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Abstract: The past two decades are reviewed to see how transparent donors have been and how it has
impacted their partnership with recipient nations in Africa. Their partnership plays an essential role
in how aid is implemented. Corruption in resource-rich African countries is often linked to
transparency and accountability. There has been an ongoing development process to lift living
standards across the continent for decades. This paper examines the role of donors in promoting or
preventing transparency in aid-dependent countries. It finds that while donor efforts have been
significant, they often face limitations due to local context and lack of transparency. The donor-
recipient relationship's power imbalance is a significant factor in aid effectiveness. Donors can
influence projects and impose conditions, but recipient countries lack ownership. This imbalance can
lead to disappointing or sustainable aid outcomes. This paper investigates the governance gap and
the relationship between good governance, accountability, and transparency of donors. One of the
most important areas in which to increase aid is transparency in operations. An index is provided to
evaluate and classify donors according to the transparency of their aid efforts through ranking and
assessing donors' transparency in aid delivery. This is done by providing a comprehensive
understanding, which can enhance transparency research in recipient countries when combined with
conceptualization and operationalization.
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Foreign aid, when effectively channeled, can be a powerful catalyst for development,
bolstering infrastructure and uplifting the overall development of the recipient country. The
pillars of good governance and accountability are the key to realizing these poverty reduction
goals and supporting the governments of developing countries in delivering strong, effective
public services. These pillars, in turn, ensure that aid transparency is not just a goal but a
reality. Ensuring timely and accurate disclosure and dissemination of information on financial
decisions, conditions, negotiations, procedures, and aid transparency instills a sense of
reassurance about the checks and balances in place, fostering trust and confidence in the aid
process.

Using foreign aid as a political instrument can damage the partnership and become a
threat to both the donor and the recipient. The impact can have the effect of a coup without
ever entering the nation. Aid can encourage conflict and violence and bring more money into
the recipient country, increasing corruption risk. Donors can cause economic and political
pressure through aid. The donor country may pressure the recipient to return the favor. There
may be a hidden agenda of foreign-owned corporations, and the lack of accountability is an
estimated difficulty that will confirm why the donors and the recipient countries have fallen
short of fulfilling their initial aid project plan. Coordinated approaches among donors help
reduce duplication, enhance efficiency, and improve overall outcomes. Aid effectiveness is
the success in achieving development targets. According to McConville, the common
misconception is that all US foreign aid goes directly to governments.

Donors and recipients may not always fulfill their partnership duties and may fall
short of the common goals they set to achieve. To close any gaps in aid effectiveness, the
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level of corruption in the recipient country must be assessed, and donor aid transparency
needs to be strengthened. Effective aid that results in positive outcomes indicates reduced
corruption, respect for human rights, democracy, and good governance. Mutual responsibility
involves holding parties accountable for voluntary promises, building trust, and strengthening
partnerships. However, a power imbalance between donors and recipients can impair aid
effectiveness. Reciprocal accountability is suggested as a countermeasure.

Foreign aid has made little progress in reducing corruption in Sub-Saharan Africa.
Most recipient countries face corruption at various levels, with multiple constraints limiting
their growth. Despite enormous assistance inflows into the continent, famine, undereducation,
poor healthcare, corruption, and underdevelopment continue to be significant challenges
across the region. Addressing the issues reducing the country's overall aid effectiveness is
vital. Transparency can increase development effectiveness by improving predictability,
cooperation, and accountability. It is often regarded as critical to government accountability,
yet measuring it remains challenging. The Aid Transparency Index is the only independent
assessment of assistance transparency among the world's leading development organizations,
and it was researched and produced by Publish What You Fund.

Despite Africa's abundant resources, recipients strive for a better standard of living
amidst the chaos and continuing crisis that has caused the region to fall behind. Dambisa
Moyo noted that even where there are pockets of economic success, it is worth remembering
that no African country can genuinely exist as an island of prosperity*. Understanding how
implementing foreign aid affects the international relationship and partnership between
donors and recipients allows both sides to achieve the objective of implementing effective aid
if all stakeholders, including international actors and local authorities, own strategic alliances
in the project. To meet fundamental objectives, donors and recipients must jointly address
several common concerns and political challenges essential for the partnership’s success. The
partnership aims to implement effective aid and bring positive change within the recipient
country?.

Aid has been instrumental in saving many lives, yet poverty continues to loom over
millions of Africans despite these achievements. Critics argue that the aid hurts recipient
countries, citing specific examples to say it is harmful and should be reduced. There are two
sides to every coin, and aid effectiveness should be understood and viewed objectively.
Understanding how transparent donors are may help in understanding reasons for the low
ineffectiveness of aid and why projects have been implemented or have not met project goals.
According to the African Transformation Index (ATI) 2023, Africa's economic transition has
been gradual during the last two decades due to economic shocks, with some nations making
significant progress and others falling behind. Human well-being has improved significantly,
but as economic resilience has weakened, improvement remains fragile®.

Exploring effectiveness concepts should be seen through the lens of recipients. The
donors are likely encouraged to seek out new assistance distribution techniques since they
feel the recipients are not individuals they would have picked based on their initial intents
and goals. The initial goal that may be questioned is towards the development in the context
surrounding the project underway and the fundamental interests of the various recipients,
which may only emerge once work has started on the project.

The impact of transparency

1 Moyo, D. (2009) Dead Aid: Why Aid Is Not Working and How There Is a Better Way for Africa

2 Runde, D. F. (2019, October 10). The Role of the AfDB and the Future of Africa. Retrieved from CSIS

3 African Center for Economic Transformation. (2023). African Transformation Index 2023. Accra: African
Center for Economic Transformation
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Transparency and accountability are crucial requirements for maintaining effective
governance and minimizing corruption. In many African nations, both components need to be
improved to ensure the possibility of planning and implementing policies, particularly those
linked to structural transformation. Transparency and accountability encourage better
outcomes for foreign aid, which helps strengthen effectiveness. The absence of transparency
on funding can escalate the likelihood of financial trouble and complicate any prospective
debt resolution measures.

For aid to be effective, the partnership must prioritize strong governance and
accountability by participating in a dialogue and overseeing the allocation of funds at each
process level. A better path must be taken for aid to create long-term and significant benefits
rather than short-term and immediate outcomes that do not help the recipient nation and its
people who need assistance and change for the long term. Delegation Agreements (DAS),
made possible by the EU's Financial Regulation of 2002, allowed the EU to collaborate
formally with its Member States and other development players. By assigning the
implementation of a program or the management of aid on the ground to a Member State,
another actor with a comparative advantage in the recipient countries, or with the goals of
such an aid program, the EU delegate's cooperation can aim for better-coordinated
development action.

The European Union's efforts to improve aid effectiveness are directly related to the
concept of division of labor and are linked to delegated cooperation. The point of
development aid depends on transparency. Lack of transparency increases the risk of
corruption and illegal financing because it is unclear where the money flows and for what
purposes. Aid transparency is important for various reasons, including strengthening
governance and accountability and boosting aid effectiveness to bring as many people out of
poverty as possible.

Over the past ten years, Africa has seen improvements in its Foundations for
economic opportunity and Human Development. During this time, the Foundations for
economic opportunity in every country in Eastern and Southern Africa improved. During the
course of the decade, South Africa has been the only nation in Southern Africa to have
experienced a drop in human development.

According to the 2013 Ibrahim Index of African Governance Data Report, Nigeria
scored less than the African average (51.6) and is ranked 41st overall. Scores are lower than
the West African regional average (52.5), placing 13th out of 16 in the area. Zimbabwe
scored lower than the African average (51.6), ranking 47th out of 52. Scores were lower than
the Southern Africa regional average (59.2), placing 12th out of 12 in the area. Ethiopia
scored below the African average (51.6) and ranked 33rd (out of 52) overall. Scores were
lower than the East African regional average (47.9), placing them eighth (out of 11) in the
area. Kenya surpasses the African average (51.6), ranking 21st out of 52 nations globally.

Regarding the overall governance level for 2019, Southern Africa (53.3) had the
highest average score among the five geographical areas, followed by Western Africa (53.1).
With a score of 38.8, Central Africa had the lowest overall. Only one region—Central
Africa—had seen an average decrease in overall governance during the past ten years (-0.1).
Northern Africa (+2.3) and Western Africa (+2.4) are the most improved regions.

According to a report, Publish What You Fund Assessment of Donor Behavior on Aid
Transparency in 2010 indicates that donor transparency varies greatly. The World Bank
scored more than twice as transparent as Japan (41.9%). Large and small donors occur
throughout the list, as do multilateral and bilateral, with the average assistance transparency
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score across all donors in the evaluation being 60.8%*. In 2010, the World Bank, the
Netherlands, and the UK fell into the first category, reaching above 75%. This group is
committed to aiding openness, but each has room for improvement, such as lowering the
number of exclusions in their Freedom of Information Act (or disclosure policy for
multilateral organizations) for released assistance information. In the second group, the
African Development Bank and the European Commission, along with ten other donors,
exceeded the donor average of 60.8%. The donors in this group typically have a stated
commitment to aid openness, although their present performance levels regarding
information availability are uneven. Good achievement in one area is generally offset by
lousy performance in another4.

A decade later, the 2020 Aid Transparency Index revealed a considerable
improvement in donor transparency. Eleven donors moved into the ‘very good' category, up
from four in 2018. The number of 'good' rose by 2 to 15. This implies that more than half of
the 47 evaluated donors are now considered 'good’ or 'very good.' The move toward increased
transparency was characterized by many donors improving their assistance transparency
incrementally and particular donors making complete changes to their disclosure procedures,
resulting in considerable increases in their rankings. The score improvement reflects donors’
growing publication of higher-quality data under the International Aid Transparency
Initiative (IATI) Standard®. All donors, except those classified as 'very poor," have made their
operations and policies available through IATI data. This means that the information they
provide is timely, centralized, comparable, and transparent, according to the international
norm for aid transparency. Additionally, donors were seen as becoming more thorough in
their IATI data compared to their performance in 2018.

Development Finance Institutions (DFIs) and significant European bilateral donors
are among the sixteen donors under the 'fair' category. In 2018, eleven of these fell into the
same section. Several donors don't appear to have prioritized assistance transparency or
substantially adjusted their publication procedures. Those DFIs that disclosed information
regarding private-sector financing performed poorly. The Index's bilateral donors include
specialized aid agencies and foreign, trade, or defense ministries with aid delivery mandates.

China was placed at the bottom of the Index for the second consecutive year due to its
limited disclosure of its aid programs and policies. China MOFCOM, UAE MOFAIC, and
Turkey TIKA are ranked lowest in the 'very poor' category. Due to their absence, there is a
sizable gap in the global aid dataset. China's MOFCOM remains in the 'very poor' category,
finishing bottom in 2020. China-MOFCOM does not provide data to the IATI Registry. Thus,
we conducted a manual survey using the MOFCOM and Development Aid Agency websites.
Various organizational planning documents were discovered, excluding a detailed list of all
its initiatives that were not publicly available. Most data on Chinese aid spending are derived
from secondary sources, such as AidData's work mining public notifications and field reports
to monitor unreported funding. To avoid misrepresentation, China should explain the
functions of the agency and ministry and begin to participate in external reporting systems
such as the OECD DAC Creditor Reporting System and the Financial Tracking Service
(FTS).

Publish What You Fund recommends that the African Development Bank (AfDB)
share statistics on all of its operations so that we may evaluate the bank as a whole rather than
just a portion of its initiativess. It did not publish reviews and evaluations for all the relevant
performance activities. AfDB should regularly include current outcomes in data or documents
to demonstrate progress toward objectives throughout its initiatives. Contracts, bids,

4 Aid Transparency Assessment 2010. (n.d.). Publish What You Fund.
5 Publish What You Fund. (2020). Aid Transparency Index 2020. UK Aid.
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assessments, and evaluations for all operations should be disclosed wherever feasible. The
AfDB should also evaluate the exclusions in its disclosure and access to information policy
and incorporate objective harm criteria to ensure the confidentiality of information
provided by third parties.

Corruption has been entrenched in Africa's political culture, and its impact varies.
According to Barney Warf, corruption is a punishable offense under the laws of nearly every
African State. Warf states that corruption is prohibited in several of their constitutions as it
plays a significant role in aid ineffectiveness®. One of the biggest worries for donors has been
that the aid given is taken by officials in the recipient country and not used for the intended
objectives. Corruption is a global issue that significantly impacts development,
disproportionately affecting people in poverty and delaying economic growth. It diverts
resources from infrastructure, institutions, and social services, causing harm to democracy,
human rights, living standards, organized crime, and public safety. Donors may hesitate to
use country systems and channel aid through national budget processes if corruption isn't
addressed, reducing aid effectiveness. ODA has been used to fund anti-corruption programs
in African nations, focusing on strengthening the judiciary and national anti-corruption
institutions. To accelerate and sustain economic development through structural
transformation, Africa must maintain excellent governance and build strong governance
institutions. Weak institutions are a significant source of corruption, which jeopardizes the
chances of effective structural reform outcomes.

According to Riddell, aid critics raise the issue of corruption concerning aid-giving.
Giving and receiving aid extends and deepens corruption in recipient countries, leading to a
direct relevance in the debate on aid effectiveness. Aid is said not to work because so many
funds are misappropriated and never reach those it intends to help’. Increasing transparency
in aid allocations is a good step forward in the donor-recipient partnership. The OECD could
play a key role in fostering transparency by continuing to push for full disclosure of spending
plans. Aid and support from foreign donors are analyzed to determine how effectively aid is
implemented and avoid routes that yield no results and increase ineffectiveness. One
drawback of aid transparency is that it prevents national governments from keeping track of
the amount of money pouring into their country. This might spread false information about
the volume and efficacy of assistance development.

According to the 2018 Aid Transparency Index, eight donors did not fit the
requirements for some positions. Regarding project descriptions, over 25% of organizations
do not provide information on the initiatives, or non-experts do not understand the
descriptionss. The most significant gaps exist for sub-national location information, with less
than half of donors reporting this information. Only 19 organizations make information
available in the International Aid Transparency Initiative (IATI) Standard, with three
continuously publishing it in alternative forms. All donors that provide foreign aid must
follow the Foreign Aid Transparency and Accountability Act, the Foundations for Evidence-
Based Policymaking Act, and the White House Office of Management and Budget's
monitoring recommendations. The Inspector General's Offices investigate the integrity of the
Department of State's programs and activities, as well as those of USAID and the Millennium
Challenge Corporation (MCC).

Although corruption cannot be accurately assessed, the number of indices has
expanded tremendously over the years, primarily to raise awareness among politicians and
the general public. The Corruption Perceptions Index and the Worldwide Governance
Indicators are among the indicators available, as are indices from a newer generation, such as

6 Warf, B (2007) Geographies of African corruption
7 Riddell, R.C. (2014) Does Foreign Aid Really Work?
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the Global Corruption Barometer, the Global Integrity Index, and the Index on African
Governance®. There is no measuring system that precisely accounts for actual levels of
corruption in a country at the global level.

Donors need to be clear about what they provide, as foreign aid aims to reach a point
where it is transparent and avoids any loopholes so that the result is evident in the system.
Donors need to know that their aid is being used effectively and that the recipient country can
benefit positively. It is essential to maintain budget transparency as recipient countries
receive high aid levels. Progress on international agreements to strengthen aid accountability
has been slow, and donors must act quickly to achieve their obligations toward aid
transparency.

Corruption distorts the market to the point where it discourages investment.
Corruption must be combated by the efforts of the recipient and different governance
institutions across the continent through the enforcement of anti-corruption laws, rules, and
regulations, as well as the promotion of good practices. Transparency, participation,
accountability, and integrity are principles that reinforcement of anti-corruption®.

Partnership in donor funding

A successful partnership increases the impact and effectiveness of aid by efficiently
using resources, stimulating innovation, and bringing out each partner's commitment to the
goal. Effectiveness in overall development outcomes aims to prioritize certain areas over
others. The challenge for aid and development actors is identifying which sectors and
interventions are the most important for achieving development outcomes. One approach to
reducing poor partnerships is to pay greater attention to national ownership by moving away
from one-size-fits-all and allowing greater flexibility in identifying development priorities at
the country level.

At the country level, inclusive participation in political decision-making could help
governments, including donors, identify and prioritize development outcomes that matter to
marginalized and affected groups. Development effectiveness is about the impact of local
authorities, experts, and donors' actions on the lives of a poor and marginalized population.
Accou(r)1tabi|ity is central to development effectiveness and must be established when failures
occur'®,

The way aid is managed has the potential to influence the impact of aid. Aid
management is crucial to ensure that it fulfills its purpose in development. Some observations
on assistance regimes are seen in the norms, values, and processes. Reference is made to
the regime in which partnerships, ownership, and comprehensive frameworks should
be reviewed. To enhance the quality of aid and accelerate its disbursement, donors,
governments, and civil society must agree on a set of objectives®®.

There have been increasing concerns about aid needing to be more closely aligned
with donors' domestic security objectives, which undermines the purpose and effectiveness of
foreign assistance with potential life costs and damaging impacts. Effective interventions in
fragile or conflict-affected contexts have people and peace-building at their core and aim to
leave no one behind. The African Partnership Forum (APF) should be the primary venue for
monitoring and assessing progress and fulfilling promises made by both sides. APF allows
Africa's leaders to examine the continent's unexplored potential and policy alternatives that
can encourage sustainable investment and discuss changes to the global financial system that
may improve the continent's accessibility to reasonably affordable finance. The best action is

8 Cooksey, (2004) Elixir or poison chalice? The Relevance of Aid to East Africa
® ForeignAssistance.gov, (2021) Retrieved from ForeignAssistance.gov: https://foreignassistance.gov/about
10 Kindormay, (2011) From Aid to Development Effectiveness: A Working Paper
1 Feeny & McGillivray, (2008) Aid allocation to fragile states: Absorptive capacity constraints
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to help the APF better monitor donor and recipient pledges. A strong partnership allows for
an action plan to compile the commitments made and help document, track, and report the
fulfillment of both sides' financial and policy obligations.

Donors ought to strengthen the government's capacity to oversee and
implement development initiatives in line with the ownership principle. The way multi-donor
trust funds are designed has a significant impact on delivery. Choosing impartial, respectable,
and trustworthy organizations as fund administrators is crucial when there is no official
interaction with the government. Partnerships for development need to be driven by the
recipient and tailored to the nation's requirements. Focusing on the results is an essential
component that impacts and may be life-changing for the recipient nation by strengthening its
capabilities. All parties, including businesses and civil society groups, contribute to attaining
development objectives.

The Sustainable Development Indicators and performance build on mutual support,
cooperation, and the benefit of the donor and recipient's partnership. Mutual accountability
between partners should be measured by the number of partner countries that conduct mutual
assessments of progress in implementing agreed-upon commitments on aid effectiveness,
with the ultimate goal of having joint assessment reviews in place for all partner countries.

The Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness (2005), the High-Level Forums in Accra
that produced the Accra Agenda for Action (2008), and the Busan Partnership for Effective
Development Cooperation (2009) are just a few of the international initiatives that the
European Union and its Member States participated in during the early 2000s to increase and
improve aid effectiveness.

According to Dr. K.Y. Amoako, many policies were imposed on nations that lacked
the means to carry them out or might not have agreed with them. Nations must create clear
innovation strategies with roles for both the public and commercial sectors. For instance,
increasing training and venture funding in the innovation ecosystem?2,

Increasing GDP per capita in Sub-Saharan Africa is challenging due to rapid
population growth, with 1.2 billion people living there, doubling in the past 20 year'®. The
region's economy must develop quickly to keep up with this growth. The Global Partnership
for Effective Development Cooperation (GPEDC) is essential for achieving this goal.
GPEDC, an association of governments and organizations, aims to enhance international
development practices and promote growth, prosperity, and peace. To achieve this, it has
established four guiding principles for development cooperation: accountability and
transparency, results-driven, inclusive development partnerships, and national ownership of
the development process®®. The GPEDC's vision is to maximize the effectiveness of all forms
of development cooperation for the shared benefit of people, the planet, prosperity, and
peace.

Due to the complexity of objectives and the extensive range of potential delivery
channels, measuring aid effectiveness is undeniably more difficult than in many businesses.
To meet fundamental objectives, donors and recipients must jointly address several common
concerns and political challenges essential for the partnership's success. The partnership aims
to implement effective aid and bring positive change within the recipient country. The
efficiency of the humanitarian financing system is measured as a combination of technical
efficiency (the speed and smoothness of pipelines from donors to affected people) and

12 1ghobor, K. (2020, August 28). Africa needs strong institutions and smart policies. Retrieved from Africa
Renewal: https://www.un.org/africarenewal/magazine/august-2020/africa-needs-strong-institutions-and-smart-
policies
13 GPEDC. (2020). Senior Level Meeting 2019 Summary. Retrieved from
https://www.effectivecooperation.org/system/files/2020-04/SLM-Summary-document.pdf
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allocative efficiency (allocating resources to specific problems or objectives. Both
measurements are essential for comprehensively assessing the various funding mechanisms,
considering their different aims and value-added**.

It is necessary to define and conceptualize governance and its components before
attempting to measure it, choose variables, and make assumptions about the data and
errors they contain to operationalize the measure. According to the Mo Ibrahim Foundation,
governance is the process by which a state fulfills its obligation to provide its citizens with
the political, social, and economic public goods and services that they are entitled to and have
a right to expect from it°,

Understanding how implementing foreign aid affects the international relationship and
partnership between donors and recipients allows both sides to achieve the objective of
implementing effective aid if all stakeholders, including international actors and local
authorities, own strategic alliances in the project.

According to a 2007 report by the Council of the European Union, the EU and Africa
should build on positive experiences and lessons learned from past actions'®. Building on
experiences and lessons learned from past partnerships, successful mechanisms and
instruments must be applied in specific policy areas that vary from country to country. It aims
to ensure that bilateral relations, dialogue, and cooperation between the recipient country and
the donor will contribute to achieving the objectives set within a legal and financial
framework.

According to the OECD, net ODA from the DAC members has more than doubled in
real terms since 2000. It increased by 69% in real terms between 2000 and 2010, following
the adoption of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000. The donor made additional
commitments to increase ODA at the Monterrey Conference on Financing for Development
in 2002 and the Gleneagles Conference in 20057,

The Monterrey conference emphasized the need to create partnerships between donors
and developing countries to achieve the Millennium Development Goals more successfully. It
specifically urged development cooperation organizations to step up their efforts to
harmonize their operational processes to the highest standard to cut transaction costs and
increase the flexibility of ODA delivery while considering the needs and goals of national
development owned by the recipient nation'’. Managing various donor operations is
expensive for developing countries, especially the poorest and ones reliant on aid.

Senior Vice President of the World Bank Group, Mr. Mahmoud Mobhieldin, stated in
2019 at the GPEDC in New York that donors must work with the government via organized
lines of communication and be prepared to offer assistance. Society is the missing pillar of
public-private partnerships. Partnerships will be successful only when local communities are
involved and resources are allocated towards localizing their efforts.

Conclusion

Foreign aid partnerships may be compromised by issues originating from the donor
and the recipient, with different views of the situation and the various opinions clashing in
future discussions. Africa still faces significant issues, as poverty and hunger remain
substantial barriers to development in many African countries. Many nations struggle with

14 Stoddard, A., Poole, L., Taylor, G., King, B. W., Jillani, S., & Potter, A. (2017). Efficiency and Inefficiency in
Humanitarian Financing.
15 Mo Ibrahim Foundation. (2023). Global Africa - Africa in the World and the World in Africa. Retrieved from
https://mo.ibrahim.foundation/sites/default/files/2023-04/2023-facts-figures-global-africa.pdf
16 Council of the European Union (2007) The Africa- Eu Strategic Partnership. A Joint Africa-EU Strategy
17 OECD. (2003). Harmonising Donor Practices for Effective Aid Delivery. Retrieved from
https://www.oecd.org/development/effectiveness/20896122.pdf
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poor governance and corruption, a lack of transparency, disregard for human rights, and a
lack of enforcement of laws protecting citizens, which impedes the growth of society and the
economy.

A successful donor-recipient partnership is crucial for enhancing the impact and
effectiveness of aid. It involves efficient resource use, innovation, and commitment from all
partners. To reduce poor partnerships, national ownership should be prioritized and
development priorities should be identified at the country level. Inclusive participation in
political decision-making can help governments prioritize development outcomes for
marginalized groups. Donors should strengthen the government's capacity to oversee and
implement development initiatives in line with the ownership principle. Partnerships should
be driven by the recipient and tailored to the nation's needs. Performance measurement
requires monitoring and evaluation systems that go beyond inputs and activities. African
countries should participate more actively in the region by learning groups and exchanging
experiences. However, suppose this effort is to remain relevant. In that case, the framework
must better reflect substantial changes in the global development environment since the 2005
Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness and the 2011 Busan Partnership Agreement. The
GPEDC can preserve its use and legitimacy while increasing political traction by making it
relevant in emerging nations. The GPEDC might expand its work on national monitoring
profiles by supporting or contributing to country-level evaluations to determine how external
development cooperation can be most successful and impactful in accomplishing the goals.

African governments can benefit from development cooperation providers revising
their approaches and tools. In moving forward, new forms of mutually beneficial partnership
with donors should underpin development cooperation. A search for a better design and
complementary modalities could enable the partnership of both the donor and the recipient in
the case studies in this research and to all partnered nations across the continent and globally
whose goal is to maximize their partnership in reaching combined aid effectiveness. For aid
to be effective, stronger, and more balanced, mutual accountability is required at all levels.
Society should throw away the global rivalry to globalization and open up Africa for
competition to grow with the assistance and support of other countries.

Complete transparency among all donors would make it possible to create a detailed
map of who is funding what, where, and for what purpose. Knowing this information can
help manage resources. In the absence of transparency, it is more challenging to hold
donors accountable, promote cooperation amongst the partnership, or guarantee the efficient
use of resources that help boost aid effectiveness. Transparency alone cannot address the
problems faced in Africa’s development; therefore, it is necessary to support greater decision-
making, cooperation, and results. The experience that donors and recipients have tackled over
the past two decades can help pave the way for better future initiatives and partnerships that
can witness the effectiveness of aid when given.

Aid can also bring numerous weaknesses, increase local prices, and receive funding
can create a cycle in which foreign assistance is constantly necessary. When governments
issue contracts to provide foreign aid, they want to work with companies that can deliver the
most value for the investment offered to others. This means that smaller suppliers may find it
challenging to remain competitive. The absence of a framework for mutual assessment of
progress on aid effectiveness creates challenges for both the donor and the recipient. Specific
projects based on aid funding have relatively weak monitoring and evaluation systems and do
not create more peace for the world. The benefits of foreign assistance are not always certain,
and dependencies can be created when not managed properly. Depending on the situation and
the environment, there can be difficulty in getting feedback on performance. Aid results are
often difficult to measure because the impacts are long—term, and the people who are best
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placed to give feedback, the recipient government and beneficiaries, may not have a powerful
voice in donor countries.

A successful partnership in aid management is crucial for achieving development
outcomes. It involves efficient resource use, innovation, and commitment from partners.
National ownership should be prioritized to reduce poor partnerships, and flexibility in
identifying development priorities at the country level should be provided. Inclusive
participation in political decision-making can help governments identify and prioritize
development outcomes for marginalized groups. Aid management is essential for ensuring its
purpose in development. The African Partnership Forum (APF) should be the primary venue
for monitoring progress and fulfilling promises made by both parties. Partnerships should
define their aims for development and profit, engage in social dialogue, and focus on results.
Measuring aid effectiveness is difficult due to the complexity of objectives and potential
delivery channels. The efficiency of the humanitarian financing system is measured by
technical and allocative efficiency. Understanding how implementing foreign aid affects
international relationships and partnerships allows both parties to achieve development
objectives.
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