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Aid as a percent of Macroeconomic Aggregates (2001)
Unit: %
GDP Imports Forex. Investment | Gov't Exp.
Revenue

Vietnam 4.6 9.4 7.0 14.8 17.9
Bangladesh 3.3 18.2 14.1 13.1 22.8
Cambodia 124 24.4 19.0 69.1 64.4
Tanzania 14.3 89.2 41.8 83.8 75.0
Ghana 14.9 26.6 18.5 55.8 45.4
Ethiopia 18.0 69.3 48.6 92.2 57.1

Source: IMF Statistical Appendix (2003), OECD/DAC.
Note: The aid data (gross disbursement) are based on donor report to OECD/DAC, which may not
coincide with those reported by the government..
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DPT
GNI (2002 ) 2001 2001 2000
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$280 60% 43% 30%
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$100 56% 24% 24%

WDR 2004




10 1
GRIPS

DASU

1

IDA Strategic Framework for Assistance to Africa “Emerging Partnership Model” (WB [2004]).
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1 EuropeAid Help Desk and ODI (2004) Evaluation Framework for General Budget Support.
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