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This report examines the policy and administrative barriers to DC of seven 

Nordic Plus donors (UK, The Netherlands, Finland, Sweden, Norway, Ireland,

and Denmark). It is guided by the aim to establish the basis for lowering these barriers and increase the number of DC arrangements.

The original assessment of six Nordic Plus donors was commissioned by Norad on behalf of the Nordic Plus; this was published in June 2006. The current version is a revision with the inclusion of Finland in the assessment. No alterations have been made to the description and assessment of any of the other donors in this first revision. The assessment has been performed through desk reviews, interviews with staff at the donor headquarters, distribution of a questionnaire, and joint-sessions to agree on methods and the basis for assessment. The assessment is based on a joint-agreed framework of policy and administrative issues to consider.

The main conclusions and recommendations of the assessments are as follows: There is a high degree of similarity in the policies and administrative procedures of the seven Nordic Plus donors reviewed. The similarities relate to the major policy priorities, issues related to country programme approaches, aid modalities, decentralised operations, programme cycle management, and use of agreements. This general similarity to a large extent reflects that these "likeminded" Nordic Plus donors are all active supporters of the international declarations on poverty reduction and aid effectiveness.

But obviously differences between the Nordic Plus donors can be found, also in areas that may affect the opportunity for two or more donors to establish a DC arrangement. It is not the mandate of this assessment to conclude if a particular difference also constitutes a barrier to DC between two donors, especially considering the general commitment of the donors to apply their own procedures flexibly for the benefit of harmonisation. Only the donors themselves will be able to make that decision. However, the assessment identifies the major differences and offers recommendations aimed at preventing that the differences turn into barriers.

