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Table 41: overall performance of ongoing national projects by category
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ROM assessment: Very good and good grades

by evaluation criteria (national projects)
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GOOD FAIR
(scores of 60-79%)

VERY GOOD
(scores of 80-100%)

POOR VERY POOR

(scores of 40-59%) (scores of 20-39%) (scores of 0-19%)
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. US-MCC (889%)

. World Bank-1DA (73.8%) 10. AsDB (57.6%) . UK-FCO (34.7%) 42. Luxembourg (19.2%)

. GAVI (873%)
. UK-DFID (83.5%)
. UNDP (83.4%)

. Global Fund (70.6%)

AfDB (63.7%)
Canada (62.6%)
Sweden (60.4%)
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IADB (57.1%)

EC-ECHO (54.2%)
EC-DEVCO (52.1%)

EC-FPI (51.1%)

Denmark (50.7%)
Netherlands (49.4%)
EC-ELARG (48.1%)

New Zealand (47.8%)
U.S.-Treasury (47.4%)
Germany-BMZ-GIZ (459%)
UNICEF (44.3%)
U.S.-USAID (44.3%)
Germany-BMZ-KfW (43.7%)
Australia (43.1%)

UN OCHA (41.7%)

el

. US.-Defense (33.7%)
. IMF (31.8%)
). World Bank-IFC (30.1%)
. Korea (279%)
Norway (269%)
2. Ireland (26.7%)
. EIB (26.6%)
. EBRD (24.5%)
5. Czech Republic (24.4%)
36. Estonia (23.6%)
7. Japan-JICA (23.5%)
. Belgium (23.4%)
). Finland (23.0%)
. US-State (22.1%)
. Austria (20.4%)
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Gates Foundation (18.1%)
Switzerland (18.1%)
Latvia (17.8%)

e
Spain (17.4%)
Japan-MOFA (17.2%)
France-AFD (16.3%)
U.S.-PEPFAR (16.1%)
Romania (14.8%)
France-MAE (13.3%)
France-MINEFI (12.2%)
UK-MOD (12.0%)
Slovakia (12.0%)
Brazil (11.8%)
Poland (11.3%)
Slovenia (10.8%)
Germany-AA (10.0%)
Italy (10.0%)
Lithuania (8.2%)
Cyprus (6.5%)
Bulgaria (5.7%)
Hungary (4.7%)
Malta (3.8%)
. Greece (3.6%)

China (2.2%)
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RESUMEN T

« SEMEJANZAS
— “AMBICION” GEOGRAFICA (MAS DE 100)
— DISTRIBUCION SECTORIAL
— % ASIGNACION A RENTA MEDIA ALTA
— BAJA TRANSPARENCIA

e DIFERENCIAS
— % UE a PMAs; ESP a PRM-Baja
— UE APUESTA POR EL APG
— ESP MAS A COOP. TECNICA
— UE mayor % a A.Alimentaria y A.Humanitaria
— SEGUIMIENTO Y EVALUACION
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« ¢HACIA LA ESPECIALIZACION?

— UN SOLO DONANTE LIDER
« ESPANA: g,CENTROAMERICA, BOLIVIA, PARAGUAY,
MARRUECOS, GUINEA ECUATORIAL?

— Proceso de donante lider en 7 operaciones con UE: Nicaragua
(2), Cuba, Honduras, Bolivia, SICA y Republica Dominicana

— y dos mas con Luxemburgo y Bélgica en Nicaragua y Peru

— TRES SECTORES

« ESPANA:
— ¢ SEGURIDAD ALIMENTARIA?
— ¢ GOBERNANZA'Y F. INSTITUCIONAL (LATAM)?
— ¢SALUD -> MALARIA?
— ¢Energia -> solar?

. CECCD p
+ CEU R



