B4 AER5e 1gsietel obxelrl 4% 71557 HH(Africa

Growth and Opportunity Act)’, ‘AATGEYA & A (Economic Partnerships
Agreement)’ 3} o] 7] &9 dulA, H| 5 3| 4 2l £ 3| (non-reciprocal preferences) 2] 2]

WA 07 03] & F 7181 9ok

2. 2 93t AZ} 2RI TS| B

11) WTO, 2011, AA A=
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3, 2o A HOk%7}(Frag|Ie states)lz)ﬁ}—t— e I B S R R
o

A AGTA A2 Aﬁ@WOAWA(H%}Eﬂﬂ“‘E%%%%%
3z 52 13 (Africa, Least Developed Countries and Special Programmes)
I 225 5 80707 A H7HE S ARV E S, RS0l AlA FA O HY
= A8 3kl Aok v “F W= E 1A (LDCs Report)’ 2} ‘o3z 2

o
o
ﬁ
k)
41 4

25 IR FE
7} 7 A 7§k 2 31 4 (Economic Development in Africa Report)’E grajsto] A
A4S w5, ek FEAAIEIF) B 'LDC 415 7] =(LDC Trust Fund)® 5¢f A &=
£ 58l HN=9 eSS T 7Isd g S AlFstal v

S, A RSN (IBRD)S F+9 = A 71 7] 918 9 8d ofile S
Al 7] a1, = 3}of| =< 4L (Diagnostic Trade Integration Studies) 52 E3 ‘& W=
gt ol B 71& XY FAAY LS el AT A FAHA B3 A Y
& 913 HES Aok Ak S8, AR gt B B ) eA Y FHA e
A5 EIF 29 91982 A7ske] 2249] Fof o] e F2 Fa e 24
FAETL 18 A9 5 sk

SHAIRE o2 9% ol HiT A7 52 dEo] Ao ARG AAE
Adsted M2 Hdol & Aoletes 7Idle okt = Aot 3 254
o534l Qo] o] & SRS A=A A 7|7} ob A wp = 2] 35 Aol

12) MEEA YL WA AL ol FY AF R HAH YAt BEG Aoz, sEvie] T w7t
(Difficult partnerships) = ¢]7]o] 3t #AAE=7F(low income countries under stress) 52| 7jdS df
H gol2 A4
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IV. AJAFE

A AA 2 A} T AEE o] FAT W

St Zm HEYA 72 9% o] B on 275w 9k,
2o my

R
b
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rr
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filo

T 9FA ATBE uhel o] MDGs ol A\ ol that Ao B Y Auti
g iie] A Eo] glo] B71H el A 7o) glo] 201519 =& w2 915 M A
2l o] R 7E S HolF T glrt.

o]} #7i5ke], UNDPL MDGs o] 3} 2 e s M4 S 53] 229 vy
A FES 9% AFo R TR BEYA F3HE 53 MDGSE BH2 913 B
2 A FES AR ek TAA A Aozl WA, AEel B 449
(budget support)o] MDGs 243} 1 2 Stk AR S 27 2 Hulaho] ot FAbl
FEE ZASAG oY Aol A4S Fo717HS Sstt § AT BHe 47
sh Zlolth. 3 $7 B FEANALG 22 FASE FAH FFNAUZS

FAe okl @ e Alokska ek

53 MDGs&} #H & &2

h, T S0 ASFoa, RAEE, 14 NGO 5 M2 dx2FA47F 54
of wheb A 24 A (Aid architecture) o] #1355 Y © 7] 3L it} E3] Al 53 o= 9]
MR E -2 Ne=to] AgF33HE 913 J e 2 (South-south Cooperation)13) 2 47}
@ & (Triangular Cooperation)14) 52 &3 MEA £HEHHA L Fa/do] AR L Q)
on, gddd gl H-DAC Yxa v} 2Yite] g d Y fjAaZ A Fe R

e 9% HolA kel B A MEYA BANE ustt AL

H1 o fob
1A
ﬂ
kl
pacs
£uE

-

chaFat @ eeto] =0 e
&

A S 5et FEUY FFo0]

o
by
)

13) DAC | ¥=to] ME=g A Yshe HAE2 AP 5dE 2 (North-South Cooperation)Zt thH] == 7
o2, Mexat =2t NEEE TAE o). FE@HES A=t 9529 F7h 594 oS
vhgo g g P54, o od 9 a0 tfgt of-5-/d(responsiveness), 4l&35t Hzp oz AFHQ
e @89S 2AF 5 Sle AYEY vAUES .

14) AXPza B FA7I1Y LS 8l o]FoA= M==xzt HEge.

15) DAC 9z a7z ¢ure] Jddd gAa T AL 201295 E MDGs EX A=< 20159717 9] 717HS
o R 3 dEYY BYEYES 3 Ax 9 7]& qhE.
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United Nations(2009), Report of the Secretary-General on the indicators for Monitoring the
Millennium Development Goals.

United Nations(2010), The MDG Report 2010.

UN/DESA(2010), The Global Partnership for Development at a Critical Juncture, MDG
GAP Task Force Report 2010.

UN/DESA(2010), Strengthening International Support Measures for the Least Developed
Countries, Committee for Development Policy.

UNDP(2010), What will it take to achieve the millennium development goals?, An
international assessment.

UNDP(2010), Beyond the midpoint, Achieving the millennium development goals.

WTO(2011), Market access for products and services of export interest to least-developed
countries, Sub-Committee on Least-Developed Countries.
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QUA] W 4 : 2011, 4. 6(2), 09:30-11:30, & ) &8 o 5] 9] )

gF31 : EDCF Activities toward Aid Effectiveness

© 2010'd EDCF A ¢ 715, o B =71 44, 201518 714 ODA/GNI B&
025% 2452 5 5748 41
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5 A 2% ODA A3 57
C(Fe A R S AUH AUAY TS, Aekel= s, thelw e
s}, oW A ahke) et

[ 2] 41917} EDCF )
- o] AT ] BEshe FAX DA S, S U] T AL
A7 HEF R4 W AX A DA 12

- MDB} @ %87} 2Hef, ol Alob @ 8] o), Wl 2 6 Bank B5 5 € 3

3 B o QxR 7
- SFAALE U] A BEA9] A, AR B E = U(101) bl

= d
T o] g T A 9 Foa-rd=at A AG AL =Y

L]

Qz b4 of o] A A4l - W= A
- 20109 U$2953 v} X A(5171%) 5 FAT FH Aol
AAGA A Az2e AGAASET A2d AW
o] o] A &= of ko] et

CBETEA AU BUX, ARSAAH A, AT AF ¥= 5
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Bottleneck &3+ =) &t

O ¥F®2 : Paris Declaration Discourse : Rhetoric and Reality
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(=2 dxAA 9 F=4 ]
O MDG, EFA(Education for All) Goals, 1}2] A 21, o} = 2} 35 4 & (PD/AAA)
S AlAL Fo U ERE Yo HHA = FEHS a0l ofd



Sof=olA A=

3 A 942
- DAC 7HI A4 o, 322 7|4 dE S B9 uA|n Hoko A £
A4g wgro o ARk AdE o v
EESEXESEES
O T W ol AA Mo Axiu DA ] F(Little progress)
- AT FEALY BE AR, ARAY Aol £UF Hol AR, WS
A% 27154 5

Zof disf 2 A A7

O ‘Dead Aid’®] A7} Gl A mal w2 4AE B, FRe dxo] B
& 7)9] WA grokrhil #4451 PDIAAAS THA A o2 ulagl 5 74
o] 22 3o BA|7}F Gl AL ofU PDIAAA AlE Ao diat o &L

A71 k= 2 AlAPE o] A&
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