Comparing to other OECD-DAC members,
where do Korea and Japan stand?

All figures are made from OECD-DAC’s Development Co-operation Profiles
(https://www.oecd.org/dac/development-cooperation-report/)
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Japan
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Sweden
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Korea - Bilateral ODA by channel of delivery 2017

Gross disbursements, per cent

Private sector: 0.3 %

PPPs and networks: 1.V\—"
NGOs: 2.7 %
Multilateral =

organisations: 12.9 %

Public Sector: 82.6 %

Compar

> your country by OECD

United States - Bilateral ODA by channel of delivery
2017

Gross disbursements, per cent

PPPs and networks: 0.5 %

Universities, research
institutes or think-
tanks: 3.0 %

i Public Sector: 35.1 %
Private sector: 17.0 %

Multilateral
organisations: 20.9 %

NGOs: 23.5 %

Compare your country by OECD

Canada - Bilateral ODA by channel of delivery 2017

Gross disbursements, per cent

PPPs and networks: 0.2 %
Other channels: 0.9 %
Private sector: 1.5 ‘/
Universities, research

institutes or think-
tanks: 2.9 %

Public Sector: 35.3 %
NGOs: 27.8 %

Multilateral
organisations: 31.5 %

Compal

your country by OECD

Japan - Bilateral ODA by channel of delivery 2017

Gross disbursements, per cent

PPPs and networks: 0.2 %
Private sector: 0.6 %

NGOs: 1.8 %
Other channels: 4.4 %

Multilateral
organisations: 10.7 %

Public Sector: 82.3 %

Compare your country by OECD

United Kingdom - Bilateral ODA by channel of delivery
2017

Gross disbursements, per cent

Other channels: 1.1 % \
PPPs and networks: 2.5 %
Universities, research

institutes or think-

Multilateral
tanks: 7.2 %

organisations: 29.6 %
Private sector: 10.5 %

NGOs: 20.2 %

Public Sector: 28.9 %

Compare your country by OECD

Sweden - Bilateral ODA by channel of delivery 2017

Gross disbursements, per cent

Private sector: 0.8 %
Other channels: 0.8 %
PPPs and networks: 0.9 %

Liniversities;iresearch Public Sector: 36.5 %
institutes or think-
tanks: 4.0 %

NGOs: 28.0 %

Multilateral
organisations: 29.0 %

Compare your country by OECD



Have Korea and Japan implemented DAC Peer
Review recommendation?
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Future Research Agenda

e Korea and Japan: Commonalities and differences: what are the factors
behind ?

* |s there an “Asian Model” of multilateralism in development
cooperation?

* Increased “instrumentalization” of aid around the world; how would
it affect multilateral aid and aid policy coordination?



