Annex A – Summary responses to consultation questions 
Includes responses from:

· Signatories and the Global Fund – section 1
· Partner countries and CSOs – section 2

1. Signatories and the Global Fund

	
	Questions
	ADB
	Australia
	EC
	Germany
	Hewlett Foundation
	Ireland
	New Zealand
	Sweden
	Switzerland
	UK
	UNDP
	Global Fund

	Documents to be Published
	Do you agree to provide links, in the IATI format proposed in this paper, to documents that you already publish either from 1 January 2011 or from the date you implement IATI phase 1?
	Yes


	Yes, 
	Final versions – following decisions – of Actions Fiches are available in CRIS 
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes, but needs more technical understanding first.
	Yes, from date IATI phase 1 is implemented
	Yes  - from 1st April 2011
	Yes, in principle
	Yes
	Yes – for strategy, policy and project-related documents, but need more work to see if can be in phase 1. 
	Yes – from date IATI phase 1 is implemented

	
	Do you agree to the proposed categories of information to be included in published documents? Please add any categories you think are missing or note any you think should not be included.
	-
	Yes  - will need some thresholds regarding some docs in implementation schedule
	Pre-project impact appraisals - could create a disincentive to critical analysis.
	Yes
	Yes - and at agency level add summary papers of impact and lessons learned from cross-program comparisons
	Yes – but not all are relevant to Irish Aid e.g. pre and post impact appraisals
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes at agency level, not at project level. 
	Yes
	Contracts: published in full above $100,000 ($30,000 for individuals). No capacity to publish below these thresholds
	-

	
	Do you agree to indicate the type(s) of categories covered in each published document?
	-
	Yes, in principle
	
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	Yes 
	Yes
	Awaiting response

	
	Do you agree that where optional summaries of documents are produced they should be in the language of the partner country?
	No – should not be mandatory, but a demand driven approach.
	Yes – on a case by case basis
	Evaluation and ROM documentation in - English, French or Spanish.
	Yes 
	Yes, it should, but can’t be required to be in any language other than donor language.
	No – will trust judgement of Field Offices
	Yes
	Yes – this should be recommended by IATI
	Yes
	Yes – will publish translations in major written languages
	Yes, use one of UNDP official languages: English, French and Spanish.
	No – English only

	
	Do you agree to publish in accessible format, not PDF? If not, please explain.
	No

	No  - concern about the formatting and accessibility
	Preferred format will be PDF
	Yes, but in some cases will be PDF
	No – not possible with current system
	Still under discussion, but likely
	Yes
	No – PDF for the time being
	No
	Yes – unless PDF’s produced by partner
	No – PDF, and some documents also available in MS Word
	No - PDF

	Results and Conditions


	Do you already publish documents containing information about conditions and/or outputs and results?


	Yes
	Yes 
	-
	Yes, as part of evaluation reports
	No – no conditions associated with Hewlett grants
	Yes – reports are result focused. Aid is not conditional
	No – not in a systematic or programme-wide manner.

	Some cases publish conditions, outputs and results through evaluation reports. 
	Yes, but not in a standardized way
	Yes  - conditions already, results from April
	Policy conditions not applied to work. All procedural conditions on Country Office and HQ websites
	Yes

	
	Do you agree to indicate for each activity if there are conditions attached?


	Conditions published as part of project approval reports
	Yes, in principle, subject to confidentiality requirements
	Yes to publish conditions on agreement with partners.  Conditions only in Budget Support.
	Should be optional
	Yes
	Aid is not subject to conditions. Some use of triggers to release a tranche of funding. Disclosure subject to agreement of both parties.
	-
	Currently no marker in SIDA’s system – to be investigated
	Yes, if there are explicit conditions
	Yes
	Procedural conditions are the same for all activities 
	Yes, but link at the grant, not activity level

	Results and Conditions


	Do you agree to the inclusion of optional reporting of conditions and outputs/results as data in the IATI standard for those that already do/wish to publish such information?
	No system to extract specific data
	Yes, in principle
	Yes, committed to publish according to own formats.
	Should be optional
	Yes
	Yes
	-
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	
	Do you already publish conditions and/or results information as accessible data? If not, would you be prepared to do so in the future?
	In PDF documents at the moment only
	Yes, in principle - currently provided as aggregate data or analysis
	No - not as accessible data.
	Yes – in evaluation reports
	No – but could consider publishing results information as data
	Yes to some degree
	No – not in an accessible data format. Currently investigating.
	Work underway in 2011
	No – to be assessed
	 Yes, conditions in word documents. Project completion reports etc. likely to be in excel. 


	Still needs to be examined
	Yes – already do this

	
	Do you have any comments on the proposed optional information to be recorded for output and results indicators?
	Corporate level outputs and results in annual Development Effectiveness Reviews.
	No
	No
	No
	Will need further refinement, perhaps standardized language to ensure interoperability
	
	No
	All relevant information from new planning system will be implemented gradually in 2011.
	-
	No
	-
	-

	
	Do you have any comments on the proposed optional information to be recorded for conditions?
	-
	No
	No
	Conditions can only be published in the case that partner countries agree. 
	-
	
	No
	Prepared to publish what is available. 
	-
	No
	Priority for IATI is to agree and monitor publication of policy conditions.
	-

	Activity Budgets  and Planned Disbursements
	Do you agree to publish activity budgets according to the financial year of the recipient or alternatively broken down by quarter?

	Published in project documents
	No – not to an acceptable level of accuracy
	No – reporting according to financial year of recipient is not possible at present
	Very difficult to do on a global level, currently done on individual partner country level
	No – grant budgets are proposed by grantees according to financial and activity calendars
	No answer yet available
	-
	Yes – possible by month or by quarter
	No – calendar year


	Yes, monthly data will be published
	Not possible to correspond to financial year of recipient country
	Yes – broken down by quarter

	
	Do you agree to update these budgets for any changes and record if the budget figures are original or revised?
	Yes
	Yes, in principle
	-
	Yes 
	No – budgets not captured as data
	No answer yet available
	-
	Only possible when new reporting system is introduced
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes, 
	Yes

	
	Do you agree to provide at least annual updates on planned disbursements on activities over the next three years, aligned with the financial year of the recipient to enable their medium term planning and budgeting?
	Annual contract awards prepared for following year in the 4th quarter, except for TA. Already available to govt.
	Yes, in principle at a program level
	Can provide forecast information only for ongoing activities and so incomplete and potentially misleading.
	Currently worked on at partner country specific level, not globally.
	No – grantees propose disbursement schedule
	No answer yet available
	-
	Proposed budgets for an activity can be provided, but need work on estimating disbursements. Not for entire 3-year period.
	Yes
	Yes, possible at activity level. For country totals can only publish information that is available in 4-year spending review period
	With Phase 1, planning figures will be part of documents. Planned disbursement figure is equal to the approved budget for first year. 
	No – planned disbursements are not part of their data

	
	Do you agree to quarterly updating of planned disbursements within the current financial year, so that recipient budget execution and cash flow projections reflect the most up-to-date information?

	Disbursement projections are not updated quarterly, only actual disbursements  by project
	No – not to an acceptable level of accuracy
	-
	No – this information is already provided at a country level
	No  (see above)
	No answer yet available
	-
	Possible from 2012 with new contribution management system. 
	Not possible 
	Yes – updates will be published monthly
	Yes. If the budget figure for the year changes, this is updated in the system. 
	No (see above)

	
	Do you agree to add a recipient country budget identifier to the IATI standard as specified in the Annex?
	Should be possible in principle, but need institutional agreement 
	Require more time for this to be discussed.
	Alignment is very important for the EC. Want to see better connection between information EU Delegations are providing through local AIMS and the IT System, in order to ensure better quality.
	Global application is too work intensive – IATI signatories should support partner countries locally to develop matching systems for CRS codes/IATI publication with their own AIMS, taking into account capacity and needs of countries.
	Yes
	No answer yet available
	-
	Yes, in principle
	Could be done partially for large projects
	Yes
	It is important, but signatories will struggle to add this consistently
	-

	
	Do you agree to add an element to identify what percentage of funding for an activity will be used for capital as against recurrent expenditure?
	Can’t commit yet and need high level endorsement
	Yes, in principle but information not currently available
	
	
	Yes, further detail required to explain how this applies to project funds for an implementing agency.
	No answer yet available
	-
	Yes, but not possible to apply to GBS, SBS, and SPS
	Should appear in detailed project budgets
	Investigating categorisation further to see if can be internally implemented
	Only if it can be automated by current systems
	Don’t have this information

	Alignment with recipient country budgets
	Do you agree to provide a percentage split of the commitment value for an activity for each budget classification within each implementing institution and each accountable institution identified?
	-
	Yes, in principle, further work required for this to work in systems
	
	
	Perhaps in the future
	No answer yet available
	-
	See above
	See above
	Investigating categorisation further to see if can be internally implemented
	Need further discussion before committing. Some of relevant information is in the Atlas system.
	Don’t have this information

	
	Do you agree that the percentage split needs to be revised if the project structure changes by 10 to 15% (or more) between budget categories? Would you prefer 10%, 15%, or some other threshold?
	This would have an impact on business practices
	Yes, in principle. Suggest a higher threshold (20%) to allow for non-material contingencies
	
	
	Yes, 10%
	No answer yet available
	-
	See above
	15% is too low
	See previous – all updates will be automatically populated on a monthly basis
	See above
	-

	
	Do you agree to work with countries on country-specific coding, at least for the aid described in paragraph 12iii?
	Willing to explore this, but need more information on the classifications and definitions. 
	Yes
	
	
	No – but hope that others who work directly with partner countries do.
	No answer yet available
	-
	See above
	If there is a strong desire from the partner side
	Yes
	To be agreed by country offices and national govs as part of implementing AIMS
	-

	
	Do you plan to publish raw data (as provided for in phase 1) on the sector classifications you use internally?
	-
	Yes, in principle
	
	
	Yes, but not initially to lowest-level of internal sector classifications
	No answer yet available
	-
	Yes
	In some cases (specific thematics)
	Yes
	Yes, once publishing Phase 1
	-

	Alignment with recipient country budgets

Alignment with Recipient country budgets
	Do you agree to the TAG subgroup on budgets alignment doing further work on common codes to explore where it would help to generalise some of the coding required and so reduce the amount of country-specific coding required in the future?
	Yes
	Yes, in principle
	
	
	Yes
	No answer yet available
	-
	Yes
	Yes, but taking into account the real needs.
	Yes
	Yes
	-


2.  Responses to consultation questions from partner countries and CSOs 
	
	Questions
	Colombia
	Moldova
	Panama
	Combined CSO Response
	Open Aid 

	Documents to be Published
	Do you agree to provide links, in the IATI format proposed in this paper, to documents that you already publish either from 1 January 2011 or from the date you implement IATI phase 1?
	-
	It depends on the arrangements of donors, but it seems to be more relevant from 1st January than from the date of implementation.
	Yes
	Important – the reasons signatories would not do this should be clearly reported
	-

	
	Do you agree to the proposed categories of information to be included in published documents? Please add any categories you think are missing or note any you think should not be included.
	Need to include geographic information as a category
	Yes
	Yes
	Reasons should be required for any categories which are excluded
	Need a prescriptive list of the information that should be contained within the documents e.g. reports about corruption cases

	
	Do you agree to indicate the type(s) of categories covered in each published document?
	Must include the relevance of the cooperation and the factors that guarantee the sustainability, including lessons learnt and good practices
	Yes
	No
	Important if the information is going to be useable and grouped by category
	Regarding document meta data, publication data should be included, as should the type of information covered in each document

	
	Do you agree that where optional summaries of documents are produced they should be in the language of the partner country?
	Should be English and, if possible, the national language 
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes, if already produced
	-

	
	Do you agree to publish in accessible format, not PDF? If not, please explain.

	-
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes  -essential
	-

	
	Do you already publish documents containing information about conditions and/or outputs and results?


	No – only about cooperation totals, alignment, information about final beneficiaries and geographic data.  
	-
	No
	How will a “condition” be defined?

More transparent to publish the overall terms and conditions of the disbursement.
	-

	
	Do you agree to indicate for each activity if there are conditions attached?


	-
	-
	Yes
	See above 
	-

	Results and Conditions


	Do you agree to the inclusion of optional reporting of conditions and outputs/results as data in the IATI standard for those that already do/wish to publish such information?


	This should not be optional
	-
	Yes
	Yes
	-

	
	Do you already publish conditions and/or results information as accessible data? If not, would you be prepared to do so in the future?
	-
	-
	No – hope so in the future
	If not, a full explanation should be required
	-

	
	Do you have any comments on the proposed optional information to be recorded for output and results indicators?

	Partner countries are interested in outcomes, not outputs. The AIMS need to capture this information to let them measure aid effectiveness. 

Links to reports are insufficient. 
	-
	No
	Ultimately, the data needs to be raw to improve search-ability and comparability. 
	-

	
	Do you have any comments on the proposed optional information to be recorded for conditions?

	Need to include information on factors of sustainability and relevance of the projects and programs, contribution to public politics, effects of intervention, lessons learnt and good practices. 
	-
	No
	The information is still not detailed enough, but it could be a stop-gap measure until the standard is fully implemented.
	-

	Activity  Budgets  and Planned Disbursements
	Do you agree to publish activity budgets according to the financial year of the recipient or alternatively broken down by quarter?

	-
	Yes
	Yes
	For some countries, this would mean a reduction on current levels of information. 


	-

	
	Do you agree to update these budgets for any changes and record if the budget figures are original or revised?

	-
	Yes
	Yes
	Was this point not agreed at a previous IATI Steering Committee meeting where the process of forward reporting was discussed? 
	-

	
	Do you agree to provide at least annual updates on planned disbursements on activities over the next three years, aligned with the financial year of the recipient to enable their medium term planning and budgeting?
	-
	Yes
	Yes
	This is part of the AAA and should be met.
	-

	
	Do you agree to quarterly updating of planned disbursements within the current financial year, so that recipient budget execution and cash flow projections reflect the most up-to-date information?

	-
	Yes
	Yes
	Quarterly reporting for some donors will be very difficult, but where it is possible, it should be implemented. 
	-

	Alignment with recipient country budgets

Alignment with Recipient country budgets
	Do you agree to add a recipient country budget identifier to the IATI standard as specified in the Annex?
	Geographic information should be obligatory, not optional.

As well as aid that is channelled through the budget, it should include aid through third party operators.


	Yes
	Yes
	Fundamental area of concern for an initiative that adds value to better link up donor and recipient country budgets.
	-

	
	Do you agree to add an element to identify what percentage of funding for an activity will be used for capital as against recurrent expenditure?
	
	Yes
	Yes
	Danger in donors classifying all capital investment projects as capital spending, while they 
	-

	
	Do you agree to provide a percentage split of the commitment value for an activity for each budget classification within each implementing institution and each accountable institution identified?
	
	Yes
	Yes
	A low-cost solution to a complicated problem
	-

	Alignment with recipient country budgets


	Do you agree that the percentage split needs to be revised if the project structure changes by 10 to 15% (or more) between budget categories? Would you prefer 10%, 15%, or some other threshold?
	
	Yes
	No
	This should be considered on industry standard for re-reporting when there is change (GAAP or the GRI work)
	-

	
	Do you agree to work with countries on country-specific coding, at least for the aid described in paragraph 12iii?
	
	Yes
	Yes
	This is already happening in some countries, but higher-level commitment to the principle of country-specific coding would send an important signal. 
	-

	
	Do you plan to publish raw data (as provided for in phase 1) on the sector classifications you use internally?
	
	Yes
	No
	First step to a more comprehensive solution.
	-

	
	Do you agree to the TAG subgroup on budgets alignment doing further work on common codes to explore where it would help to generalise some of the coding required and so reduce the amount of country-specific coding required in the future?
	
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes, keen to continue involvement. 
	-


