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Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

Public-private partnerships (PPPs) are a relatively recent phenomenon in international
development cooperation. Current policy documents frequently refer to expectations
regarding their potential contributions to global development goals.

In 2000, the Dutch Minister for Development Cooperation and the Minister for Foreign
Trade submitted a joint letter to parliament regarding the role of private sector in reducing
poverty.' In this document hardly any reference was made to Public-Private Partnerships.
The roles and articulation of public and private agents were still referred to in rather general
terms like ‘finding the right balance’, ‘demarcating responsibilities’ and ‘right interplay’.
Only once, a PPP is mentioned, namely a Worldbank-led initiative for giving policy advice to
governments of development countries to involve the private sector in financing and
operating infrastructure (the Public-Private Infrastructure Advisory Facility - PPIAF).

In the international debate on the effectiveness of aid taking place within the OECD
Development Assistance Committee (DAC), the private sector was until recently hardly
invited as a stakeholder to join the discussions. The attention for multi-stakeholder
partnerships for pursuing development objectives received a major stimulus at the UN
World Summit for Sustainable Development (WSSD), held in Johannesburg (South Africa) in
2002. During the winding up of the debates at the 4th High Level Forum on Aid
Effectiveness taking place in Busan (South-Korea) in the period November 29™ — December
1th 2011 thorough attention was given to the role of public-private partnerships in
development cooperation.

This growing attention was firmly backed by the Netherlands government. Nowadays PPPs
are increasingly considered to be an attractive development instrument and are often being
used in the Dutch development programs. However, there are still few diagnostic tools
available to determine when and how PPPs represent a preferred institutional arrangement.
Moreover, the empirical evidence on the effectiveness and efficiency of PPPs is notably
scarce.

The study provides insights in the wide variety of PPP arrangements and the sometimes
rather diffuse contractual framework under which PPPs take place. Due attention is given to
the motives and rationale for relying on PPPs and the expected outcomes of PPP
arrangements. A major conclusion derived from this review is that PPP evaluations focus
more on resource sharing but pay little attention to the risk-sharing and revenue
distribution dimension of partnerships.

The Policy and Operations Evaluation Department (I0B) of the Netherlands Ministry of
Foreign Affairs commissioned a research team from APE (Aarts De Jong Wilms Goudriaan
Public Economics bv) to undertake a systematic review of available professional literature



Preface

and evaluation reports regarding the performance of PPPs. Main questions guiding the
systematic review refer to:

» What can be considered to be a public-private partnership?

» What is the intervention logic of PPPs?

» What results can be expected from PPPs?

- What are critical success factors of PPPs?

The APE-team was composed by Stefanie Bouman, Rafiq Friperson, Maartje Gielen and Peter
Wilms. Guidance has been provided by a reference group composed by Natalie den Breugom
de Haas and Anno Galema (both Ministry of Foreign Affairs). Comments were received from
Renko Campen (independent consultant). Internal supervision and quality assurance has
been provided by Max Timmerman and Jiska Gietema of I0B.

The Policy and Operations Evaluation department (I0B) sincerely hopes that this
publication will encourage the reflections and debates on the options and opportunities for
public-private partnerships in developing cooperation.

Prof. dr. Ruerd Ruben

Director Policy and Operations Evaluation Department (10B)
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The Netherlands
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Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

Public-Private Partnerships (PPPs or 3P) are increasingly envisaged as an attractive
proposition for involving the private sector in international development cooperation. In
practice, however, PPPs include a wide variety of arrangements and are not always
uniformly defined. We therefore categorized developmental PPPs according to a set of
criteria related to the degree of cooperation in terms of shared goal, joint funding, resource
and activity sharing and risk distribution.

Since 2002 the Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs has been increasingly using PPPs for the
execution of development cooperation programs. In 2011, Dutch government spent € 48.3
million on 54 PPPs mainly in sectors like healthcare, water and sanitation and food security.
Moreover, substantial funding is provided to worldwide strategic product development
coalitions as well as to thematic multi-donor trustfunds that operate in close alliance with
the private sector. Finally, also Dutch non-governmental organizations are engaged in
several partnerships with the private sector.

PPPs are generically defined as ‘a form of cooperation between government and business
agents — sometimes also involving voluntary organizations (NGOs, trade unions) or
knowledge institutes — that agree to work together to reach a common goals or carry out a
specific task, while jointly assuming the risks and responsibilities and sharing resources and
competences’. While there are many conceptual studies available that provide insights in
the principles and potentials of PPPs in international development cooperation, empirical
evidence that highlights the (developmental) rationale and the actual outcomes for
stakeholders is still scarce.

This systematic review of the available evidence regarding the development impact of PPPs
is based on a careful search and selection process following the guidelines and procedures
of the Campbell protocol. From an initial collection of 1.433 studies derived from several
sources (i.e. articles from scientific portals and development evaluation studies) finally
remained 81 studies that qualified as valid evaluative reports. After a further screening
regarding the reporting on PPP results, 47 studies finally remained that provide empirical
evidence on PPP effectiveness, including 18 case studies and 29 reviews. We summarize the
main findings and conclusions below:

Most evaluation evidence is available from PPP arrangements that are characterized as
joint ventures and management contracts. In addition, many PPPs rely on a
combination of various contractual principles. Subsidies and concessions to private
partners for the execution of development programs could also qualify as a PPP, since
these are usually assigned for outsourcing of activities. Otherwise, grants and revenue
subsidies (tax breaks) are considered as specific incentives for enabling private sector
involvement in particular sectors that are economically viable (e.g. providing a net
benefit to society) but that are financially not yet sufficiently attractive.
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Important areas for PPP development are found in sectors where substantial initial
capital investments are required and that offer real opportunities for cost recovery
through payment of tariffs and fees. Notably few PPP evaluations are registered in the
fields of education and environment. PPPs seem to focus on activities that could
benefit from production and/or distribution technologies that are widely available
from private sector agents. Most evaluative evidence regarding PPPs is available from
Africa and Asia, particularly referring to settings of market failure.

More than half of the PPP evaluative case studies pay no attention to the distribution of
risks between public and private partners. The partnership is usually conceived as a
cooperative agreement focusing on common goals and sharing inputs and resources.
Clear arrangements for the distribution of revenues and rules for assigning
responsibilities for potential losses are commonly absent. Moreover, rules for
distribution of public and private shares are defined mechanically or on an ad-hoc
base; bidding schemes are hardly used to identify appropriate private partners.

In theory, PPPs can be considered a preferred option when market and/or institutional
failures exist that prevent the delivery of goods and services with a net development
impact. In practice, however, most PPPs are motivated for financial reasons in order to
mobilize additional resources that enable the execution of large public programs. Few
evaluation reports mention overcoming financial market failure and product/market
risks as a motive for public engagement. Market failures may be a relevant motive for
justifying PPPs in medicine research and agricultural product development where high
sunk costs inhibit private start-ups. Government failures can be equally relevant to
pursue PPPs if the adequate provision of public goods is at stake.

Many PPP evaluation studies mention perceived goals that are defined at a rather high
level of aggregation and that are difficult to assess empirically at the end of the
program. Process-type of goals (‘better cooperation’) are frequently forwarded, while
output-oriented goals are scarcely specified. Especially the time dimension is usually
overlooked in PPP evaluations. An adequate time frame for evaluation is required,
since initially high transaction costs during the start-up phase of PPPs could be
compensated by lower costs during implementation.
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In 15 of the 18 reviewed case studies there was reporting on the effect of the PPP on
output. The majority (13 out of 15) describes a positive effect, 2 studies find no effect
and 1 study registers a negative effect. A similar picture emerges from the review
studies. In most reports it remains unclear whether the effect can be attributed to the
PPP. Moreovet, clients or beneficiaries of PPPs are not always unambiguously defined.
No straightforward relationship has been found between the compliance on PPP
characteristics and the effect of PPPs on delivering output.

The developmental outcome and impact of PPPs is assessed in half of the available case
studies (9 out of 18) and in 7 out of g cases positive effects are registered. However, the
robustness of these results is rather limited with low scores on the Maryland Scale of
Scientific Methods (MSSM). Results were reported in terms of higher education scores,
better treatment rates, lower consumer prices and adoption of new production
technologies, but no systematic relationship with PPP design features could be proven.
PPP projects focusing on privatization of public services (water, electricity) sometimes
cause tariff increases that may affect poorer households. Almost no evidence was found
regarding the cost-effectiveness and the environmental benefits of PPPs.

The large majority of the PPP evaluations are not based on robust impact analysis. Only
one study provides a counterfactual (e.g. situation without PPP intervention). This
implies that attribution of effects to particular PPP features is not possible. However,
some specific pathways for generating PPP results could be discerned, with most
notable outcomes found in activities related to training and professional development,
R&D support, knowledge sharing and leverage of technical and managerial expertise,
work and participation incentives, and price controls and tariff ceiling measures.

The professional literature provides several overviews of factors that influence success
or failure of PPPs. Critical success factors refer to (a) standard setting and permanent
involvement of public agencies, (b) clear formation requirements (goals, inputs and
expectations), (c) sound regulatory framework regarding costs recovery and benefit
distribution, (d) adequate partner selection arrangements (based on compatibility,
capability, commitment and control), (¢) common vision and mutual trustful
relationships and (f) transparent negotiation on multiple interests of key participants.
The validity of these factors is confirmed from the case studies, but their mutual
interaction and relative importance remains subject to debate.
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10.

Decision-making regarding the reliance on PPPs for development could be supported
with a clear framework for selecting and designing PPPs and should provide insights in
the rationale and intervention logic of PPPs in any specific situation.

Since PPPs cannot be universally defined and they can include a variety of different
organizational features, their selection finally depends in particular on a judgment
regarding appropriateness and expected results that can be reached in any particular
situation. Therefore, it might be useful to identify key constraints that hinder local
development and to outline whether or not PPPs can be considered as an adequate
strategy for addressing these constraints. For making such judgments, it is considered
particularly important to clearly define PPP eligibility criteria and to compare the PPP
option with alternative implementation arrangements.
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1 Background

Growing role of private sector

Involving the private sector is a growing priority in Dutch development cooperation. Since
2002 the Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) has increasingly used Public-Private
Partnerships (PPPs) for the execution of aid programs. The PPPs are designed to bring the
realization of the Millennium Development Goals (MDG) closer (MFA, 2010).

Dutch spending on developmental PPPs is concentrated in healthcare and water.

Currently the Dutch government is involved in PPPs in several African- (such as
Mozambique, Rwanda and Burundi) and Asian developing countries (such as Indonesia and
Mongolia). Examples of concrete projects are worldwide coalitions such as the so-called
Global Alliance for Vaccines and Immunization (GAVI), partnerships with individual
companies like the Dutch energy company Nuon in the Foundation for Rural Energy
Services (FRES) in Mali and product development partnerships (PDPs). In 2011, the Dutch
government spent € 48,3 million on 54 PPPs. The projects were concentrated in the sectors
food security/PSD, water, sanitation & hygiene and healthcare, see Table 1.

Table1 Dutch spending on PPPsin 2011

Food security/PSD 17 8,7
Water, sanitation & hygiene 15 13,5
Healthcare 13 24,5
Innovative finance 6 0,3
Climate and energy 3 1,3
Total 54 48,3

Source: Tweede Kamer, 2011-2012 32 503 nr. 6

[15]



Objective

The main research question of this review is: ‘what is the evidence for the effectiveness and efficiency
of Public-Private Partnerships (PPPs) in international development cooperation as derived from credible and
valid evaluative studies?.”

The specific research questions can be divided across five key issues:
1. Precise definition of developmental PPPs
a. What are the criteria for an intervention to be considered developmental PPPs?
2. Categorization of different types of PPPs according to different intervention
strategies
a. Which types of developmental PPPs can be distinguished?
b. What is the intervention strategy of developmental PPPs?
c. Which pathways in developmental PPPs can be distinguished?
d. What is the relation between different types of PPPs and the intervention strategy?
3. Identification of results of PPPs pathways at outcome and possibly impact level
a. What are the outputs of PPPs in developing countries?
b. What are the outcomes PPPs in developing countries?
c. What are the impacts of PPPs in developing countries?
4. Analysis of the effectiveness of PPP pathways according to relevant evaluative studies
a. Why did a PPP produced the desired results or not?
b. Are there general patterns in success or failure factors?
5. Synthesis of the available information of PPP efficiency.
a. What are the benefits of the PPPs compared to the costs?
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3 Definition of key terms

Before answering the research question we define the key terms in our research questions.
This entails the definition of PPP, output, outcome, impact and intervention logic.

No broad accepted definition of PPP...

There is no universal accepted definition of Public Private Partnership (PPP). Marin (2009)
illustrates this point: “there is no single definition of PPP. It covers a wide range of
transactions where the private sector is assigned some responsibility, including investment.
It ranges from management contracts with no investment obligations to concessions
contracts with significant investment obligations in addition to operational and
management obligations” (Marin, 2009).

...but definitions do have common characteristics.

Although definitions vary, they do have some common characteristics. lllustrative for this is
the analysis in a forthcoming paper of Da Rosa et al. (2012). Da Rosa et al. (2012) present an
extensive overview of 28 PPP definitions which they score along 14 dimensions. They find
that most definitions describe that PPPs: have different societal backgrounds (18 out of 28),
share objectives, goals and problems (17 out of 28), are for the provision of public goods
(14), benefit from complementary resources (14) and have partners which collaborate in an
interdependent and interactive way (Da Rosa et al., 2012).

We use the definition of the Dutch MFA...

Given the context of our review we use the PPP definition from the Dutch Ministry of
Foreign Affairs (MFA, 2010): “A form of cooperation between government and business (in
many cases also involving NGOs, trade unions and/or knowledge institutions) in which they
agree to work together to reach a common goal or carry out a specific task, jointly assuming
the risks and responsibility and sharing their resources and competences”.

...and derive five key criteria of developmental PPPs.

Based on the MFA definition, definitions from key developmental institutions (such as
OECD, World Bank and IMF) and the analysis of Da Rosa et al. (2012) we derive five key
criteria of developmental PPPs, see Box 1. In our systematic review we will score the PPPs in
the case studies on these criteria.

Box1 Five key criteria of developmental PPPs

n Characteristic

1 A cooperation between the public and private sector (also NGO’s, trade organizations and
knowledge institutes) with a common (development) goal;

2 Aclear agreement between the public and private party on the goal(s) of the PPPs;
3 Acombination of Public and Private funding
4 Aclear agreement between the public and private party on the sharing of resources and tasks;

5 Distribution of risks between the public and the private sector.

(171
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Types of developmental PPPs.
Within this framework there are several types of developmental PPPs. On a scale from
public to private we distinguish the following types of PPPs (ADB, 2008): 2

* Service contract

« Management contract

« Affermage and lease contracts

Concession

« Build—operate-transfer (BOT) and similar arrangements (including BTO, BOO, DBO, DBFO)
Jointventure

These types are described in Box 2.

Box 2 Types of (developmental) Public Private Partnerships (PPPs)
Description (quoted from ADB, 2008)
Service “The government (public authority) hires a private company or entity to carry
contract out one or more specified tasks or services for a period, typically 1-3 years”.

“The government pays the private partner a predetermined fee for the service,
which may be based on a one-time fee, unit cost, or other basis”.

Management “A management contract expands the services to be contracted out to include

contract some or all of the management and operation of the public service (i.e., utility,
hospital, port authority, etc.). Obligation for service provision remains in the
public sector, while daily management control and authority is assigned to the
private partner or contractor”.
“The private contractor is paid a predetermined rate for labor and other anticipa-
ted operating costs. The contractor is paid an additional amount for achieving
prespecified targets or the management contractor can be paid a share of
profits. The public sector retains the obligation for major capital investment”.

Affermage or “Under an affermage or a lease contract, the private partner is responsible for

Lease contracts  the service in its entirety and undertakes obligations relating to quality and
service standards. Except for new and replacement investments, which remain
the responsibility of the public authority, the operator provides the service at
his expense and risk. The duration of the leasing contract is typically for 10
years and may be renewed for up to 20 years”.
“Under a lease contract the financial risk for operation and maintenance is
borne entirely by the private sector operator. The private sector retains
revenue collected from customers and makes a specified lease payment to the
contracting authority”.
“An affermage allows the private sector to collect revenue from the customers
(typically an agreed rate per unit sold), pays the contracting authority an
affermage fee, and retains the remaining revenue”.

In our opinion the ADB handbook on PPP provided the most broad and thorough overview of
developmental PPPs.
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Concession “A concession makes the private sector operator (concessionaire) responsible for
the full delivery of services in a specified area, including operation, maintenance,
collection, management, and construction and rehabilitation of the system. The
operator is responsible for all capital investment. The public sector is responsible
for establishing performance standards and ensuring that the concessionaire
meets them. A concession contract is typically valid for 25-30 years”.

“The concessionaire collects the tariff directly from the system users”.

Build-operate-  “Under a BOT and similar arrangements a private firm or consortium finances and
transfer (BOT) develops a new infrastructure project or a major component according to

and similar performance standards set by the government. The private partner provides the
arrangements capital required to build the new facility. At the end of the contract, the ownership
(including BTO, is transferred to the public sector. Variations on the basic BOT structure are”:
BOO, DBO, “build-transfer-operate (BTO) where the transfer to the public owner takes
DBFO) place at the conclusion of construction rather than at the end of the contract;

build-own-operate (BOO) where the developer constructs and operates the
facility without transferring ownership to the public sector;

design- build-operate (DBO) where the private sector provides design,
construction, and operation of the infrastructure project;
design-build-finance-operate (DBFO) where the responsibilities for designing,
building, financing, and operating are bundled together and transferred to
private sector partners”.

Joint venture “Under a joint venture, the public and private sector partners can either form a
new company or assume joint ownership of an existing company through a
sale of shares to one or several private investors. Both public and private
partners invest in the company and share risks”.

Source: ABD (2008)

We define output as the number of goods or services produced by the PPP. For instance the
number of mosquito nets or malaria medicines. These are “the most immediate results of
activities” (OECD, 2001).

We define outcome as the intermediate (short term) effect of the PPP on the community.
Examples: since the PPP in water service more people have access to clean drinking water. Often
“the time frame is such that outcomes can be achieved within the project life cycle” (OECD, 2001).

We define impact as the causal effect (net effect) of the PPP intervention on the final goal. For
instance: less people die of water pollution because of the PPP intervention. The casual effect of
PPP should be indicated by counterfactual analysis, therefor a strong counterfactual is needed.

Intervention logic we describe as all “the activities and expected effects (outputs, results and
impacts) of an intervention, as well as the assumptions that explain how the activities will
lead to the effects in the context of the intervention” (European Commission, 2006).
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a4  Research steps

Six research steps...

In our systematic review we followed the guidelines and procedures mentioned in the
Campbell protocol for systematic reviews. We followed six research steps to find, select, and
analyze relevant studies:

« Step 1: keyword search

« Step 2: quick scan articles on title and abstract

« Step 3: assessing general characteristics of studies

« Step 4: check on quality (6 knock-out criteria)

« Step 5: scoring of remaining case studies on counterfactual

« Step 6: in depth analysis of remaining studies

An extensive description of the research steps can be found in Annex 2 (research
methodology).

...Tesulted in 18 case studies and 29 reviews.
The search process resulted in 18 case studies and 29 reviews. In Figure 1 we visualize the
number of remaining studies after each selection step.

l20]
Figure1 Remaining number of studies after each selection step
81 a7 18
1433 ; i i
after title/ after quality case studies

studies found .
abstract check check 29 reviews
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5  Overview and classification
Majority of reviewed PPPs are in healthcare, infrastructure and agriculture
We reviewed PPP evaluations in a broad number of sectors. Most of them were in healthcare

(11), infrastructure (6) and water supply (5). See Table 2.

Table2 Number of studies by sector

Case studies Reviews Total
(overview
studies)

Agriculture 0 q q
Education 2 0 2
Energy 2 1 3
Environment 1 1 2
Healthcare 6 5 1
Housing (construction) 1 2 3
Infrastructure 3 3 6
Transport 1 2 3
Water 0 5 5
Multiple sectors 0 3 3
Other 2 3 5
Total 18 29 a7

Majority of reviewed PPP were in Asia and Africa
We reviewed evaluations from PPP in various developing countries. Most PPP were situated
in Asia (19) and Africa (11). See Table 3.

Table3 Number of studies by region

Case studies Reviews
(overview
studies)
Asia 10 9 19
Asia (various countries/regions) 1 3 q
China 2 0 2
India 2 3 5
Lebanon 1 0 1
Malaysia 0 1 1
Nepal 1 0 1
Pakistan 3 1 4

Yemen 0 1 1

[21]
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Africa q 7 11
Africa (various countries/regions) 3 a 7
Ghana 0 1 1
East Africa 0 1 1
Nigeria 1 0 1
Tanzania 0 1 1
Latin America 1 3 q
Latin America (various countries/ 0 3 3
regions)

Peru 1 0 1
Various continents 3 10 13
Total 18 29 a7

Majority of reviewed PPP are joint ventures and management contracts
We reviewed several different types of partnership contracts. Most PPP contracts are joint
ventures (11) and management contracts (9). See Table 4.

[22] Table4  Number of studies by type of P
Case studies | Reviews Total

(CEIEY

studies)
Concession 1 0 1
Build-operate-transfer (BOT) and similar 2 1 B
arrangements (including BTO, BOO, DBO, DBFO)
Joint Venture 8 3 11
Lease contract 1 0 1
Management contract q 5 9
N/A 0 a4 4
Various (combinations of above) 2 16 18

Total 18 29 a7
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In this section we take a closer look at the definition and characteristics of the PPPs in the 18
reviewed case studies. How is PPP defined in the reviewed studies and do these PPPs fulfill
the five key criteria of developmental PPPs? In the next paragraph we discuss the definitions
and we assess whether the reviewed PPPs fulfill the five key criteria of developmental PPPs.
We finish this section with a summary table on the key characteristics of the reviewed case
studies.

Most studies don’t give an explicit definition of PPP

A substantial amount of authors use the term “Public Private Partnership” without actually
explaining what the term means. This reflects our finding that there isn’t a consistent
definition of PPP. In only 4 out of the 18 case studies the definition of PPP is explained (see
Annex 4 for these definitions per case study). We have summarized these definitions in a
so-called Word cloud (see Figure 2). The figure shows that most definitions contain the

» o«

words “joint”, “government” and “collaborations”.

Source: reviewed case studies

Most studied PPP projects fulfill majority of “the five criteria of developmental PPPs”

We looked whether the in the case studies described PPP projects fulfilled each of the five
PPP criteria (see Box 1). We found that a majority of these PPP projects fulfill three or more
of the five PPP criteria. See Table 5 (an overview per study is presented in Annex 4).
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Definition and key criteria of developmental PPPs

Table5 Five key criteria on developmental PPPs (case studies)
N T 3 "2

v A W N

—

6.

In

Cooperation between public- and private party 0

Clear agreement on goal 16 2 18
Combination of public- and private funding 13 5 18
Agreement on sharing of resources and tasks 17 1 18
Distribution of risks between the public and the private sector 8 10 18

. All (in the case studies reviewed) PPP projects fulfill criterion 1 (cooperation between public

and private sector). So in each PPP case study there is some form of cooperation between the
public and the private sector described. We expected this because we selected the studies on
this criterion. A few notable examples: 'The Chad-Cameroon petroleum development and
pipeline project’, a collaborative venture between an oil consortium and the governments of
Chad and Camroon (Utzinget, 2005); ‘Rescue-15’, an Emergency Service Medical (EMS)
partnership between the Islamabad’s Police Department, NGO’s and the private sector.

.16 out of 18 PPPs in the studies fulfill criterion 2 (clear agreement between public and

private party on the goals). For example the Women'’s Health Initiative (WHI), a PPP where
the parties agreed to “improve reproductive and maternal health for woman and girls in
India”. (Kruesmann and Timmermann, 2009).

. 13 out of 18 case studies explicitly mention that the PPP goes with a combination of public

and private funding (criterion 3). However, the division of the budget (between the
public- and private party) is not always mentioned.

.17 out of 18 reviewed PPP projects fulfill criterion 4 (clear agreement on sharing of

resources and tasks). Notable example is the Lebanese network and telecom PPP
concession. The private sector became responsible for building and operating the network
and the public sector for regulation (Jamali, 2004).

. The distribution of risks is addressed in 8 out of 18 of the studied PPP projects. A notable

example is presented by Shen et al. (2006) in the article on the partnership between the
Hong Kong? government and private sector (Walt Disney Company) on the development of
Disney Land. In this PPP project acquisition-, legal- and policy risks are allocated to the
public sector. While the design-, construction-, operation and industrial action risk are
allocated to the private sector. Developmental risk, market risk and financial risk are
shared between the partners (Shen et al., 2006).

3 Summary table (case studies)

Annex 4 we present a summary table of the 18 reviewed case studies by sector. For each case

study we describe the subsector, region, exact definition of PPP (quote), key characteristics, type
and budget. If we couldn’t derive a characteristic from a study (because it was not available or
relevant) we noted this as “NA”. We have written the most important findings in bold.

Since 1997 Hong Kong isn’t a developing country according to the IMF (IMF, 1998). However, we
decided to include this case study in our review because the partnership was set-up in the late
1990s. Thereby Hong Kong is part of China, which is a developing country.
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Before looking at the effects of PPPs in terms of output, outcome and impact it is important
to consider the so-called intervention logic of PPPs: what is the reason to implement PPP in
development countries? What are the goals for PPP and the expected results? We consider
the latter questions in this section. In paragraph 7.1 we discuss the rationale of PPP in the
reviewed case studies. In paragraph 7.2 we discuss the goals and expected results of PPP in
the reviewed case studies.

PPPs can be implemented for (a combination of) financial, developmental, efficiency, ideological and

political reasons.

The rationale to implement the PPP is described in 12 of the 18 reviewed case studies. These

reasons can be grossly divided in: (1) financial reasons (including risk diversification), (2)

development reasons (3) efficiency reasons and (4) ideological/political reasons

(see Annex 4 for details per case study):

« Financial reasons (including risk diversification, 7 studies): in a substantial amount of the
reviewed case studies PPP is implemented because the local government doesn’t have
enough resources to carry out a task alone: the government of Pakistan decided to
implement PPP in education because they did not have the resources to “accomplish the
gigantic task of providing quality education and meeting the targets of the Millennium
Development Goals” alone (Malik, 2010). The Lebanese government considered PPP in
telecom because they wanted to reform public enterprise but lacked financial resources
(Jamali, 2004). In their case studies on Chinese subway PPPs De Jong et al. (2010) state
that the use of PPP in (large) infrastructure projects has mainly risen because the
government has insufficient financial resources: “In many cases local officials believe that
only funding from the private sector can fill the immense gap between the limited
presence of public resources and rapidly growing sustainable urban infrastructure needs.”
(deJong etal., 2010). Risk diversification is also mentioned as a motive to implement
PPP. For example the PSOM (Cooperation Emerging Markets) PPP which was
implemented to “encourage investment project that would otherwise not have been
carried out because of the high product/market risks” (Triodos Facet, 2010).

«» Development reasons (3 studies): the realization of (Millennium) development goals or
certain international standards is mentioned in 3 of the 18 studies as reason to implement
PPP: the government of India implemented ICTD to distribute the benefits of the IT
sector in rural regions and make more persons e-literate (Kuriyan and Ree, 2008). In their
review on PPPs in tuberculosis research (not in summary table) Dewan et al. (2006)
mention that “collaborations between the public and private health sectors, or public-
private mix, may be an important solution to the problem that diagnosis, treatment, and
reporting practices often do not meet national or international standards for
tuberculosis.
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« Efficiency reasons (3 studies): in their extensive review on PPPs on East African Export-Oriented

Horticulture, Pfisterer et al., (2009) state the rationale of the horticulture PPP can be found in

market failure and government failure.

« Market failure means that private firms fail to innovate and “ensure continuous improvement in
product and process development” (Pfisterer et al., 2009) — because this is not profitable for
them. This kind of market failure is also addressed by Grace and Duce (2011). In their review on
drug development PPP in developing countries (not in summary table). They state that PPP is
implemented because “the private parties on their own do not invest enough in diseases that are
especially occurring or have a different disease patterns in developing countries, because for these
medicine research [Aids, TB and malaria] is needed that is hardly relevant for developed countries”
(Grace and Duce, 2011) See also Box 3.

» Government failure means that the government fails to “secure accountability between decision
makers and horticulture industry” (Pfisterer et al., 2009). A PPP can effectively address these
failures.

Ideological/political reasons (3 studies): Kuriyan and Ree (2008) mention that PPPs has gained

support in the 1990s “because of the international environment that strongly supported economic

liberalization and less state intervention.” Kuriyan and Ree (2008) mention that ICTD-PPPs in India
were also enforced because “the state was trying to make visible its attempts to accommodate the
rural electorate.” Furthermore Kruesmann and Timmerman (2009) note (in their short review of the

Womens Health Initiative, a PPP to “improve reproductive and maternal health for woman and girls

in India”) that in India “the government acknowledges that partnerships with the private sector

-both the for-profit and non-profit- are important to attain public health goals and to improve the

health delivery system” (Kruesmann and Timmerman, 2009)”

Box 3 Implement a PPP to increase effectiveness

“In the past the public sector had the primary responsibility for the provision of
household waste management services but it was not very successful. In order to
increase effectiveness in the service delivery the Kwara State Government contracted a
private company in 2004 and was charged with the responsibility of keeping lloring
clean, and to formalize the recycling process. Currently, the private company and the
Kwara State Waste Management Council (a government agency) are in charge of
household waste management services in llorin. The Waste Management Council plays
a supervisory role, while the private company is in charge of collection of household
waste. The challenge of effective and efficient household waste management strategy
has become a priority for policymakers in Kwara State. The people who are in support
of more private companies argue that if more private companies are involved in waste
management services it will lead to competition between the companies, increase
effectiveness and consequently improve environmental quality. Before involving more
private companies in the provision of household waste management services it is
important to have an overview of how llorin residents’ perceive the present household
waste management services. This is the aim of the study, as well as the examination of
some socio-economic factors influencing their perceptions.”

Source: Ezebilo and Animasaun (2012)
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The goal of the PPP is described in almost all reviewed case studies (see Annex 4). However
the described goals in the case study evaluations are often very general and not SMART
(specific, measurable, attainable, relevant, timely) formulated — especially the dimension
“timely” often isn’t fulfilled. Some typical examples:

The goal of Rescue-15 (an emergency service partnership between the Islamabad Police
Department NGO’s and the private sector) was “[to] boost public confidence and to
inculcate a spirit of citizen-friendly policing with community participation.” (Ali, 2006).
This is an example of a goal that is neither measurable (because it’s not clear how public
confidence and a sense of citizen-friendly policing would be measured), nor attainable
(because it’s not clear how the goals will be achieved) or timely (because it’s not stated
when the goal should be reached).

The Hong Kong International Theme Parks Limited joint venture aimed to “provide
recreational facilities for general public in Hong Kong and contribute to the Hong Kong
economy”. The latter goal is neither measurable (because it is not clear how the
contribution to the economy will be measured) nor timely (because it is not stated when
the goal should be reached).

The goal of the Lebanese telecom PPP was “setting up an affordable telecommunication
network” (Jamali, 2004). This goal is neither specific (what is affordable?) nor measurable
or timely.

The expected results of PPP are described in 11 of the 18 reviewed case studies. However it’s
not always clear on which arguments those expected results are based, see Annex 4.
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8  Results of PPP

In this section we present the results of the PPPs in the reviewed studies. In paragraph 8.1
we discuss the output of PPP in the reviewed case studies. In paragraph 8.2 we discuss the
outcome and in paragraph 8.3 the impact. Where applicable we complement these findings
with the results in the overview studies. In paragraph 8.4 we discuss the pathways/strategies
of the PPPs in the reviewed case studies. We end this chapter with a discussion on
transaction costs (8.5), risk- (8.6) and profit sharing (8.7).

8.1 Output
Case studies

Most case studies present a positive effect of the PPP on output...

We have defined output as the number of goods or services produced by the PPP. In 15 out of
18 reviewed case studies we were able to derive an effect of PPP on output. The majority of
those studies (13 out of 15) describes a positive effect of the PPP on output. 2 studies
describe no effect on output and zero studies describe a negative effect.

...but the evidence is weak and limited.

The majority of studies has a no counterfactual. As we note in Annex 2, in the ideal situation
the study should compare the situation with PPP with the situation that would have
happened without PPP. So the outcome of PPP in a region should be compared with a
comparable region without PPP (‘a robust comparable control group while controlling for
external factors’), MSSM level 5. In only 1 study the effect of the PPP intervention is
estimated with the use of a counterfactual on MSSM level 3 (output before/after and control
group). The remaining counterfactuals are on level 2 (output before/after) and 1 (only
output at 1 point in time), see Table 6.

Table6  Effect of PPP interventi ut (case studies)

MSSM level (see box A-3 for description)

Effect on output
Tow | 1] 2l 3| a4l 5|
13 4 8 1 - - -

+ (positive effect in general)

+/- (mixed effect) = o - - - _ -
- (negative effect in general) - - - - _ _ -
0 (no effect in general) 2 2 > - - - -
NA (not available/applicable) 3 1 2

Total 18 7 8 1 o o 2
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Only one study presents a positive effect on output with a counterfactual on MSSM level 3.

The one study with a counterfactual on MSSM level 3 is about the provision of primary education
through PPP in Pakistan. This resulted in the so-called “Promoting Low-Cost Private Schooling
in Rural Sindh” (PPRS) program: “Goal of the PPRS program was to take advantage of the local
knowledge and underutilized resources within [rural] communities to provide viable,
appropriate, and affordable education” (Barrera-Osorio et al., 2011). Within the PPRS program
private entrepreneurs could start their own school and receive a per-child fee from the
government. The government selected these entrepreneurs within a random sample of 100
villages “chosen from a sample of 163 qualifying [villages]” (Barrera-Osorio et al., 2011). The
remaining 63 villages remained in the control group. Barrera-Osorio et al. (2011) estimate the
effect on school enrolment while controlling for child- and household characteristics and
district fixed effects. They find that the intervention had a significant positive effect on school
enrolment, (see also Box 4): “enrolment increases by 51 percentage points in treated villages”.
Thereby girls have a 4-5 points greater increase than boys (Barrera-Osorio et al., 2011).

Box 4 Evaluation methodology of PPRS program

“In order to identify the causal impact of the intervention, the qualifying localities were
randomly assigned to the control and two treatment groups, thereby ensuring that
receipt of a school is uncorrelated with village characteristics that may influence the
efficacy of the program. Insofar as randomization has established statistically indistin-
guishable groups across the control and treatment villages, any differences between
them can be attributed to the intervention. The participating villages were chosen
according both to their need as well as the ability of the entrepreneur to secure an
adequate facility for conducting classes and qualifying teachers to lead them.

A baseline survey was conducted in all qualifying villages in February, 2009.
Following the survey, the villages were randomly assigned to the two treatments
and one control group. The schools were then established in the summer of 2009.
Because the new school term normally commences in spring, the students received
an abbreviated term their first year. In anticipation of conducting the follow-up
survey, a census was conducted of treatment and control villages in June 2010. In
both the baseline survey and the census, socio-demographic information was
collected. The content of these two surveys was slightly different, however. While
they both included questions on the age, gender and enrollment status of all
children ages 5-9 in the household, the census also collected information about
children ages 10-15. The follow-up survey will include numeric and literacy tests for
all children between the ages of 5 and 10 in a randomly chosen sample of house-
holds from each village. In addition, reported enrollment will be verified through
school surveys. This will allow us to establish the effectiveness of the intervention
in increasing enrollment and test scores.”

Source: Barrera-Osorio et al., (2011)

¢ Despite the success of the program, in 2012 100 schools were closed because they were within
“within the radius of 1.5km of government schools. Now all these are declared in close proximity
of government schools” (Dawn, 2012).

[29]
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« Utzinger (2005) finds that after implementation of the Chad/Camroon PPP on petroleum
development and pipeline project malaria rates amongst project workers in Chad decreased.

« Alietal. (2006) find that since the implementation of Rescue-15 the number of calls
requiring medical services has increased.

« According to Newell (2004) the implementation of a public private partnership for control
of tuberculosis in Nepal has led to 1328 patients registered patients with tuberculosis: “210
(15.8%) of these were referrals from private practitioners, the remainder being self-referrals
to DOTS [direct observation of treatment] centers” (Newell, 2004).

« Jamali (2004) find that after the implementation of the Lebanon telecom PPP the number
of cellular subscribers and international coverage increased. However it should be noted
that this PPP was not a success in qualitative terms. There was little regulatory oversight
and poor communication between the partners: “neither the public nor the private sector
approached the new project in a spirit of true partnership. There was suspicion from the
start in public circles about the inclination of the new operators to openly share and
disclose information” (Jamali, 2004).

« Triple value (2009) reports that after implementation of the so-called Sustainable Trade
Agreement (“Initiatief Duurzame Handel, IDH”) partnership: (a) cacao productivity
increased and quality improved, (b) a code of conduct was implemented for the
improvement of labor standards in natural stone production and (c) an increase of RTRS
(Round Table of Responsible Soy) members by 42.

« Triodos Facet (2010) reports that after implementation of the Programme for Cooperation
with Emerging Markets (PSOM) “205 projects are complemented since the start of the
program [...] 275 are ongoing and 176 have stopped, 120 of which prematurely”. (Triodos Facet,
2010).

+ Bompart etal. (2011) report ASAQ Winthrop (a malaria medicine developed by a PPP) “was
registered in 30 sub-Saharan African countries and in India, with over 8o million
treatments distributed in 21 countries. 6 million treatments in 2008, 25 million in 2009,
over 45 million in 2010” (Bompart et al., 2011).

« Malik (2010) finds that after implementation of the Punjab Education Foundation (PEF, a
government organization in Pakistan that sponsors PPPs in education) the number of
schools and students rose, see Box 5.



Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

Box s Punjabi Education Foundation

“The PEF [Punjabi Education Foundation] was established through the Punjab
Education Foundation Act of 1991 by the Punjab Assembly. This legislation stipula-
ted that the PEF would advance loans and grants to private entrepreneurs for the
construction of schools as a way of promoting accessibility to education. Even after
the passage of the Punjab Education Foundation Act of 2004, the PEF’s mission
remained broadly the same: support the efforts of private schools to provide
education to the poor”.

“There was a sharp rise in the number of schools and a meteoric rise in the number
of students between 2005 and 2008. For starters, there was an increase of 720.5%
in the number of students in 2006 compared to 2005. The increases continued
every year: 264.6% in 2007, 75.4% in 2008, and 17.7% in 2009. By 2008 the PEF,
through the FAS program, supported 1,337 schools with 529,210 students. In
Pakistan, more than 0% of students drop out of school by the time they reach
Grade g, but in FAS partner schools the dropout rate is zero.”

Source: Malik (2010).

Is there a relationship between the output of PPPs and the design of PPPs? We address this
question in Figure 3. In this figure we present the relationship between the output and the
key PPP characteristics. The figure shows no relationship between the key PPP
characteristics and the effect of the PPP on output.

Figure 3 Relationship between PPP design and output (n=18)

U5

12

0
yes yes yes yes yes
Char.1 Char. 2 Char.3 Char. g4 Char.5
(Cooperation) (Agreement) (Funding) (Sharing) (Risks)
W+ (positive effect) Mo (no effect) FNA

Source: reviewed case studies
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Reviews
Positive effects of PPP on output are reflected in the reviews (overview studies)...

The positive findings in the case studies are reflected in the reviews, see Table 7 (in Annex 5
Wwe present a table per review).

Table7 Effect of PPP intervention on output (reviews)

Effect on output

+ (positive effect in general) 8
+/- (mixed effect) 3
- (negative effect in general) 1
0 (no effect in general) 1
NA (not available/applicable) 16
Total 29

Some notable examples of reviews that find a positive effect of PPP on output:

De Pinho Campos et al. (2011) studied the effect of product development (PD) PPPs for
disease control. They conclude that PD PPPs “led” to the creation of drugs or vaccines in
low and middle-income countries.

Dewan et al. (2006) looked at PPP in tuberculosis treatment. They find that in nine (75%)
of the 12 public-private mix projects, observed treatment met or exceeded the Indian
tuberculosis programme target of 85% treatment success. However: “in two projects
where treatment outcomes of public sector administered and private provider
administered directly observed treatment were compared, no significant differences were
found” (Dewan et al. 2006).

...but also some PPPs with weak, mixed or negative effects...

Finally, there are some PPPs with a weak or sometimes even negative effect on output. An
example of a PPP with a weak effect on output is the so-called WSSD (World Summit on
Sustainable Development) partnership, horticulture PPP in various African country, where
the output mostly consists of “explorative studies en business plans”, see Box 6.



Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

Box 6 The weak output of the African horticulture partnership

“The [WSSD] partnership aims to be a vehicle to address those bottlenecks in and
around the export horticulture chain in both flowers and vegetables & fruits that
could only be tackled in a public-private partnership. The objective of the WSSD
partnership is twofold. First, market access to the European market is aimed

at through capacity building to comply with food safety regulations. Second,
strengthening structures and awareness is aimed at to contribute to sustainable
development, not only economic but also social and ecological”.

“The activities undertaken by the partners resulted in a variety of project outputs
such as products and services. One obvious criterion is the extent to which the
project objectives have been achieved. The finalized projects under review largely
met their original objectives. For ongoing projects some first outputs were
identified”... “When examining the results it demonstrated that most outputs are
results of explorative studies such as business plans, reports or frameworks. Almost
all projects plan to implement these outputs in project extension phases.”

Source: Pfisterer et al. (2009)

...and it’s not always clear if the effect is due to PPP

Thereby it isn’t always clear if the positive effect of output is caused by the PPP or by another
reason - for instance a substantial increase in government spending. Tann (2012) looked at
water privatization in Malaysia and found that there was an increase in pipe length and
water production after implementation of the PPP. However Tann (2012) notes: “Based on
the evidence, it is not clear if increases in production capacity and pipe length were due to
PPI given that these corresponded with significant increases in government financing.
Moreover, large improvements were made by public and corporatized states in production
capacity while increases in pipe length were related to water distribution which remained in
the public sector for all states except Selangor (public—private) after 2005 and Johor
(private)” (Tann, 2012).

8.2 Outcome
Case studies

Most case studies present a positive effect of the PPP on outcome, but evidence is weak.

We have defined outcome as the intermediate (short term) effect of the PPP on the
community: 9 of the 18 reviewed case studies describe an effect of the PPP on outcome. In 7
of those 18 studies the result on outcome is positive. However — as we noted when
discussing the effect on output — the MSSM score in these studies is low: none of the studies
have a counterfactual on MSSM level 4 or higher. See Table 8.
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Table8 Effect of PPP intervention on outcome (case studies)

- MSSM level (see box for descripti
Effect on outcome
--ﬂﬂﬂm

+ (positive effect in general)

+/- (mixed effect) 1 1 - - - - _
- (negative effect in general) 1 1 = - - - -
0 (no effect in general) - - - - - - _
NA (not available/applicable) 9 - - = = - 9
Total 18 3 5 1 - - 9

5 case studies present positive effect on outcome with a counterfactual on MSSM level 2

Malik (2010) finds that after implementation of the Punjab Education Foundation (PEF, a
government organization that sponsors PPPs in education) dropout rates decreased and
test scores increased.

Ali etal. (2006) find that since the implementation of Rescue-15 the mean response time
became approximately 10 minutes. This is close to international standards.

Newell (2004) notes that the establishment the public private partnership for control of
tuberculosis has led to an increase in case notification and treatment success rates
(>90%): “more than exceeding international targets” (Newell, 2004).

Triodos Facet (2010) finds the establishment of the PSOM/PSI PPP generated 81 direct
jobs. In 17 projects new products were launched in the recipient country and in 23
projects a new technology for producing existing products was developed.

Bompart et al. (2011) find that ASAQ Winthrop (a new anti-malarian combination
implemented by a PPP) led to a decrease of the prices of so-called ACT’s (Artesunate-based
Combination Therapy, malaria drugs), see Box 7.

Box 7 ASAQ Winthrop led to price reduction of ATC’s

“IThe] partnership was initiated in 2004 between the Drugs for Neglected Diseases
initiative (DNDi) and sanofi-aventis [a private firm] to develop together a fixed-
dose combination of artesunate and amodiaquine, one of the forms of ACT
recommended by the WHO, which at that time only existed as a non-fixed
combination of the two drugs”.

“The availability of a new medicine does not imply access in the field. As such, the
partnership made two bold commitments. First, the product would receive no
patent protection. Second, the partners set a target price of one USD per treatment
for adults and 0.5 USD cents for children. Before ASAQ Winthrop’s introduction to
the marketplace, the price for most ACTs in public markets was approximately 2.50
USD for an adult treatment. After ASAQ Winthrop’s introduction, the global
reference price for ACTs on public markets decreased to approximately 1 USD”

Source: Bompart et al. (2011)
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Is there a relationship between the outcome of PPPs and the design of PPPs? We address
this question in Figure 4. In this we figure present the relationship between the output and
the key PPP characteristics. The figure shows no relationship between the key PPP
characteristics and the effect of the PPP on output.

Figure 4 Relationship between key PPP design and outcome (n=18)

10
8
6
a4
2
0
no | yes no yes no yes no yes no yes
Char.1 Char. 2 Char.3 Char.q Char.5
(Cooperation) (Agreement) (Funding) (Sharing) (Risks)
M+ (positive effect) W+/- (mixed effect) M- (negative effect) NA

Source: reviewed case studies

Reviews

Few reviews describe effects of PPP on outcome
The evidence of the effects of PPP on outcome is also limited in the reviews. We could derive
an effect of PPP on outcome from 7 reviews, see Table g (for details we refer to Annex ).

Table9 Effect of PPP intervention on outcome (reviews)

Effect on outcome (average effect over all reviewed studies) m
+ (positive effect in general) 5
+/- (mixed effect) 2

- (negative effect in general) =
0 (no effect in general) 1
NA (not available/applicable) 21

Total 29
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Some reviews discuss PPP projects which had a negative effect on outcome. Most notable
example in the literature is the Bolivia water concession: a PPP implemented in 1999 to
improve water provision and services for the population of Cochabamba (Bolivia). See Box 8.

Box 8 The failure of the Bolivia water concession

“Various factors led to the failure of the concession soon after water service
management was privatized. In an area where two-thirds of the population live[s]
below the poverty line, tariff increases led to extraordinarily high and unaffordable
water prices and clashes with the community, including street protests. The
protests grew so violent that President Banzer placed Bolivia under martial law for
90 days. The contract was ultimately terminated and responsibility for water
services was turned over to a coalition of protesters, which also took over SEMAPA
s USS$35 million debt.

Analysis: Private investment seeks projects that can be self-financing in the long
term, however, project feasibility is primarily dependent on local conditions and
political risks. Concessions are not a suggested feasible project structure [according
to a figure called the project feasibility map].”

Source: Vives et al. (2006)

8.3 Impact

One study about the impact of PPP

We defined impact as the net-effect of an intervention. To estimate the net-effect a control
group is needed, therefore the counterfactual should at least be at MSSM level 3. Therefore
only Barrera-Osorio et al. (2011) present an effect of PPP on impact: “The intervention has
had a large impact on enrollment, suggesting that the previously low enrollment rate —
ranging between 23.74% and 29.35% across the three groups according to the baseline, or
31.13% in the census for control villages — was being driven largely by supply constraints
rather than a lack of demand.”

8.4 PPP pathways

Half of studies present a PPP pathway

In the analyzed studies each PPP had a certain developmental goal. For each study we
checked through which pathway the PPP fulfilled its goal. We were able to derive the
following PPP pathways from 8 out of 18 case studies (details are presented in Annex 4):
Training/professional development, Monetary rewards, Public participation, Knowledge
sharing standards, Political agenda setting, R&D support, price control/tariff ceiling and no
profit-no loss prices, see Box 9.
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Box 9 No profit—no loss prices

“ASAQ Winthrop [a malaria medicine developed by a PPP] was made available
through a tiered-pricing policy that includes ‘no profit - no loss’ prices for ASAQ
Winthrop in the public sector, while the same drug is sold in the private sector

under a different brand name at market prices. The profit margins made through
sales in the private sector ensure that the mechanisms that enable very low ‘no
profit - no loss’ prices in the public sector can be sustained over the long-term”

Source: Bompart et al. (2011)

8.5 Transaction costs

High transaction costs in startup phase can be compensated by lower operational costs in implementation
phase

In their synthesis review on horticulture PPPs in Africa Pfisterer et al. (2009) mention that
high transaction costs can occur because of complex negotiations between the partners
when starting the project. However these high ‘start up costs’ can be compensated in the
implementation phase: “[the transaction costs in the startup phase] could be outweigh by
less costs for the actors involved in the implementation phase and the internal efficiency
gains due to shared goals and a steeper learning curve of a large number of partners,
especially for focal organizations in Kenya” (Pfisterer etal., 2009).

8.6 Risksharing

Few of the reviewed studies discuss the notion on risk sharing in developmental PPPs:

Lobina et al. (2003) notes that “PPPs are in theory expected to unleash the efficiencies of
the private sector and deliver social and environmental benefits subject to the effective
allocation of operating and political risks to the parties best placed to minimize and
manage such risks. It is generally assumed that private operators are ablest at dealing
with operating risks while public bodies should preferably retain the political risks
involved with PPPs”.

Shen etal. (2006) concludes that [the] allocation of site acquisition risks, inexperienced
private partner risk and legal and policy risks to the public sector is appropriate. Also,
allocation of the design and construction risks, operation risks and industrial action risks
to the private sector, and sharing of development risks, market risks, financial risks and
force majeure between the two parties is important.”

Phlix et al. (2011) mention that “the main risks of the UAFC Joint Programme are
appropriately identified, well documented and managed. This is being done for the UAFC
Joint Programme as a whole and for its components and country programmes
separately”. Bompart (2011) notes that the risks of ASAQ are shared through a Risk
Management Plan.

1371
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Pfisterer et al. (2009) note that cost and benefits aren’t always equally shared between
partners. This can have consequences for the strength of the partnership: “major
inequalities in the distribution of gains and losses between partners can threaten the
strength of the partnership — unless these inequalities have been anticipated. This was the
case in Kenya, where the focal partners were expected to have higher gains of the
partnership compared to the partners supporting the implementation” (Pfisterer et al.,
2009).



Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

In our opinion Jamali (2004) presents the most comprehensive overview of critical success
factors of PPPs. These factors are explicit applicable to PPPs and therefore highly relevant.
We present these factors in Box 10.

Permanent government
involvement

A sound regulatory
framework

Fulfillment of key
formation requirements

Four C’s in partner
selection

A common vision and
trusty relationship
between partners

“The public sector should continue to set standards and
monitor product safety, efficacy and quality and establish
systems whereby citizens have adequate access to the
products and services they need” (Jamali, 2004).

“Regulation provides assurance to the private partner
that the regulatory system includes protection from
expropriation, arbitration of commercial disputes,
respect for contract agreements, and legitimate recovery
of costs and profit proportional to the risks undertaken”
(Jamali, 2004).

Jamali (2004) refers to Samii et al. (2002) when addressing
key formation requirements of effective PPPs. These
requirements include “resource dependency, commitment
symmetry, common goal symmetry, intensive communi-
cation, alighment of cooperation learning capability, and
converging working cultures” Finally Jamali (2004) refers
to Kanter (1994) “who emphasizes individual excellence,
importance, interdependence, investment, information,
integration, institutionalization, and integrity as the key
ingredients of effective collaboration” (Jamali, 2004).

The “four C's of compatibility, capability, commitment
and control as critical for successful pre-selection of
alliance partners (Hagen, 2002). Particularly important are
the notions of compatibility, which entails identifying
complementary strengths and weaknesses and commit-
ment as reflected in the formalized commitment of
necessary time energy and resources”

Some of the traditional constraints in the way of a
successful realization of a PPP [...] the hold-up problem
caused by a change in the position of partners; [...]
reductionist measures instilling competitive norms instead
of cooperative ones; and

cultural differences between private and public partners
(Nijkamp et al., 2002; Scharle, 2002).



Success and failure factors

Ensure that the multiple  “Partnerships appear to be most justified where: traditional

interests of key partici- ways of working independently have a limited impact on a
pants are problem; the specific desired goals can be agreed on by

skillfully negotiated and  potential collaborators; there is relevant complementary
packaged. expertise in both sectors; the long-term interests of each

sector are fulfilled; and the contributions of expertise of
the different sectors are reasonably balanced (Linder, 1999).

Source: Jamali (2004)

We found some notable examples of success and failure factors in our reviewed studies.

» Malik (2010) finds that the Punjab Education Foundation (PEF, a government
organization that sponsors PPPs in education) the “overall governance and management
[were] critical to the successful design and implementation of PPP programs. Despite the
early successes, program growth ground to a halt in 2008 as a result of abrupt changes in
the governance and management of the PEF, and as a result of a changeover in the
national government.” (=success factor 1 and 2)

« Azizetal. (2011) investigated success- and failure factors of housing PPP in Malaysia. They
therefore did a literature review and surveyed 184 public agencies. Aziz et al. (2011)
assessed factors which had a positive effect when they existed and negative effect when
absent. Aziz et al. find that “action against errant developers” is the most important
factor in predicting PPP success (=success factor 2). Thereby the absence of “a clear and
robust agreement” is the factor which has the highest negative effect when absence
(=success factor 6). Other important factors are “reputable developer, consistent
communication, developer’s profit-sharing accountability and developer’s social
accountability” (Aziz et al., 2011) (=success factor 2 and 3).

« Triodos Facet (2010) mentions: “the main reason for failure of projects was problems with
one (or more) of the partners in the projects. Weak financial performance, wrong
expectations, miscommunication etc. could be avoided if the partners have already
worked together and know each other (Triodos Facet, 2010)” (=success factor 4, 5 and 6).

+ Galilea and Medda (2012) did an empirical analysis on success factors of transport PPPs.
They predicted PPP success (which means a project is “under construction, operational or
concluded”) using a database of 856 PPP transport countries across 72 countries.> Galilea
and Medda (2012) predict PPP success by a log linear model and control for region, past
experience with PPP, total investment value of the project, number of multilateral
lenders in countries, GDP growth and the countries corruption index. Galilea and Medda
(2012) find that the following factors have a significant positive effect on PPP success: (i) A
country’s past experience in PPP agreements; (ii) A country’s macroeconomic
performance (GDP growth and current account) (iii) The corruption index: corruption has
a negative effect on the success of PPPs (=success factor 2). This effect is especially large in
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Africa, the Caribbean and Latin America. Shortcoming of the analysis of Galilea and
Medda (2012) is their definition of success. This implies it is not clear whether the success
factors also have a positive effect on output, outcome and impact.

« Finally, in their synthesis review about horticulture PPPs in Africa Pfisterer et al. (2009)
conclude that partnership performance is grossly based on (a) context factors and (b)
partnership design factors.

- Context factors are:
(i) “The willingness of (semi) governmental organizations to start the partnership, (ii)
“the experience/tradition of the country with PPP and, (iii) “the right moment to start
with PPP” (Pfisterer et al., 2009).

- Partnership design factors entail:
(i) “The possibility to build the partnership on an existing structure”. (ii) Time and
capacity to steer participatory processes by the government [in the case of the Dutch
horticulture PPP the Dutch Ambassady, EKN]”, (iii) “Level of commitment by
individuals”, (iv) “Time and capacity for active participation by partners” and (v) “The
level of ownership” (Pfisterer et al., 2009).” (=success factor 4).



Answers on research questions

a.  What are the criteria for an intervention to be considered developmental PPPs?

There is no universal accepted definition of Public Private Partnership (PPP). Based on
definitions from the Dutch MFA, key developmental institutions (such as OECD, World Bank
and IMF) and the analysis of Da Rosa et al. (2012) we derive five key criteria of developmental
PPPs:

A cooperation between the public and private sector (also NGO’s, trade organizations and
knowledge institutes with a common (development) goal;

+ Aclear agreement between the public and private party on the goal(s) of the PPPs;

« Acombination of public and private funding;

« Aclear agreement between the public and private party on the sharing of resources and

tasks;

Distribution of risks between the public and the private sector.

a.  Which types of developmental PPPs can be distinguished?
On a scale from public to private we can distinguish the following types of PPPs (ADB, 2008):

* Service contract;

+ Management contract;

« Affermage and lease contracts;

+ Concession;

« Build-operate-transfer (BOT) and similar arrangements (including BTO, BOO, DBO, DBFO;
+ Jointventure.

b. Whatis the intervention strategy of developmental PPPs?

We operationalized the intervention strategy as the five key criteria of developmental PPPs.
We find that most PPPs are implemented for financial reasons. The majority of studies
fulfills key criteria 1 through 4 of developmental PPPs. Exception is the distribution of risks
which is addressed in 8 out of 18 case studies.

¢. Which pathways in developmental PPPs can be distinguished?

We were able to derive the following PPP pathways from 8 out of 18 case studies: Training/
professional development, Monetary rewards, Public participation, Knowledge sharing
standards, Political agenda setting, R&D support, price control/tariff ceiling and no
profit-no loss prices.

d. Whatis the relation between different types of PPPs and the intervention strategy?
We were not able to derive a relationship between the different types of PPPs and the
intervention strategy.
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What are (a) the outputs, (b) outcomes and (c) impacts of PPPs in developing countries?

The evidence on the effects of developmental PPPs on output, outcome and impact is
limited. Relatively many articles are about the process of PPP and not about the actual
results — in quantitative terms — of the PPP. This reflects the fact that PPP in developing
countries is a relatively young instrument.

» We were able to derive an effect of PPP on output in 15 out of 18 reviewed case studies.
The majority of those studies (13 out of 18) describe a positive effect of the PPP on output,
2 studies describe no effect on output and zero studies describe a negative effect. The
counterfactual in most studies is weak in terms of the MSSM. This means the positive
effect on output might also have arisen in the situation without PPP.

« We were able to derive an effect of PPP on outcome in 9 out of 18 reviewed case studies. 7
out of those g studies describe a positive effect of the PPP on outcome, 1 study describes a
mixed effect on outcome and the final study finds no effect. The counterfactual in most
studies is weak in terms of the MSSM. So the positive effect on outcome might also have
arisen in the situation without PPP.

» We found a positive effect of PPP on impact in 1 case study. The other case studies did not
present the effect of the PPP on impact.

(a) Why did a PPPs produced the desired results or not?
(b) Are there general patterns in success or failure factors?

Jamali (2004) presents the most comprehensive overview of success factors for PPPs.

« Permanent government involvement

+ Asound regulatory framework

« Fulfillment of key formation requirements

« Four C’s in partner selection (compatibility, capability, commitment and control)
« A common vision and trusty relationship between partners

« Ensure that the multiple interests of key participants are

« Skillfully negotiated and packaged.

We find that most PPPs in the case studies succeed or failed because of the above success
factors.

a.  What are the benefits of the PPPs compared to the costs?
Given the limited evidence we are not able to indicate the benefits of PPPs compared to the
costs. Further research is needed to answer this question.
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Since several years, Public-Private Partnerships (PPPs) are increasingly used in international
cooperation as a device for executing development aid programs. Voluntary, multi-
stakeholder partnerships for sustainable development were an important outcome of the
UN World Summit for Sustainable Development (WSSD), held in Johannesburg (South
Africa) in 2002. Most PPPs were initially used for a broad range of development activities
focusing on public service provision (e.g. utilities and infrastructure; social services) but
gradually expanded their operations towards private business promotion. Actually PPPs are
sometimes also considered as instruments for peace building and for the promotion of
social cohesion (Abramov, 2010). This paragraph reflects on lessons learned and provides an
outlook for evaluation of PPPs in the near future.

PPPs are commonly defined as ‘a form of cooperation between government and business
agents — sometimes also involving voluntary organizations (NGOs, trade unions) or knowledge
institutes — that agree to work together to reach a common goals or carty out a specific task,
while jointly assuming the risks and responsibilities and sharing resources and competences’
(MFA, 2010). These are structured institutional or contractual arrangements of long-term
cooperation between public and private agents for joint production of goods and/or services
based on sharing risks, costs, knowledge and resources’ (van Ham & Koppenjan, 2001).

Overall, PPPs seem to unite at least two dimensions. The first dimension refers to finance
and defines the arrangements for engaging public and private actors financially in PPPs. The
second dimension is organizational and defines the roles and responsibilities for
dovetailing public and private actors in a single coordinated executive framework. Both
dimensions interact tightly in such a way that the mobilization of resources should satisfy
both the individual objectives of each agent and provides sufficient incentives for
enhancing their durable cooperation.

Many early studies regarding PPP performance are based on experiences in Western
countries and are strongly linked to privatization programs in the 1990’s. Evaluation
designs used for these studies have most often been weak, and the data mostly flawed. It is
therefore little wonder that evaluations thus far clearly point to contradictory assessments
of their performance (Hodge & Grave, 2011). Despite growing interest in PPPs, the evidence
base on results is still sparse and successful partnerships have been elusive.

At the positive end, estimates of efficiencies to be gained through PPPs include a 17 percent
cost savings in an analysis of 29 British infrastructure business cases, and a 10 to 20 percent
cost reduction in school construction in Australia (Shepherd, 2000; Nisar, 2007). Perceived

savings in these business cases are mainly attributable to the calculus of risk transfers from
the public to the private sector. Pollitt (2005) gives a careful “pass mark” to PPPs, observing
them successful for prisons and roads but of limited value in hospitals and school projects.
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Based on a sample of 10 major PPP evaluations undertaken, good value for money was
achieved in eight of the 10 cases. Several other studies report PPPs as being delivered on-time
and on-budget far more often than traditional infrastructure provision arrangements.

From a more critical side, Blanc-Brude et al. (2006) conducted a careful regression analysis
across EU countries and found that PPPs were 24% more expensive than expectations from
traditional procurement and registered about the same magnitude of traditional project
cost-over-runs. Fitzgerald (2004) argued that the size of costs savings claimed for Australian
PPPs was largely dependent on the discount rate used (with a lower discount rate suggesting
a cost increase of 6 percent rather than the g percent cost saving estimated using the higher
discount rate). Hodge (2005) therefore concluded that public agencies need a careful
judgment before entering into PPPs. Vining and Boardman (2008) judged only one half of
the Canadian PPPs reviewed as successful, and in a similar vein Jupe (2009) viewed PPPs as
an ‘imperfect solution’ for transport in the UK.

Since PPPs can be envisaged as a specific way for producing output and generating impact
by combining different types of resources (e.g. finance, resources, expertise, networks,
R&D, etc.) from various cooperating agents, it is important to evaluate PPPs against the
background of perceived performance indicators. Most important commonly agreed
evaluation criteria include:

« Relevance: (ex-post) contribution of PPPs to envisaged development goals;

« Effectiveness: PPPs focusing on most-limiting factors (binding constraints) and selection
of activities where PPPs can make the difference;

« Efficiency: realizing provision at low unit costs (per client) and avoiding market
distortions;

« Sustainability: contributing to long-term performance, and guaranteeing ownership and
governance of PPPs;

« Coherence: consistency of PPPs with other policies (trade, competition) and optimizing
complementarities between aid modalities.

This systematic review of PPPs only focused attention on the available empirical evidence
on the relevance, effectiveness and efficiency of PPPs in international development
cooperation as derived from credible and valid evaluative studies. It was based on a
selection of evidence-based assessments that are published by evaluation agencies and
research institutions that satisfy the minimum quality criteria for independent evaluation.

One of the most striking outcomes of the systematic review is that the evidence on PPP
performance is still rather sparse. Robust empirical analyses regarding the net effect of PPPs
(including both before-and-after analysis and compared to a counterfactual of either public
or private program execution) are virtually absent. This can be partly explained by the wide
range of cooperative arrangements that are included under the PPP umbrella, but is also
due to the inherent complexities for assessing net effects of such multi-agency
arrangements.
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In this final section, we further elaborate the analytical foundations for evaluating
developmental PPPs by outlining a number of key methodological principles that enable an
adequate assessment of the fundamental features of PPPs. We therefore discuss three
issues:

« When is engagement in PPPs justified?
» Why is engagement in PPPs proposed?
» How is engagement in PPPs assessed

PPPs are envisaged as suitable arrangements for promoting development goals under
conditions where market and/or institutional failures are constraining the provision of
public goods and services (particularly physical and social infrastructure). They involve a
clearly defined activity that is co-financed with the private sector, which shares the
associated risks and rewards with the public sector. In addition, PPPs are forwarded in
situations where high contextual risks may inhibit the engagement of the private sector in
investments or market exchange. In this setting, the intention with PPP is that risks could
be shared with the party best able to manage them, and that this transfer of risk is priced
into any PPP contract. Finally, PPPs can be used to foster innovations in such a way that
start-up costs are shared and some public insurance is provided to account for possible
failure. In all cases, PPPs are considered as a strategy for guaranteeing earlier project
delivery and on-budget project management.

The appreciation whether these conditions actually exist is by no way easy in the context of
international development cooperation. In practice, many PPPs are started by donors to
overcome financial and fiscal constraints or to control management complexities. The
engagement of the public (donor)sector is then mainly foreseen to reduce interest charges
for privately-made sunk cost investments with a relatively long gestation period (like e.g. in
drug development). Moreover, the incentive structure of private partners may favor the
timely execution of projects, but also requires thorough supervision on quality compliance
by the PPP unit. PPPs that were least effective are usually located in countries where
indicators of government effectiveness are relatively weak as well (PPIAF and World Bank,
2007). On the other end, private partners may face information constraints regarding
potential demand that public agents can more easily overcome.

Identifying the existence of market failures in developing countries requires a careful
appraisal. Whereas private firms consider the risk-adjusted net present value of future cash
flows to evaluate profitability, the public sector uses an opportunity cost and risk-adjusted
net present value of future public benefit to evaluate projects. These different appraisal
procedures could lead to another appreciation of the feasibility of projects and relevance of
potential investments. The PPP framework is designed to bridge these differences, by
focusing on overcoming key constraints that limit local development. The appraisal
procedures become even more complicated when the government of the developing country
needs to be taken into account. It remains unclear to what extent PPPs (initiated by Western
actors) involve these local government actors and/or market actors in developing countries.
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It should, however, be carefully prevented that PPPs lead to new market failures or
substantially change the level playing field for other private agents. It has been argued that
PPPs will only be able to achieve efficiency improvements if the state can achieve
competitive tension in the PPP procurement process and real risks are transferred to the
private partners. This implies that governments need to approach the market with a
well-defined PPP proposition through an open bidding process (World Bank Institute,
2012). Where this is not the case, bids may be incomparable or deliberately low and
remaining uncertainties are usually arranged in post-bid negotiations of PPP contracts.

On the other end, some more recent PPPs tend to start from a private initiative that search
for public co-funding. These so-called Private Sector Initiative (PSI) projects aim to foster
private sector activities to promote economic growth in emerging markets with high risk
investment opportunities, taking advantage of the ability of the public sector to leverage
financing. Private sector involvement is expected to create sustainable employment, spur
innovation, improve access to new markets, and/or stimulate trade. Most commonly
applied PSI funding mechanism to support innovation and commercial upgrading help to
offset some of the initial investment costs for enhancing the competitiveness and
performance of the private sector. Careful attention needs to be given to the real
additionality of such PSI programs that may not disturb the existing competitive
relationships in the home market. Moreover, different financial tools - ranging from
guarantees to loans - may be applied to safeguard these interests.

The rationale for close cooperation between the public and private parties is usually based
on principal agency theory that leads to a number of propositions for combining the
comparative advantages of the private sector and the public sector. PPPs become an
interesting option when independent (or even competing) actors may act as potential
partners who - although fundamentally different in nature - collaborate in realizing a joint
project, when circumstances are conducive to it, and - indeed because they are different in
nature - share the risks involved.

There is a rationale for closer cooperation between the public and the private agents,
especially when:

(@) the public sector wants to leverage its limited resources by using taxpayers money as a
catalyst for attracting private funding (more projects can thus be completed and the
provision of services increases as a result);

(b) the public sector wants to avail itself of the skills of the private sector, which could
provide better management in a number of situations; and

(c) the private and the public sectors wish to limit their exposure to the risks involved in
large-scale projects (of public interest) by allocating these risks - depending on who is
best able to bear them - among themselves or to a third party.

There are particular situations where the partnership may benefit if the private firm shares
some of the risks with the public sector, for example when a company is at an early stage of
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development and therefore does not have easy access to financial markets (i.e. the risk
premium is too high), or when some of the risks involved cannot be insured or adequately
diversified by the private firm (e.g. for macroeconomic shocks or for a liquidity risk caused
by a credit crunch).

While providing scope for deriving substantial benefits from cooperation, including for
sharing risks more efficiently, PPPs also add a new type of risks: those associated with the
contractual arrangement (as opposed to those associated with the project) which are often
ignored but typically borne by the principal (the taxpayers). Delegating responsibility to the
private sector (through a contract) adds a set of compliance risks distinct from those
associated with the project.

In particular, in situations where incentives cannot be perfect, they could lead to moral hazard
issues on the part of the private agent. This conflict of incentives between partners implies
that the public principal will try to reduce these moral hazard issues as best it can, for example
by using auditing services to find out which PPP outputs are effectively delivered.

Itis considered helpful to clearly recognize the comparative advantages as well as the
differences in incentives between public and private execution of a particular program
before deciding whether a PPP construction can be considered as the optimum contract
choice. Whereas private partners tend to be more capable in providing incentives to
maintain productivity (compared to their public counterparts), the public sector is usually
better equipped to account for collective externalities (see Figure 5). PPPs may become a
preferred option to balance these mixed motives in a cost-effective manner. The
counterfactual could be proven by measurement against the proxies of fully public (or private)
execution (the so-called Public Sector Comparison or PSC) or through benchmarking.

‘ *
Transaction Costs Y 4 Collective interest surveillance

Output monitoring

Public PPP Private
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The cooperation between public and private agents in a PPP framework asks for clearly
specified contractual terms. Key conditions for such a contract include (de Palma et al.,
2009):

« Fully specified and enforceable contract between the state and private parties;
- Stable terms of contract over time;

» Measurable output indicators and service delivery that can be monitored;

« Credible punishment in case cheating is proven;

« Clear definition of residual value.

The contractual terms for a PPP arrangements thus require an explicit definition of the
mutual contributions (inputs), the generated output and the distribution of the risks and
the rights on the residual value of the program. The absence of conscious and systematic
attempts to manage and arrange negotiation processes at the start of PPPs may result in
contractual arrangements that are largely ‘incomplete’ with respect to risk allocation, lifetime
costs distribution and rights to residue value allocation (Nisar, 2007). These conditions
apply in a western context and are maybe even more important for PPPs in international
development cooperation.

It should be recognized that PPPs can also create substantial implicit liabilities for
governments when guarantees cost more than scheduled. If governments engage in PPPs,
the different types of (internal and external) risks involved need to be specified in a
quantitative manner, and expectations regarding value streams over the lifetime of the
program should to be made explicit. Without such a full assessment, final judgments about
‘value for money’ will be virtually impossible. Many PPPs in the field of international
development cooperation fail to specify these contractual conditions and the related
enforcement mechanisms.
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The remit of the Policy and Operations Evaluation Department (I0B) is to increase insight
into the implementation and effects of Dutch foreign policy. IOB meets the need for the
independent evaluation of policy and operations in all the policy fields of the Homogenous
Budget for International Cooperation (HGIS). IOB also advises on the planning and
implementation of evaluations that are the responsibility of policy departments of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and embassies of the Kingdom of the Netherlands.

Its evaluations enable the Minister of Foreign Affairs and the Minister for Development
Cooperation to account to parliament for policy and the allocation of resources. In
addition, the evaluations aim to derive lessons for the future. To this end, efforts are made
to incorporate the findings of evaluations of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs’ policy cycle.
Evaluation reports are used to provide targeted feedback, with a view to improving the
formulation and implementation of policy. Insight into the outcomes of implemented
policies allows policymakers to devise measures that are more effective and focused.

10B has a staff of experienced evaluators and its own budget. When carrying out evaluations
it calls on assistance from external experts with specialised knowledge of the topic under
investigation. To monitor the quality of its evaluations IOB sets up a reference group for
each evaluation, which includes not only external experts but also interested parties from
within the ministry and other stakeholders. In addition, an Advisory Panel of four
independent experts provides feedback and advice on the usefulness and use made of
evaluations. The panel’s reports are made publicly available and also address topics
requested by the ministry or selected by the panel.

10B consults with the policy departments to draw up a ministry-wide evaluation
programme. This rolling multi-annual programme is adjusted annually and included in the
Explanatory Memorandum to the ministry’s budget. IOB bears final responsibility for the
programming of evaluations in development cooperation and advises on the programming
of foreign policy evaluations. The themes for evaluation are arrived at in response to
requests from parliament and from the ministry, or are selected because they are issues of
societal concern. I0B actively coordinates its evaluation programming with that of other
donors and development organisations.

Initially IOB’s activities took the form of separate project evaluations for the Minister for
Development Cooperation. Since 1985, evaluations have become more comprehensive,
covering sectors, themes and countries. Moreover, since then, IOB’s reports have been
submitted to parliament, thus entering the public domain. The review of foreign policy and
a reorganisation of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in 1996 resulted in IOB’s remit being
extended to cover the entire foreign policy of the Dutch government. In recent years it has
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extended its partnerships with similar departments in other countries, for instance through
joint evaluations and evaluative activities undertaken under the auspices of the OECD-DAC
Network on Development Evaluation.

10B has continuously expanded its methodological repertoire. More emphasis is now given
to robust impact evaluations implemented through an approach in which both quantitative
and qualitative methods are applied. I0B also undertakes policy reviews as a type of
evaluation. Finally, it conducts systematic reviews of available evaluative and research
material relating to priority policy areas.
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Annex 2 research methodology

Step 1: keyword search

We started searching for scientific studies which were published between 2000 and 2013. We
searched for these studies between September 24" and October 19 2012. In Box A-1 we
present the keywords we used to find relevant studies.

Box A-1 Keywords used for finding relevant articles

Keyword (Boolean operators)
“Public Private Partnership*” AND Devel* AND Impact

“Public Private Partnership*” AND Devel* AND Eval*

“Public Private Partnership*” AND Devel* AND Eff*

PPP* AND Devel* AND Impact

PPP* AND Devel* AND Eval*

PPP* AND Devel* AND Eff*

“Public Private Partnership* in devel*”

“PPP* in devel*” 591
“Public Private Partnership*” AND Transition* AND Impact

“Public Private Partnership*” AND Transition* AND Eval*

“Public private partnership*” AND Transition* AND Eff*

We used the databases ScienceDirect, Sirius and Web of Science to find scientific studies
published in peer reviewed scientific journals, working papers and dissertations. We also
searched in several developmental evaluation portals (such as Seach4Dec and Eldis) and
concluded our search by checking websites from developmental institutions (such as ADB,
AfDB and World Bank). In Table A-1 we present an overview of all used sources.

Step 2: quick scan articles on titles and abstract

Our keyword search resulted in 1294 articles published between 2000 and 2013. We first
screened these studies on title and abstract and excluded articles that were not relevant for
our review, see Table A-1.
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Table A-1 Number of articles collected and remaining after check for relevance title/abstract
KEYWORD SEARCH

1) Scientific literature

ScienceDirect 308 26
Sirius (excl. ScienceDirect) 59 q
Web of Science (excl. ScienceDirect and Sirius) 667 14

2) Developmental evaluation portals

Research in Agricultural and Applied Economics 11 1
DAC Evaluation Resource centre 13641° 1
SeachdDec [ 0
3ie 7 1
Eldis 149 2

3) Developmental institutions

Asian Development Bank 42 1
African Development Bank 0 0

|6o] European Bank for Reconstruction and Devel. 6 0
Inter-American Development Bank 15 1
International Finance Cooperation 26 0
Kreditanstalt fur Wiederaufbau 0 0
Worldbank 2062° 0
Subtotal articles keyword search 1294 51
OTHER SOURCES

4) MFA, proposal phase

MFA: PSD Evaluation 96 12
MFA: Evaluation reports of Dutch PPPs 21 6
Collected during proposal phase 15 8
Received from experts 7 q
Subtotal articles other sources 139 30
Total number of articles 1433 81

¢ Excluding duplicate articles
b This is the total number of hits (including duplicate hits/articles)

Besides the keyword search we also obtained 139 articles through so-called ‘other sources’:
we received 117 articles directly from the Dutch MFA of which 96 articles MFA used in the
PSD evaluation and 21 reports of Dutch PPPs. Thereby we collected 15 articles during the
proposal phase of the systematic literature review. Finally we received 7 articles from experts
on PPP.
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This brings the total amount of articles to 1433. Of those articles 81 remained after quick
scanning them for relevance on title and abstract. The studies were mainly excluded for the
following reasons®:

+ Approximately 70% of the 1433 studies were excluded because they clearly didn’t have
anything to do with Public-Private-Partnerships at all. For instance studies about
“Purchasing Power Parities”, “pre-pump pulse” and “precise point positioning” etc.

« Approximately 35% of the 1433 studies were excluded because they weren’t about
developing countries. For instance studies about Public-Private-Partnerships in
Switzerland, Australia or Japan.

« Finally a substantial amount of the 1433 studies (circa 35%) were excluded because they
weren'’t an evaluation of Public-Private-Partnerships. For instance a study about “the role

of financial advisors in PPP” and “a typology of strategic behavior in PPPs”.

Step 3: assessing general characteristics of studies

In step 3 we filled in a list of general characteristics for the remaining studies, such as the
year, country, and type of study. For the full list of characteristics we refer to the coding
sheet in Annex 3.

Step 4: check on quality (6 knock-out criteria)

We checked the remaining 81 articles on quality. A study which scored insufficient on one of
the six criteria in Box A-2 was excluded from our review. If we had doubt about one of the
scores the study was included in our review. The six knock-out criteria are derived from a
checklist of 20 quality criteria MFA used to assess the quality of PSD evaluations. From this
checklist we only used the six knock-out criteria because these criteria could be applied to
all (scientific) articles, while most of the other criteria were only applicable to policy
evaluations. In Box A-2 we present the six knock-out criteria.

Box A-2 Quality criteria (knock-out)
¢ Jawes
1 Operationalization of result indicators through indicators®
2 The solidity and transparency of data collection, analyzing and processing.
3 The extent to which conclusions can be drawn from the findings.
q Justification of the representativeness of the sample or case study selection.”
5 Independence of sources.
6 Independence of researchers.

®  We have only applied this criterion to case studies.
b In case of a literature review the score is based on the representativeness (selection) of the underlying studies.

The total sum is more than 100% because some studies were excluded for multiple reasons.

[61]
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After our quality check 47 studies remained?, of which 18 case studies and 29 reviews, see
Table A-2. The list of selected studies can be found in the references.

Table A-2  Number of articles remaining after check on title/abstract and quality

Case study

(empirical study of 1 or multiple PPPs) 29 18
Reviews (overview studies/more general studies of effects/

52 29
aspects of PPP)
Total 81 a7

Step 5: scoring of remaining case studies on counterfactual

The casual effect of PPP should be indicated by counterfactual analysis. Therefore we scored
the 18 remaining case studies on the strength of the counterfactual.® In the ideal situation the
study should compare the situation with PPP with the situation that would have happened
without PPP. So the outcome of PPP in a region should be compared with a comparable
region without PPP (‘a robust comparable control group’) to indicate the casual effect of the
instrument PPP. The latter is the highest level of strength of the counterfactual on the
so-called Maryland Scale of Scientific Methods (MSSM). The MSSM is a five-point scale that is
used to measure the strength of scientific evidence for a certain intervention. The MSSM rates
from 1 to 5, where 5 is the highest level of strength, see Box A-3 (Klein Haarhuis et al., 2005).

Box A-3 MSSM levels and description

o Jomamn

Level 1 A correlation between PPP and the outcome variable at a certain point in time

A score on the outcome variable before and after implementation of PPP — without a

Ll comparable control group (a region without PPP)

A score on the outcome variable before and after implementation of PPP measured in
Level 3 anexperimental (the region were PPP is implemented) and comparable control group
(a comparable region without PPP)

A score on the outcome variable before and after implementation of the PPP measured

Leveld . . .
in an experimental and comparable control group - controlling for other factors

A score on the outcome variable before and after the implementation of PPP, measured
Level 5 inan experimental and comparable control group — where the PPP was random
assigned to experimental and control regions

Source: Klein Haarhuis e.a. (2005)

The number of studies that survived the quality check is relatively high. This can be explained by
the fact that a substantial amount (approximately 80%) of all studies was published in (peer
reviewed) scientific journals with similar quality standards.

& Reviews were not scored on the counterfactual because the MSSM is only applicable to case
studies (empirical evaluation studies of one or multiple PPP projects).
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We find that most case studies scored low on the MSSM. None of the studies had a
counterfactual above level 3, see Table A-3.

Table A-3 Number of case studies by MSSM

Level 1 6
Level 2 9
Level 3 1
Not applicable 2
Total 18

Step 6: in depth analysis of studies

We concluded the systematic review with an in depth analysis of the remaining 47 studies.
For each study we collected information on a number of characteristics, such as the results
of PPP (output, outcome and impact), the intervention logic and the pathway/strategy to
PPP. For the full list of characteristics we refer to our coding sheet in Annex 3.

1631
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Annex 3

Screen the study on relevance for the review

coding sheet systematic review

a. Isthestudy published between 2000 and 2013?

b. Isthe study about an evaluation of PPP in a development country?

c. Does the study contain the following three terms in the title or abstract?

- Public-Private Partnership(s)/PPP(s)
- Eval* OR Imp* OR Effect* OR Emp* OR Evid*

- Devel* (or the name of a developing region, such as Tanzania, Ghana etc.)

+  Yes — the study is included in the review
+  No — thestudy is excluded from the review

Note the following characteristics of the study

Author(s)

Year

Research question

Type of study «  Casestudy (empirical study of 1 project)
«  Multiple casestudies (empirical study of multiple projects)

-  Literature review

«  Other (survey, position paper, theoretical literature etc.)

Sector

Country/region

Screen the studies on quality criteria (all criteria are rated as sufficient/
insufficient or doubtable). Studies which score insufficient on one of these

criteria (marked) are excluded from the review.

Quality criteria

Operationalization of result indicators through indicators —
This criterion is only scored for case studies

Sufficient
Insufficient — excluded

The solidity and transparency of data collection, analyzing and
processing

Sufficient
Insufficient = excluded

The extent to which conclusions can be drawn from the findings

Sufficient
Insufficient = excluded

Justification of the representativeness of the sample or case
study selection

In case of a literature review: check the study on the representativeness of
the underlying selected studies

Sufficient
Insufficient — excluded

Independence of sources

Sufficient
Insufficient — excluded

Independence of researchers

Sufficient
Insufficient =excluded
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In case of a case study
Check the study on counterfactual (MSSM)

MSSM + 1:Acorrelation between PPP and the outcome variable at a
certain pointin time

»  2:Ascore on the outcome variable before and after imple-
mentation of PPP — without a comparable control group (a
region without PPP)

»  3:Ascoreon the outcome variable before and after imple-
mentation of PPP measured in an experimental (the region
were PPP is implemented) and comparable control group (a
comparable region without PPP)

+  4:Ascore on the outcome variable before and after imple-
mentation of the PPP measured in an experimental and
comparable control group - controlling for other factors

+  5:Ascore on the outcome variable before and after the
implementation of PPP, measured in an experimental and
comparable control group - were the PPP was random
assigned to experimental and control regions

Note the following characteristics of the study

Characteristics of PPP

Research question

Study area

Evaluation period

Goal(s) of PPPs

Precise definition of PPP

Financial size of PPP

Type of PPP «  Service contract — excluded, no PPS
+ Management contract

«  Concession

+  Lease/Affermage

+  BOT (or variant like DBFMO)

- Jointventure

Conclusion

Intervention logic

Description of PPP

Reason for PPP

Expectation of PPP

Possible alternatives for PPP

Results

Output

Outcome

Impact

[65]



166

Annexes

EHEC criteria

Efficiency

Effectiveness

Sustainability

Coherence

Relevance

Turnover

Sharing of risk

Sharing of ownership

Sharing of knowledge

Pathways

In case of a review

Note the following characteristics of the study

Characteristics of PPP

Research question

Study area

Evaluation period

Type of PPP

Service contract — excluded, no PPS
Management contract

Concession

Lease/Affermage

BOT (or variant like DBFMO)

Joint venture

Goal(s) of PPP

Conclusion

Results

Output

Outcome

Impact




ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

uollig 2'

(Apms

ul pauonuaw
10U S1 ddd 40
198pnq [2303) YN

600¢
uj saadny ueisped
uol|jiw oL ‘s

3zis |epueuly

Annex 4 summary tables case studies

uolssaduo)

(Jooyds ays jo
1UBWYSI|qeISS 10y
9|qisuodsai Avied
91eAlld 19AIMOH)

a8ewyy

1DeIIUOD
jJuawaseuely

adAL

1671

. uooJawe) pue peyd
JO SJUAWUIRA0S 33 pue

WINIJ0SU0d 9yl UdaMIaq

2IN1U3A 3ABIOGE||0d B,

e s|129(o.d suijadid pue
juawdojaAap wnajonad

S'pETL uoolawe)-peyy ayL

*sjooyds
3y1 Jo Juswadeuew

pue JusaWysi|qelss

2y} 1oy 3|qisuodsal

ale sinaualdanua

a1eAlld ay] Juspnis

42B3 10§ JUSWIUIBA0S

91 wouy 334 e 133 pue

S|00YIS UMO 1133 1IeIS

pe‘2‘l  uedsinauaidanua dlenlld

*Jood ay1 10j uonesnpa

apino.d 03 sjooyds

91eA1d JO 1043 BY)

suoddns 43d,, :uonesnpa

ul Sddd slosuods

1eyy uonezjuedio

JuaWuIRA08 v (43d)

uolepuno4 uonesnp3

peeL qefund ay3 jo uonen|eny

(s 31981 995)

aeyd Aay ddd Jo uondunsaq

VN

VN

VN

(230nb)
ddd J0 uonuyap 1exy

uooswWe) juawdojansp (5002)
peyd wna|0213d ‘|12 Ja8uizan
AS18u3

(LLo?) |e

ueisiyed sjooyds Alewlld 19 0LI0SQ-elalieg

(0L02)

ueishied uonesnp3 Jlew
uoneinp3

(4eah pue

uoiSay Joyine) Apnis

(Sa1pmis asva) ddd Jo add puv uoniurfoq

b-y s1qeL



Annexes

.G L-an2s3y,, paj|ed

(SIW3) d1AI3S [BdIPAN

Aouadiaw3 sy ul paynsal

sIy] 103235 1eald ayy

pue s,09N ‘Juawiledsq

921|104 s, peqewes|

VN 2ImuaA julof el 3yl Usamiaq diysiaulied

‘uloj| ur s

-IAI9S JUBWSSeURW DISBM
ployasnoy jo adieyd ul
2Je (Auade Juswuianod
e) |1Puno) Juswadeue|y
91SE/\\ 91B1S BIeMY|

ay3 pue Auedwod 3a3eAld
3y (euadiN 159/ -YInos)
uno|| urjuswaseuepy

12B1U0D 91SB/\\ P|oYasnoH ul (ddd)
VN jJuawadeuely ‘2L diysiauiied a1eAlld d1iqnd

££81 :ueisiied
0062 ‘elpu| 004 *(dd1) s12>npoud
00/2 :elsauopu| :ueishied Jamod juspuadapul
919 :eulyd pue eIsauopu| dn 135 03 s1adnpoud
uol||I|n Jejjop sn ul 109 Jamod pue juawuianos
53502 133(0.d |BYO) ‘eIpuj pue euiyd SpeL Jo uoneloge|jod

(s 21qe) 395)

9zis |epueuly adfL aeyd A3y ddd jo uondunsaqg

|68]

|eJIpay
VN ueispjed fousdiawy

JusWwadeue|y
VN eladiN 15BN

.-8unpNAs epueuy
9dUaN|UI UBD pue 3|0l
punojoud e sey 101235
>11qnd ay1 asaym ‘Aouade
PauUMO JUBWUIAAOS
10/pue JUSWUISA0D
91E1S QUBWUIBA0D
|enua) se yons
9pis d1jqnd wouy saipoq
0M] 10 3UO pue 3pIs
91eALId wouy s1ap|oyayels ueisiied ‘elpuj
UlIM UONRIOQE||0D Y/,  ‘BISSUOPUJ ‘BUIYD

(@10nb)
ddd Jo uoniuyap 1dexy uoiSay

(9002) "B 39 1Y

aiedy3eaH

(2Lo2)
unesewuy
pue 0]iqaz3

juswiuoldiAug

(6002)
‘[e 33 Ainypmoyd

(1edA pue

Joyine) Apms




Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

VN

088'921°2
¥N3 uoolawe)
'181'828'2
N3 eldsIN

VN

3zis |epueuly

21njuaAulor

2INUaA JuUIof

2uMUsA uIOf

adfL

SpeTL

peel
(s 21qe) 395)

aeyd A3y

[69]

£ (dLN)

swuweiSolid g1 |[euonen
|edaN ay1 Aq s3nup pue
8uluiesy jo uoisinoid pue
‘SODN Aq syuswiujodde
passiw oym syuaned

40 8upe) pue Juawiean
JO UOI1BAIS5qO 1331Ip
‘s;auonndesd areaud

Aq sisouelp papnjpul
ya1iym ‘g Jo |o1uod

10§ ddd e padojanap
dnoJ3 Supjiom |e20)| v,

*SWOPUO 9jew?y
apinoid oy sem weidoid
93 JO Wiy 4d/M s1a8iny
pUE SUONN|OS +| ‘GIAON
weyxQ ‘siieyy usiaiod
4o Ansiuly spuelayIaN
9U3 :SpueIayIaN

ay3 ul suoneziuesio
inoy Aq pareniul sem
weidoud ay] "weisdoid
(04vn) wopuo) ajewa
01 SS9V |BSIAAIUN

2y Jo uonenjeny

‘Auis1aniun

suoneN paiun ayl

pue (Aued >1qnd) piaq
-JBUSWIWESNZ SYISIuYIaL
1Ny 1JeYdS||3599 aYIsINaQ
9y} ‘(Avied ayeand) ziois
|Jey usamiaq diysiaulied
|eJa1e|1] pa||e2-0s

e :(IH/M) aAnentu|

U1|BSH USWOM 3y L

ddd jo uondunsaqg

VN

VN

. SOIINIDS
SUONEIIUNWWO03[3]

Jo uoisinoid Jo/pue uon
-2npo.d ay3 Ul IusWISIAUL
10/pue 1503 31eys OON

10 JUSWUIAA0S ‘ssaulsng
39 ‘panjonul

sanJed asaym uonens
©3q112S9p 01 sueaw
Apms ay1 diysisuiied Ag,,

(@10nb)
ddd Jo uoniuyap 1dexy

jo3u0d

ledan 9so|nd1agn) (b00?2) II9MaN

uooJsawe)
‘elaBIN  swopuoddjewsy  (L10Z) e 19 XI|yd

(6002)
uueWwIBWWI|

elpu| 101295 Y1|esH pue uueWSaNIY
(1edA pue
uoiSay Joyine) Apms




Annexes

VN 21njuaA ulof

(diysiauyed
jusawdojansp
1»npoud papis

VN  OM))3INjudA julof

vN 21muUaA JuIOf

9zis |enueUly adAL

‘pa)WIT Sjied BWAY |

|euoneusaiu| Suoy SuoH

:Auedwod ainjuan Juiof

U pa)Nsal Siy] "pue’

Aausi@ jo Juswdojanap

ay3 uo (Auedwo) Asusiq

1|e/) 103935 S1eald pue

JuawuIaN08 uoy SuoH

(SR uamiaq diysiaunied

‘Auedwod

91eAld e S s;puane-Lyoues
*s1auiled o1 qnd

(Ajurew) Aq papunoy

NQ ‘SliusAe-youes
pue (IaN@) aAnen|ul

95e3s1q pa123(33N Jo)

s3n1Q ay1 usamiaq (p00z

Sp'ee’L ul pajeniul) diysiaulied

J(@1da)wew

-dojanaq |euoneulaiyl
104 3uswedaq wopSuty
paiun 3yl pue OHM
Sulpnpul ‘suonnsul
snoleA pue ‘suedxa
elJejew [eUoneuINU!
QWI0D||3/\\ OXB|D
3uinjonul suonelnsuod
y3nouyy padeys asam
ddIn 40 suoiepunoyayy,

1002 Jaqui=idas ui
papua pue 6661 [udy ul
123(oud 10|1d e Se pajeniul
sem (dain) swweidold
uoneuoq (erejew jsuiese

H2L SuIdDIpaW) suo.ee|y 3y L

(s 21981 995)

aeyd A3y ddd jo uondunsaqg

o
~

(210nb)

VN Buoy SuoH uoiPNAISU0)  (9002) ‘B8 UsYs

UoIINIISUOD pue SuisnoH

‘Blpu|
pue S3113unod el
VN ueleyes-qns s -ejew/aled yjeaH (1LL02) edwog

epue3n
VN pue eAusy  suolejew eleepy (2002) ueaipako
(1eaA pue
ddd jo uonjuyap 1oex3 uoi3ay Joyane) Apms




Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

(A101uanul

Buiseyoind
puesoifayy

40 1UBWYsI|qe1Sd

Joj 3|qIsuodsau

sem Ayned areaud

33 Janamoy)

VN 1DBJIU0D 95B3T]

(penuod Joge
YN  J3pun) uoissaduo)

?zIs |epueUL adAL

711

(dv) ysopeid

eIpUY Ul 9341 pue

e|esay ul auQ ‘s1afoid
ddd @121 1n0j sMaIA3]
Apnmis ay] “(s12andwod
asn ued Ajunwwod

1B20] 3Y3 313M XSO1)
S191U333|31 0 LD| p3||e2-0S
dn-135 03101335 ||

PUB JUSWUIA0D) Uelpu|
peL u9am13q diysiaulied

~uone|ndal

1oy 3|qisuodsal

9 p|nom 101335

311qnd ay1 pue yiomiau
ay1 Sunesado pue
3ulp|ing Joj 3|qisuodsal,,
°q

pInom 101335 a1eAld sy

- saluedwod
91eAlId 01 SUOISSIUOD
UONEdIUNWWOD WSO,

0M] PIpJeME JUSWUISN0S
Sl dsaueqa ayl

(5 31981 295)

aeyd Aay ddd jo uondunsaqg

VN

~Siauned

a1eAud puedignd

9y1 Jo syiduans pue
s95u339dWwod aA1dadsal
a1 uo Suizijeyded pue
$931n0531 Jul0f SuiSeIand|
3Iym ‘s|eos uowwod
ansind 03 uoneioqe|jod
Joos e Aldw

JI3Y1el sddd 3981e11uiof
e SpJemo) Jay1a301 yiom
‘sanndalqo snouadipul
UMO JI3Y1 JO siseq

91 UO ‘YdIym ‘s1o1de
91eAld puedqnd jo
uonesadood Jo wioy paz
-lleuonmunsul ue sl ddd v,

(210nb)
ddd jo uoniuyap 1ex3

(auswdojanap (8002)

elpuj Jo4 121) @l 99y pue ueAuny
uoueqa woddaL (v002) tewer
2In1dNASelyu|

(4eaA pue

uoi3ay Joyane) Apnmis




Annexes

000°09b 3
12U03S [eINIEN
000°059 3 :efos
‘ujWw 2| 3 :0e28)

‘Bujuieuiew

pue Supesado
104 G9H°866
‘51502 JUaWI||eISul
6l¢702)°¢

J1e[|Op SN :NJ3d

3zis |epueuly

'SJUBWUIAN0S [B20|

pue s,0DN ‘103133s a1eAld

usamiaq diysisunied

esisiyL (,Hal ‘ppuey

awezinng janeniuy,,)

JUaW=a3.3y apel|

1DeIU0d 9|qeuleIsns pa||ed-0s
Juswaseuepy 2L 9y3 jo uonenjeny

‘MIINDI
1IN0 10§ JUBAR|31 J0U

sIsiy11ng "ysspe|3ueg

ul diysiaulied

0DN ssauisng

pa]|e3-0s e sa1en|ens

os|e Apnis ay :210N

*,SUONEdIUNWWOd3[3)

a1eaud

pue A&yuoyine d1gnd

uaamiaq diysiaulied

91eAlId-dl|qNd B,

:(SUoEIUNWWOd3[3)

us

uo|ssdu0) b'e‘2’L  UQISIaAU| Bp OpUOd) T3LI4

(5 31qeL 29s)
adAL aeyd Aay

ddd jo uondunsaqg

o
~

VN

(,onb)
ddd J0 uoniuysp 1ex3

elpuj

‘eulyd ‘Aendnin
‘niad ‘Aen8eled
‘aunuadly

‘l1ze.g :efos
alpung

pue eipuj ‘eulyd
:2U03S |BINleN
‘eIpu| ‘uoolawe)
‘elsauopu|
‘elasIN ‘eueyn
“ISNXJ00A| ;08D

(ddd-09N
ssauisng)
ysape|3ueg ‘niad

uoi3ay

2U01s [eIMEN
pue efos ‘oede)

uon
-BJIUNWWOd3|9L

(6002)
anjea a|du|

Y10

(2002)
Ainypmoyd

(4edA pue

Joyine) Apmis




Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

(sa1njuan
(le3o3) juiof pue 10ag
uoljliq £5‘00L 109) snolep

*$3502 123(0.d |10}
341 J0 %09/05
s|enba Apisqns

ay] Apisqns
uoljjiw L6¢

9INJUaA JuIof

?zIs |epueUL adAL

1731

'saJnuaAlulof 01

109 wouly uihiep -euiyd
u| seale ueyjodonaw
UaA3S U Juswdojanap

S'peeL Kemans uo s133fo1d ddd

~uonesadoo)
1uawdo|anaq Joy Ja1sIuly
3U1 JO JIWaJ 3y} UIYIIM

sl ya1ym ‘uonesadood pue
SS?UISNQ [BUO[IBUIAIU|
10} S11BYY dlWoud]

4o Ansiuipy sy jo Aouage
ay3 “IN deydsyuady

ay1 Aq pauswa|dwi ase
sawweidoid ay] “(1Sd)
awwel301d JUBWISIAU|
101935 d1eAld Y}

:dn19s sem swweldo.d
Je|lWis INg ‘Mau e 6002

Ul pue pusa Ue 03 aWed
INOSd 8002 Ul "866L

40 pud ay3 3e uoneladoo)
1uawdolana( 1oy J1sIUlN
Y2an@ 3y Aq paysijqelss
sem (IWOSd) sixiei
Bu181aw3 yym uonelad
Gp's‘e’l  -00DJ0)dwweidoid ayl,,

(5 31qeL 29s)
aeyd Aay

ddd jo uondunsaqg

RSUETT]
-98uelle 10 S1oeU0D
wJ33-3U0| Jo Siseq ayl
uo ainpniaselyul dgnd
e Jo uonesado pue adueu
-9JUlBW ‘UOIIdINJISUOD
‘udisap ay3 ui sansed
91eA1ld anjoaul s33foid
ddd 1ey1uswaaide
|eJauad siaiyy,

VN

(210nb)
ddd jo uoniuyap 1ex3

Buld

WeulaIA ‘weunlns

‘anbiquiezoyy
e|sauopu|
‘eueys ‘erdoiylg

uoi3ay

(skemgns)
uodsuen d1jqnd

uonanpal Aysnod

(0L02)
|e 32 8uor ap

1lodsuel]

(0L02)
13284 sopou|

(4eaA pue

Joyine) Apms




Annexes

VN

‘|ooyds
01 UBJP|IYD 1DBIIE 01 SUOIIE
pUE SjUBWISaAU] B} eHapun

01 Jojesado jooyds 3yl

10j 3ARUAUI SU0.IS B S3dONPOIIU]
‘p3||04Ua UaIP|IYd JO Jaquwinu

3y} Jo uonduny e ‘Apisqns aya

40 3JndNAs 3y 1eyy padoy s

VN

sy|nsai payadx3

.PlHom 3uidojanap

9y3 uj sa1e3s 013ad Jay1o ul juaiedde
s1oedw 9A11E3SU PIOAR 01 JUUeW
punos A||e1os pue Aj|e1usWuolIAUD
ue uj uonejusws|dwi 133foid Joy pasu
e SeM 319Y) ‘pu0d3s "Aianod swaaxa
s11 adedsa 01 pey) Joj Anunioddo
anbjun e se uaas sem 133foid 2y,

’Seale ‘paydad|3au Ajsnoinaid pue

‘910W.J 953Y) Ul UoneInpa ajqeploye
pue ‘9ienidosdde ‘djqein apinoid

03 S31UNWWOD 353Y] UIYIIM S32IN0S3I
pazijniapun pue a8pajmou) |ex0]

ay1 Jo a3ejuenpe dyje) 03 s)a9s weiSoud
S¥dd @Y1 “IUaWUIAA0S 33 Woly 1YSisiano
pue saAnuadul a1elidoidde yym pajdnod
‘sjooyds asay} Sunelado 1oy AjIqisuodsal
sinauaidaiiua 1eald |exoj 01 SuIn8 Ag,,

‘uoIsayod [e1os pue ‘A&3inba “Aouapyls
‘92104 JO WopaaJy aowoid 01 swie
(3WaydS JaYdNOA UoneINPI) SAT Y] -
's1sijeads

123(qgns 4o sysIA A uoneanpa :(sisi|enads
13[qns Aq s1a1sn|D Ul Buiyseal) SHDIL -
*s13ydea) 01 Suriolusw

31343 Bulpinoid Aq sjooyds aiealrd
U0I3IN1-MO| Ul S9W031IN0 Sululea| JUdpnIs
anoldwi 03 swie (weidoid Juswdoprsq
|BUOISSD)01d SNONUUOD) dddD dY1 -
:s133(0.d 10j s|eod >ypads

* Jood ay1 01 uonesnpa apinoid 01 sjooyds
91eAnd Jo s10ya 3yl suoddns 434,
Ppasajinudiapun

3y Joj uonednpa Mijenb s|qepioyy,

* ,UOI1DBIIX I3l Jed
s11 passpuly ‘Ajigeasul [eonijod
yam paijed ‘uonieyiodsuery
pue syusawdo[aAsp play|io

Ym pajeldosse s1s03 Yy ay |,

IR

VN

“(v43) 11V 10}

uonesnp3 pue (sHa) s|eo
1uswdojaAag WNIUUR|(IN Y1 Jo
51981e1 3y) Suj3PaW pue uonesInpa
Ajenb Suipinoad jo ysey

>1uedi8 ayy ysijdwodde Jouued
SUO|B UBISPEd JO JUBWIUIBA0D 3y |

19.N|1BJ JUBWUIIA0D

ainjiey jo adAyL

(741

VN (5002) 128u1z3n
A319u3
VN (LL02) ‘|2 13 o1l0SQ-ela1leg

L WsAs [euonesnpa

a1 Jo Aijenb pue A1inba ay3 anosdu
03 S10YD S) Ul (Sddd) sdiysiauiied
21eA1d d11qnd Jo asn a3 s1ioddns
MOU JUSWUIN0S 33 Aym s| ey |
*(¥43) IV 10} uonesnp3 pue (sDan)
sjeon jJuswdo[ansg WnIuus|i
3y} jo s3a81e) ayy Sunasw

pue uonesnpa Aujenb Suipinoid jo
yseldnuesdis ayy ysijdwodde jouued
3uoje ueishied JO JUBWUIBA0D 3y 1,

suoseal

juawdojanap ‘suoseal [epueuly (0102)MlEew
uonesnp3

(4e3f pue soyine) Apms

S-y 9qeL

(ddd Aym) sjeuoney

(satpms aspa) 21b0] uonuaINu]



Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

* Juswadeuew a1sem pjoyasnoy
104 3|gIsuodsal sem 10129
511gnd ay1 a1aym Ul uonenis
snolnald ay) ueyy |nyssaddns
2Jow 3q [|IM UONUIAIRIUI

ddd 941 1ey1 paradxa sem1|,,

VN

s3|nsai payadxy

*(s921n19s JusWaSeuew

91sem pjoyasnoy jo uoisinoid ayy

1o Ajiqisuodsal Atewnid sy pey 10133s
11gnd 3y 1SN yd21ym ur uonenlis ayl 01
paJedwod) unoj| uljusawaSeuew asem
ployasnoy ay3 Jo Jusawanodwi uy

Jamod yym sa113unod Suidojanap apinoid

ddd jo |eod

[751

*S9IAIRS JUSWSZeuewWw

915eM pjoyasnoy Jo san
-1j1qisuodsal aya ||y|ny A||nyssa3ons
01 3|qB 10U SEM JUSWUIAA0S 3 |

12.N|18) JUSWUIIA0D

ainjiey jo adAyL

*ssaz0.1d

BulpA31 8y 9zI|BWIO) O} pUE ‘Ued]d
Buuioj] Suidaay jo Mjiqisuodsas
3y3 yym pasieyd sem pue 002

ul Auedwod a1ennd e pardenuod
JUAWUIINOD) D)BLS dIeMm)| 3y
Aianap 9d1n9s 341 Ul SSUBAIDAYD
3sealdu] 01 J3PIO U] *|NJs$330NS AIdA
10U SeM 31 INQ S3IIAISS JusWaSeuew
91seMm pjoyasnoy jo uoisirold

ay1 10y Ayijiqisuodsal Arewrad

3y pey 103295 d1jqnd 3y 3sed sy u|

suoseal |epueuly

'Peoige Sunesado sjiym

pied Suiaq ou jo sysu [eanijod

pue |epJawwod jsujede sajuedwod
3y s19104d Juswuianos syl

Y1IM Uoi1eIOqER||0d Y] "9SEd Yyum
?dueuy azijiqow o3 diysuone|as
poo8 pue 313 Suons sey

3JayM suoIINIIISUl 9S3Y) 01 PIEMIO)
3295 01 SeY JUBWUIIAO0D *sdpuUaTe
1pasd Modxa pue syueq aioysyo
91enud ‘suonninisul [epueuy
|euoneusanul wodiy selesauald
Suipuny aya Jo 1sow ‘s) Ajjeas ayy
‘210j213Y1 *001 3|qeisun pue Suons
10U s| 13)4ew |eyded diasawop

9y 's1afoid as8ie| jo uonezijeyded
ay1 o1 AjIneay 21nqLuod

0] JUeN|a. 3Je SHueq [eDISWWOod
ansawoq sal1unod uidojansp

104 S9NSS| [EI1111D Y] JO dUO

s juawdolanap 133(o01d a1ndnasesul
104 spuny udialoy Sundeiny,

suoseal |epueuly

(ddd Aym) sjeuoney

aiedy3esH

(2102) unesewiuy pue 0jiqaz3

juswiuoldinug

(6002) "2 13 Ainypmoy>
(1e2A pue Joyine) fipms



Annexes

VN

. 9d10d

ay1 Jo aSew d11qnd paysiuie)
ay1 anoidwi 03 pue dUIpYUOd
SUSZIID UlM 0} JUBdW SeM ],

s)nsai paradx3

«/oNRENIul

(O9NN) Pedwo) [eqo|H suoneN

PalIuN 3Y3 JO UOIEBIIPISUOD II|dXd Yam
pajdnod pue quawssasse Juapuadapul
pue jualedsuesy Aq paping ‘,Suiules|-j|as,
uo sNJ0j e Y3noJy) uoneAouul

JO pJepUR]S M3U B 0] pajuawsne sem
s133[qo piemiojiydiens siy] “(1earsd omy
pue >jjgnd 1noy) s|eaidsoy uelpu| Sunsixa
1e 123(0ud 3y3 10y paysi|qe1ss (s)13)
sa.1ud) Buiuies) Adodsopug xis 1e Adesayy
pue sasouselp Jo spoyiaw didodsopus ui
$10120p pa129)3s ujel) 01 Sem dA1d[qo
|ledpund s1afoid sy “eipuj ui sjs

puE UBWOM 10} Y1|E3Y [BUIDIBW pUE dAIY
-onpoadai anoadwi 01 i (JHAN) SAneNIU|
Y1|eaH S,uaWop 3y Jo [eoS ayl,,

~uonednnied

Aunwwod yum Supijod Ajpuaiy-uaznn
40 3u1ds e 31eJ|NdUl 0) pUe DUIPYUOD
d11qnd 1s00q 01 Sem eap] ulew ay |,

e}
~

VN

aJnjiey yo adAL

«~wdsAs A1anipp Yajeay

9yl ano.dwi 03 pue sjeos yijeay
11qnd uiene o1 jueyiodwi aie
-1yo.id-uou pue 3yoid-104 3y1 y10q-
101295 21eAld sy yum sdiysisuied
1ey) saSpajmou)de Juswuidanos
ay3 ‘elpuj uj -aJed yyjeay Suinoadwi
10} suondo a|qeln se udas aq 01
awod aney sdiysiauied asayy sieak
Jud3l uj *[219 swaisAs yodsuesy
fousdisws s1enbapeul ‘aum
-d>nJisedjul sood ‘suonnioge |eSa||l se
yons swa|qoltd xa|dwod ssaippe 03]
uonde dANdAYS 1oy Ajiqissod auo
15988ns sdiysisulied s1eanddignd,,

suoseas
|eonijod ‘suoseal Juswdojanaqg

(ddd Aym) 3jeuoney

(6002)
UUBWIBWWI| PUB UUBWISANIY]

(9002) "le R 1)y
(4eaA pue Joyine) fpms



Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

2q1 yum pasoudelp ajdoad ss3| -
sajel

uonajdwod jusauwiean Jaysiy -
s91e4 a1nd 1aysiy -

‘uol||iw §°Z | ¥N3 Jo unowe
|B101 B JOJ ‘SWweido.d ulof
24¥N ay1 03 (S19a pue ¥aINva
‘U0IIEPUNO4 13|M3H UBY] J3Y10)
$91>ua8e JOUOP JBYI0 33IY) 1SeI)
1€ JO S1USWIIWWOD [epueuy
pasiuelend ay| ‘sapuade Jouop
?a.y1 pue fouade NN jeuonippe
auo Aq sapijod yyjeay pue
J9puas Ul Wopuod djewW?) Y] JO
uolsnul 8y ‘113|001 Aoed0ApE
93 JO 35N pue uonNqLIsIp
“quawdolansp ay] ‘wiojield ayy
u1 8unednued pue 3unioddns
Sa1>uase JoUop XIS 15e3| 18

pue suonezjuesio Qg ueyl aiow
yum wiojeld |euoneusanui
SAIJE U JO JUdWIYSI|qe1sd 3y |

sy|nsaJ payadx3

- S9IIAIDS U|eay ay)
01 3|qisuodsal uosiad e Aq Juswieay jo
SUlUOW OM1 1S1Y 91 15EI)| 1B 10J JUDWIIeaI]
g1 -1Ue JO 9S0p UDeS SMO|[BMS 3Us JO

9y se panIasqo Aj1dalip aq pjnoys juaied
33 ‘s 1ey :((LOQ@) IusWiea Jo uonea
-195q0 133.1p sI A331e135 S1Y3 0 Jusuodwod
A3y v A391e135 S10Q 3Y3 JO AN

91eJ0ApE 3seasi@ Sun pue sisojndiagqny
1suledy uolun [eUOIIBUIRIU| 3Y) PUB OHM
‘g1 1uesisal-3nup pue ‘uolssiwisues)
paseasnu] ‘9sdejal 0 pesj ued Yoiym
‘Quaweas) 319jdwodui o Jood ploay,,

*lle 10§ 3|qejiene
pue 3|qepI0oe ‘3]qISSaIE SWOpUod
3ewsay )ew o} swie awweidold uiof
SWOPUO) 3[BWSS 0} SSIIDY [BSISAIUN 3Y L,

ddd jo |eod

1771

«81 40 95uspiul

Suisealdu| ue 03 duUY pue
‘aduelsisal Snup pue ‘sianiwsuesy
51U0JYD JO SI3QUINU Pasealdul ‘aind
pakejap 018uipes| ‘(g1) J0od A1an
s1 Ajjesauas sisuonndeld areaud
Aq papinoid suaned gJ 1oy a1ed
jo Aijenb ay] ‘pasisidalun ale
sjuaned asay) {(s243udd ueqtn ayl
Ul pa1eJ1uadUod 3Je s1auondeld
91eAlld paduad| ||e 1sow|e)

(1) 103935 31eAld ay3 ul padeuew
9g 0] palewlsa e g Yyim
sjuaned Jo 9,06 ‘seale uegin uj,,

:2un|ie) 134.e

*151X3 01 SINUNUOD DHA

104 uonisod Ajodouow ay3 ‘@3ep
01 ‘a10j2J3y "3|qeIA Aj|eJawwod
10U S| SWOPUO? 3|eWway Ul Sunsaul
1BU3 UOISN|2U0d Y] 03 SWOD

aney s1o0y3adwod (1981e)) [elnuayod
‘92uanbasu0) e Sy "SUOSEal |BIIASS
10} 3|eds 381e| e uo synpoid

11941 SunayJew o3 sadua|jeyd
3updey a1e WOPUOI 3|BWIY

93 JO SUONEBLIBA JIIM 13¥.eW

9y3 Ja1ua 01 ulysim sajuedwod)
"193Jew [eqo|3 ay) uo swopuod
9|ewsy pacnpoul sey OH4)
Auedwo) yijeaH ajewsa4 ay1 Ajuo

:2un|ie) 19BN

aJnjiey Jo adAL

w?|qo.d siy1 03

uonnjos 3yl aq ued ddd y ‘syusaned
9s53Y3 Jojluow 03 piey 3105219y}
pue pasaisiSaiun aJe syuaned asay |
'$211U3D UBQUN 3y Ul PI1R1IUIDUOD
s1auonindeltd aieald Aq papinoid
%06 10} Sl JuUSWILI} 2q) Aj|ewWwIoN

suoseal fHouanyyy

*.8uipuny Suinsus pue epuaSe
1eanijod ay3 uo 3 Suimind Aq sanlasap
11 UO[IUSNIE BY] SIS WOopuod

9]eway ay3 34Nns 3q 03 Alessadau

s yoeoidde ayeand-dignd e

s|eo8 weiSoud ay3 uleIqo 03 Japio uj,,

suoseal |evnijod ‘suoseal [epueuly

(ddd Aym) 3jeuoney

(r002) [I3MaN

(LLO?) "le 3@ X11yd
(4eaA pue Joyine) fpms




Annexes

Luoneunssp
wsinol 9as-1snuwl e se uonisod
s,3uo) SuoH a1epijosuod

pue uayiSuans o1 uoneanow
Pa1e10SIAUIRI PUB PIMBUR

e J0 Juauodwiod ainPNIISelyul
21831815 A3) B S| pue A1031113)
9Y) 0] SUIN1DJ JIWOU0ID
wJa1-3uoj [ennueisqns
91e19uds ||Im yled syl jeyy
pa1edpnue juswulanod ayy,

‘elejeW
Jsujede JusWIe1] SAIIIYD
apinoid 03 papaau aq pjnom
(s3nJp om1 3y JO UoNEBUIqUIOD
paxy-uou e se Ajuo paisixa
Qw1 1Byl 1e) uoneuIquIod
M3U 2Y3 18y} pa1dadxa sem |

sy|nsai payadx3

' Awouoda Suoy SuoH ay) 03 e1nqLUOd
pue 3uoy SuoH uid1|qnd |esauad
10J S9111[12B) [EUOIIEII BPINOI,,

*,10123s 21|qnd 1yoiduou ayy

Ul uswWwiea] s,pliyd e 10j 05°0$SN ueyl
SS3| PUB JUSWIEAL) JNPE Ue 10 L $SN ueyl
SS9| *9°1 ‘awl Y1 3. 3|qejieAe asoy) ueyy
1amo| sad1id 1e d|qejiene apew aq pjnom
1ey1 suinbelpowe pue ajeunsaiie jo
uolneuIquod asop-paxy pajualed-uou
e Suidojanap jo anndalqo ay)

yum diysiaulied aread-oiignd e wioy

01 592104 Ul0[ 01 papIIap SIUSAB-YJOUES
pue1aNg ‘v00z 12quad3q uj,

*|0J3U0D BlIB|RW 34NNy

104 3A[I3 U1 SNIp BY3 3xew 1ySiw eyl
9dUelSISal Jo Juawdolansp ay1 aziwiuiw
03} se 0s auoJejely jo asn eudoiddeu
pue peaidsapim ainjewsaud pioAe-
elejew

Jo uapinq [eqo|8 ay3 ad>npai djay-

VN

djelidoiddeu 03 Ja1lieq Jofew e

paJapisuod sem d1d y3iy syt duls

IWIPUD SBM ISBISIP 31 dIaym
$911UN02 Ul 3d1id paIUN0ISIp

e 1e 3nup ay3 ||3s 01 30U pue
swuwes3o.d uoneuop ay1 apisino
AydIWRPUS Jo seale Ul auolelely
40 asn >nnadesay ay1 a1owoud
Ajjepisawwod 1o 38e1nodus

030U 0019pUN SWO||I/\\ OXE|D,,

:2un|1e) 193

ainjiey jo adAyL

(781

VN

VN

L IIWIPUI S| BLIBIEW BI3yM
S3113UN0> Ul s13piAoid a1ed yijeay
puE S|eNpIAIpUI 3SOW 4O YIe3l 3y}

puoAaq si a311d s}l pue aindejnuew

0} aAIsuadxa Snip aya sa)yew

ssa>04d uondnpouid xajdwod sy,

suoseal |epueuly

(ddd Aym) 3jeuoney

ainidniiseqju|

(9002) |e 33 UBYS

U0IIdNIISUOD pue SuISnoH

(LL0?2) 1edwog

(2002) ueaipafo

(4e3A pue soyine) Apms




Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

,./"S9IINIBS Jo A1an|ap Jueledsueny
pue uadLYa Jo s|eos ay) aleys
s139/0.d dy 9343 ||, :(s333f0.d €) dV

LAuswiuianod

93 Aq pazipisqns 3s51n0d Sujulesy

193ndwod diseq Jo Adxeuan|-a ue y3no.yy

91e1311|-9 31€1S Y] Ul S3I|IWe) 000‘0S9

Jo yoea uj uosiad duo 1sed| 1e djew

03 pawie os|e 3| “uoie|ndod a.nus ayi 03

$S9208B 1)| YSnoay sadIAIas dueUIdN0S

pue uonesnpa Suipinoid Ajjenuana

‘Ipob os|p 335 sny3 ‘s1a1udd ASojouyda Miunwwod

‘elpu] jo yuswdo|ansp asodind-njnw payiomiau 000S
|EI20S PUBDIWOUOYd  IINO Ysi|qe1sa 01 200z Ul 19foid eAeysyy
?1e|NWNS PINOM ddd YL 9y) paleniul JuswuIanod ay |, :e[edy

s19qLdsqns
Kuews uy3jnsai [jim ydIym

2|DUOIDI OS|D 23S
}IoMm3au uon

‘@IS NSO 3|qepIOye UY  -BIIUNWWOI3|3) d|qeploye ue dn Sumas

sy|nsaJ payadx3

ddd jo |eod

(791

".(9661

‘I9BUIIAPIN ‘566 L “Auta)) Awouoda
|eqo|3 8uizijesaqi| e ui Jamod

91E3S JO S5O 33 pue “4ood 3y

104 S9DIAIDS JO JapInoid 3]0s ay)

se Aouapyyaul s,10393s d1|qnd ayy
‘s398pnq 1uswdolanap payp1ails
01 asuodsau uj s13foid

@dLDI 40§ Wiou ay1 Suiwodaq ale
S|opoW ddd 1eyl WIe[d SIARSWay}
S|eIdyy0 els pue ‘suojeziuedio
|BJ91B||NW ‘SWY 101335 91BAlLd,,

:21N|18) JUSWIUIIN0D

*10129s 21|qnd aya ul 3|qejieAe

10U 9J9M 1Y) S9IIN0S3 [eDUBUY
quedyiusis pasinbay sadudiaius
511gnd Sujwioyal pue SulNIINIISAY

12.N|1B} JUSWUIIA0D

ainjiey jo adfL

‘. Juswdojanaqg pue

121 y3nouy1 Ajpeoiq aiow sj)| jo
S3Yauaq Y3 ANqLSIp 01 AEIS BY3
paidwoud Anasnpui 1| 3y ul ss82dns
pawie|de Ydnw s eipu| ‘puodas,, -
L UonuUdNIRIUI

91B)S SS?| puk uonezijesaqi|
J1wouodd pawoddns AjSuons

183 JUSWIUOIIAUD [RUOIIBUIDIU]

Ue Ul s066 L dY1 ul Joddns

paules |esauad ul sddd siH4,, -

suoseal
|ean1jod ‘suoseau [ed130j0ap]

~ouanpyys

J31e313 pue suondaful [eaided aundas
‘@s1uadxa |eaSeuew pue |ediuyda)
popaau a8eIan3| 01 uonnjos
9|qissod e se pasodoid asom

Sddd ‘swa|qo.d [elusWUOIAUS pue
‘|leuoliniiasul ‘[epueuy ‘|euonelsado
4O 5109443 9ANESAU dANEINWIND

ay1 Suuapisuo) ‘Supjde| asem

1eY1 S924N0S3J [eURUY JUBdLIUSIS
paJinbau yoiym ‘sasudiaus

>11qnd Suiwuojai pue Sul
-IN12N11S31 PaI3pPISUO) JuUdWUISA0S
9y "sa2unosal Jo Aipieds

pue ‘uolsIAIadNS JUSWUISAO0S JO Xde|

‘a8ewep |edisAyd 01 anp pajelolalap

103235 21|gnd 3y} jo dduewloiad
QU1 “153.4UN [IAID JO S9pEdAP

oMy Al1eau JaYy 103335 1eAld

a1 Ag pa1euiwop uaaq Ajjeuonipesy
sey Awouoda asaueqaayy,,

suoseal |epueuly

(ddd Aym) sjeuoney

(8002) 99y pue ueAuny

(b002) llewer
(4edA pue soyane) Apn1s




Annexes

VN

221 01 Gp woly

SJ9quIaW JO 3sea.dU| (puewap
pue Ajddns) saLunod panjoaul Jo
J3quinu 3y} 3sealdu| ‘(s1aquuaw)
weiSo.d ul s1adnpoud
Sunedpn.ed jo Sujqnop :efos
'syueldiw 1oy saijddns yijeay

Jo uonejuawa|duwy "suolIpuod
Inoqe| jo Juswanoiduwl| 12npuod
40 9p02 jo uoneyuawa|duwi
:(6002) 2u01s |edneN

‘Ayenb pue

Auandnpoud jo aseasdu| “oeded
PayI143d JO UOIINPOI “SIDULIEY
paulel] pue payi1ad aiow :oede)

«Judd13d 88

013uad1ad

8b WoJ) U0z 1BY) Ul SSIdE
auoydaja1 yum uonejndod
ay3 jo uonodoud ayj aseasnul
IM pue

‘salllunwwod 3y} Joj suoydajn
1sa1eau ay3 01 Adueisip

ay1 aseasdap A|qesapisuod

11tm 33foad

SIY1 JO UONNdAX3 3yl 1ey)
pauonuaw aq ued 11 ‘psfoid
9y1 Jo 1yauaq pue 1edwl

91 Jo BSpI UB dARY O,

sy|nsaJ payadx3

S3113unod Suidojanap ui

sdiysuone|as apen Sunsej ul Jo syafoid
1j0[1d 3AlIEAOUUL U] 3SAAU] 0} SRluedwiod

y21nQ 1eanow o3 si (s1ax.ely Suidiawg
uoneladood) INOSd 0 aAIdAIqo 3y,

‘sureyd
an|eA ul apeJy 3|qeuleisns anoldw| -
‘A)s1anipolq pue Ayijenb

|EIUSWIUOIIAUD dA0IdW] - “SILIIUNOD
Buidojanap ul Auanod jo uondnpay -
'3U01s [eINIBU pUE BfOS

‘oeded Jo uoildnpold 9|qeulelIsns IO -

. 93e|1n yoea 10j suoyd d1qnd
3uo 1sed| 1k ||eIsul 01 SI A1Joyine 3yl Jo

198183 3| I3pIA0Id SUOIIBDIUNWWIODD[3)

e se S1oe 101295 a1eAlld ay1 asaym
SIS SUONIBdIUNWWO3|91 d1|qnd
01 9]doad |eins 1o ssadde apinosd
0151 puny ay3 jo anndalqo Arewndayy,

ddd jo [eod

VN

VN

.28emas pue

191eM “A11211103]3 SB YdNS SIDINIDS
21MdNJISelyul dIseq Jo yoe| Aq
paziia1deleyd ale 1eyl S)USWINLS
|1edn1 000‘0/ ueyl aiow

Ul 3AI| NI Ul SuelIgeyul uol||iw
9 punole ‘c66 | 40 SNsua) SuisnoH
pue uonejndod ay1 03 Suipioddy,

:24N|1BJ JUSWUIIA0D

ainjiey jo adAL

[80]

*S)su
19)ew/1npoud ySiy ay jo asnedaq
1IN0 PaILILDd US3Q ABY ISIMISYI0

10U p|nom 1ey3 193(oud JusaWISaAUI
93e4N0dUS 01 S| UONUAIUI YL
*sa1unod Suidojanap pardsjas ul
SSaUISNQ SAIIBAOUUI U] SJUBLIISIAUL
9]qeuleisns Sunejnwns Aq
uondnpais Auanod o1 3anquauod oy,

uonedYISISAIP
sy ‘suoseal [eyuawdolanag

VN

‘uolpne
ue y3noJya paiedo||e ale salpisqns
953y "ssadde |estanlun apirold

0] sajuedwod wod3|3) eAld
9zIpisqns p|nom ydiym punj e “131 |4
paiusawa|dwi ASy1 a10j219Y] *IdINAIBS
|essaniun sapinoad swin swes

9Y31 1€ 1Nq JUBWUOJIAUD dAnNadwod
e Suunsus Aq fouapyys paziwixew
yo1ym A1jod e udisap 01 pajuem niad

suoseas fHuanyyy

(ddd Aym) ajeuoney

(01L02) 19284 sopol|

(6002) anjea ajduy.
BYI0

(2002) fanypmoy>
(4eaA pue Joyine) fpms




Public-Private Partnerships in developing countries

.8002 Ul sswen

d1dwA|Q ay3 Bulnp s1a8uassed jo Junowe
uleIad B qlosqe os|e pue uonsaguod
analja4 01 Buifiag |eaua) ySnouya yuiy
YINOS-Y1ION 1SB) PUE 1231Ip B 10) paau
9y sem 123foud S1y1 Jo uoneAnOW UleW
3yl, :8uifiag ur auil Aeemgns yag-

VN :8ulliag ui aul| Aemgns yip-

JSaul|

Aemgns 3unsixa 1ayio 01 syul| 8uip|ing

Aq easy 21dwA|Q 3y jo Mjiqissarde

ay1 anoJdwi 03 d41sdp U3 pue

sawen d1dwA|Q ay3 Sulnp puewsp syjen
Jo aseasdul paadxa ay) Aq payisn sem
|esa1e| Aemgns J1dwA|Q ue se 3|npayds

Jo peaye aul| Aemgns yig aya Suipjing,,
:Bulifiag ui [esa3e] Aeemgns sawes) d1dwA|Q-
(paumo d11qnd a.e ddd ul saned

I1e) VN :leyBueys ui aui| kemqns pig-
Luonesniw uonsaSuod syjen jo |eos
3yl pue (sieak ¢z A1ana diysia

-umo Jed jo 3ulignop e 03 Suipes| Aep yoea
PEOJ 91 UO SIBD BJIXS 008 UuM) A1 aya ul
Syjeny Jed ul saseanul pidel,, :usyzuays
u1 aul| Aemgns Uip 3y JO UOISUIXT-
,Sapouwl 1iodsuely

1USJIP USSM1S( J3JSURI] SSO|WEedS
Suidojanap 01 pue suondNIISUOD
|elpUBUY SAIIBAOUU] BWOS

Ajdde 03 1dwane 03 ‘swajqoid uonsaduod
8uimou3 s,uiqiey 1equiod 01 3IaMm

QWAYIS JUSWISIAUI B PUIYD] SIDALP
ulew ay|,, :uiqiey ulaul Aemqnsis| -
,S98plq omy Sundsuuod

Aq>10m1du [epowLIdIUl UR D183

0] sem aA113(qo ulew ay) ‘aul] Aeemgns
VN ay1 104, :3uib8uoy) ui aul| Aemgnsas| -,

sy nsaJ payadxy

ddd jo |eod

[81]

VN :8ulfiag ui sui| Aeemgns yag-

(9002

‘leyD) A1essadau aq 30U ||1m Jojesado

Aemqgns ay1 01 saIpIsqNs Wil-3uo)

143 SI Yd1ym Jo a8ejueApe ulew ayl

‘21n1dn.1s aumuaA Julof e dn Sumas

4O B3PI Y3 9BIGUIS 0} JUIWUIIAO0S

Buifiag ay1 anolp sainssasd

|eastd,, :3ulliag ui aul| Akemgns Yip-

¥N :Bulflag

ul |es1e| Aeemgns sawes didwA|0-

(paumo d1ignd a1e ddd sy ui sanled

11e) VN :1eueys ui aui| kemqns pig-

«~Hodsuen

J11qnd asipisqns

03 fAanp 3y} wouy JuawuIan0s

3y Suiaauy ‘quswadeuew

91€159 B3 Ul paule1qo sayoud

woJj suoielado pue uo1dINIISUOD

a1 yroq asipisqns siake|d

a1eAud yaiym up pasn 8uiaq st [spow

juawaJindoid (10ag) Jajsuel] -a1e

-1adp-dojansg-p|ing v, :usyzuays

u1 aul| Aemgns Yip 3y JO UOISUIXTI-

S19Ae|d a1eA1Id 01 SYSLI JO J9ysuen)

QAISUDIX? Ue pue ddueuy eaud

uo Aja1 03 pey M ‘Suoje aul| Aemgns

9Y1 Joj UBNA UOI||I] p’8€ 199]|0D

03 papa3u JUSWUISA0S UlqleH

91 9IS, :uiqieH ul aul| kemgnsis| -

1ofe|d a1eA1id B 01 SHS1

9fo4d 19 sueny 01 ysim ay) pue

‘Aued sainssaid [easy 01 anp

91eAlId B PIAJOAUI JUSWIUISAOS ddd @s50yd Juswuianos suib3uoyd

ay1 sysi afoud Jaysuen oy ysim 3y, :8utb8uoy) uj auij Aeemgns as| -
9y pue saunssald |easy 01 ang

uonedYISIANIP

:2.N|1B} JUSWUIIA0D 3SH ‘suoseal [epueuly

ainjiey yo adAL (ddd Aym) ajeuoney

(0102) e 32 Buor ap

Jodsuel|

ane) Apnis




Annexes

*[dnou3 jo1u0d ou s| 3131 dsNEIRq

w31 3uous Jayiel e st Apuedyiusis :310N]
Joge| pjiy> Supnpai Apuesyiusis
40153443 31 pey os|e sey SAIdYL-,

*6002 U! %b

1910 3sN[ 03 900Z Ul %L Z IO W04 %0b
J39pun Suli0ds syuapnas jo aSejuadiad
3Y3 U] 3SB3I23P SNONUIUOD B -

pue ‘6002 Ul %/, 4210 019002

Ul %1 1N0GE WOl LYY Y3 Ul %06 Ueyl
a1ow Sun03s syuapms jo asejuadiad
ay3 uj Juawanoldwi SNONURUO) -

‘019z s| el anodoip

3y3 sjooyps Jaunied Sy/4 Ul INg ‘p apesn
yoeals Asay1 awn ay1 Aq jooyds jo ano doap
SIUSPNIS JO %P UBY) dloW ‘uelspied U|-

(31294°-19N) (Aunwwod uo 123yyd WL

Pedw)| Hoys/ s}Nsal 21eIpawIdIu]) SWO2N0

(123)Ja ou p1auab ui) o ‘(1alja anpbau |piauab ui) - (Pala aninisod [piauab ui) + :puabaly

«'000SL 03 pasiel sem 1aquinu siyl 6002
Ul ‘9WaYds JAYINOA UOIIEINPS Sy} WOy
3unysuaq alam syuapnis S0L 9002 Ul,, -
‘uonesado sweiSoid

a3 Jo s1eak € Y UIYIM %SS 01 %EE WOy
a8esane julod apess ueaw ayy Suisies
‘Sjuapnis ay} Jo duewIoudd djwapede
a1 panoadwi weiBoid (SSO1L) sasijenads
13[qns Aq s1a3sn|) ul Suiydea) ayy -

«(%08) s19ydean

9ewsay 22889 pue (%02) s1aydea)

3jew g0g‘LL ulpnpul ‘6002 031 S002
wouy s1aydea] 22098 pauien 43d ayl,, -

", SIUBPNIS 012625 YIm

sjooyds J¢¢‘| pawoddns ‘weidoid Sy ayy
y3nouy1 43d 341 8002 Ad "6002 Ul %, /L L
pue ‘8002 Ul %b"S. ‘2002 Ul %9 192 1eak
AJaA3 panuiuod saseanul ay] ‘5002 01
paledwod 9Oz Ul SIUSPNIS JO JaqWINU dY)
Ul 9%G°02/ JO 9SBaIdU| UB SEM 313U ‘SI91IRIS
104 "8002 PUE 002 UddM13q SIUBPMS

JO Jaquinu ay) Ul 3s14 D11031dW B pue
sjooyds Jo Jaquinu 3y uj asu dieys y,, -

(,uondnpoud, /s1nsa. aeipawwy)
indino

182]

RSTEDIN
9]BWIY JO JUBW||0JUS 3} 33EIN0OUI 01 10Y3
|eDads e 3eW pjnoM pue ‘sp1033l dei} pood
Y11M S|OOYDS 0} IDUEISISSE [BIDUBLY pUE
spiemas Aieyouow Jueis os|e pjnom 434 3yl

splemal Aieyauopy

. /seale
win|s 8yl Ul SP|oyasnoy 01 UaAI3 SI9YdnoA
43Nn01y3 UAIP|IY2]00YIS 01 ddURISISSE [BIDUBULY
8uipinoid Aq pue ‘seale Juan|ye ssa| Ul
s|jooyds aieald 10) Juswdojanap jeuoissajord
pue Suiuieny Jaydea) Sulsayo Aq 1031das
91eA1ld ay3 ysnouyy Jood ay3 03 uonesINpa
Ja113q spinoid djay pjnom uonepunoy sy
‘yoeoisdde

9|qixayy e Sundope ‘434 ay1 jo A3:1ens

9Y) pa1e|NWLIO) S101331IQ JO pleog ay],

juawdo[anap [euoissaj0.d

Remyred ddd utew
«(Sa1pmis asva) ddd Jo synsay

(0L02)Mew

uonesnp3

9-V 9[qeL



ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

'PUBWAP jJoXe| e
uey Jayael spujelIsuod
Addns Aq Aj281e] uanup
8Bujaq sem - sadejjin
|013U0 10} SNSUD 3y

Ul %gL°LE J0 ‘duljaseq
3y 03 Suipiodde sdnoid
994Y1 9Y1 SSOIDE %GE°62
Pue %P/ e2 UdaMISq
BuiBuel - a1eJ JUBW|[0IUD
mo| Ajsnoinsid ay3 1eyy
Bunsad3ns Quawijjoiud
uo pedw a8.1e| e pey
Sey uonuanIIuIaY],

(dwomno wapl)
€ +

(193449-19N)
peduw)

«PuBW?Ip

JO Yde| B uRY) J3Yy3el sjuiensuod Aiddns
Aq Aj381e] uanup Suiaq sem - sade||in
|011U0D 10} SNSUDD BY] Ul %E L LE 10
‘auljaseq aya 01 Suipiodde sdnois aauyy
93U} SSOIB %GE'62 PURB %b L €2 USIMIS]
8uiduel - a1e1 Jusaw|jolua moj Ajsnoinaid
3y 1ey Sunsad3ns Quawijoiud uo
1edw) 38ie| e pey sey UOIUIAIRUIBY],

(Aunwwod uo 13Yd Wi
s/ S1INsaJ 91eIpaWIAIU]) SWONNO

1831

W SPIISIP

953U3 UIY}IM SIHUNWWOD [BINI U] S|OOYdS
A1ewnd ajesado pue dn 38s 03 sjesodoad
Sumiwqns Aq weioid ay3 03 A|dde

01 payjse a1am sinauaidaiius paisalau,,

(,uondnpoud, /synsai eipaww|)
indino

VN

Remyred ddd utep

(LLo2) |8
19 01l0SQ-eIBIIEY

Apms



Annexes

(.Aem anisuayaidwod

e Ul paJapisuod

10U 2Jam uoi3al 1a31e)
9y ul spedwi yyeay
9ANE|NWND pue ‘sal}
-lunwwod ulpunotins
Suowe spedwy yyeaH,)

(4 VN

(19)9-19N)
pedw)

(ueasiied) %b'6 pue

(e1pul) %9°2 ‘(eISBUOPU]) %S ‘(BUIUD) %EE°0
:(A13unod sy uj uondnpoud

A3121112913 2103 B3 JO SWR ul) Jamod

40 38ejuadlad Suimo||o) ayy padnpold

ddd 3y "Anunod ay1 01 uonnguasip Jemod
ul paynsal s39(o.d 1amod ddd YL

VN +

«'£002

Jaquiaadas-auny 03 200z Joquiaidas-
aUN[ WOl UOOIIWE) Ul PAAISSO U]
sey a11soddo ay3 ‘spiemuo £002 Yd1e

03 Asenuer wouy puasy Suiseanap e smoys
pey) ul s1axiom 133fosd Suowe pasouselp
S|1S jo uonuodoud ayy ajym,, :-/+

.PBUD Ul uBY) uoossWe) Ul Jaysiy
Ajpuaisisuod sem siaxiom 1afoid 000 L

J13d s|1 S pasouselp Jo Jaquinu ay3,, :-/+
./uoi3a1 3y Jo syueligeyul Suowle panIasqo
950Uj1 UBL] JOMO| P|0j-|BIDASS dJE SId)}JoMm
13(o1d Suowe sajel dUIPHUI BLRjRW,,

VN +

(,uond>npoud, /s1nsa. aeipawwy)
indino

(RAunwwod uo ays wis)

10ys/ S}NS31 9)BIPaUWLIAIU]) BWOIINO

[84]

VN

Awuwelidoid |03u0d eiejew d1aua8 s10jesado
33 jo uonejuawsa|duwi ay) ySnoiyy paiell|idey
S| elie|ew JO UoIIeSNIW 10 UOIIUIARL,,

.swiopuod jo Ailjigejieae

Apeas sy ‘s1oxiom103foid Jo) sudiedwed
UOI1BINP3 PUE UOIIBdIUNWWO ‘Uolew.ojul
apndul ‘sease 13foid sy ul Isixa Apealje

1eU) S| 1S 19410 pue SAIV/AIH Jo peaids sy
Suieqiadexa ploAe 03 sainseaw uonesniw,

. /Swiea) |eaipaw 1is-uo paddinba Ajsienbape
pue paulell-||om Aq papinoid Juawiealy
|EDIPSW pUB UOIIB}NSU0d 01 ssadde 3dwoid
‘(uondazoud Suneay “8-3) s1ead anide10.d
|euosiad Jay10 pue (saoys A1ajes *3'3) syiopd
3upjiom |eads Jo uoisinold ‘suoissas Sululesy
K12JES 91ISUO SISI0M SpN|DU SIINSEIW,,

.’0002 1990120 Ul uoneuawa|dwi

123(0.1d jo ujuu8aq ay3 9duls SINI0M

Buowe speduwi yyjeay annesau |enuarod
91e3131W 10 PIOAE 03 dPEW U33Q dARY SLOYD
pue.3 ey s1ensuowsp suodai AjJsrienb
sio1elado 1afoid ayl, :18-08 zI9 :(dIW3) ueld
:(dIN3) ueld JuswaSeue|y JusWIUOIIAUT
pa|[B2-0S 3y Ul paqLidsap si ASa1ens ay |

edw yijeay jo Supioyuow asop)

Remyred ddd utep

(6002)
‘le 32 Ainypmoyd)

(5002) 128uizan
A31au3

Apnmis



Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

VN VN

(32944-19N)
pedw)|

VN

SPiepueis [euopeuIalul 01 350D
‘ulw g Aj2rewixosdde sem sapdIyan
GL-2Nn2sdYy JO aw asuodsal uesw ay],,

".b8.d

*ULIO]| Ul S3DIAJRS JUSWRZRURW 31SBM
ployasnoy ay1 anosdwi 01 3|qe udaq
j0u sey diyssauned ays ‘diysisuried
103295 331eAlld-d11qnd ayy Suipiedal
uojuido ,syuspuodsal 3yl uo paseg,,

*$921M9s 9y1 panoidwijou

pey 1 ples 9,/ SeaIaym ‘SadIAIas JuaW
-98euew s1sem pjoy-asnoy panoduy
pey diyssauned axeand-diiqnd syl
1ey1 uojuido ay3 Jo a1om syuapuodsal
Y3 Jo uddsad aa1yr-fuamy,

A

(AUNWwWwod uo 17343 wid)

1oys/ s3nsaJ 1eIpawalu]) dawodnQ

1851

. 'ssa201d 3|qejunodde

pue uado ‘quasedsuel) Joj 3uIALIS 3]IYM INO
pallied 31am sainpadoud pue ‘uaselsapun
sem 3uluie)) ‘paiddns sem 3uswdinbs
‘paysi|qeIsa a1am sJ| 3 ‘paniWWIod

pue pa123Uu0d paujewsal pue padedus
21aM sJaulled,, :SSaINS B Se udas aq

ued J|9s ssa204d ay1°(*213 sanJed usiayip
40 301 ‘ss3301d UO S3SNJ04 UOIIEN|BAT)

VN

SIINIBS [B2IpaW

Suuinbai sjje> ul puas) [eauUBWANL Y] LY,

(,uor

32npo

VN

's1|nsa4 1eIpaww|)
indino

VN

VN

VN

Aemuyred ddd utew

(6002)
uuewBWWI|
puE uuBWS3NIY

(9002) B33 1V

aJedyljesH

(2L02) unesewiuy
pue o0|1gaz3

juswiuodinug



Annexes

*sa113unod swwesSosd omy

3Y3} Ul pUE [9A3] |BUOIIEBUIDIUI JB WOPUOD
9Jewsay 3y 10} UonUAIE paseasdul

uj pay|nsal sey siy| ‘WOopUod 3|ewsy

9Y3 Joj 21820APE 3|qIpaJd pue dlew Sa)| e
2W023q sey awwei3oid iof d4y¥N 3yl -
*wopuod

SJeW?y B 3SN OYM USWIOM 310 -

(Aunwwod uo 1343 wid)

s/ S1INsaJ 31eIPaWLIAIU]) SWO0dINO

*3|qe|iene sadAy wopuod

aJow uj s3nsaJ Ydiym ‘sadfy wopuod
3|ew?ay Mau da1y3 Joy |enosdde OHM 343
uje1qo 01 J9PJO Ul SI31N1IBJNUBW WOPUOD
9]eway aa1y3 payioddns Ajjnysaddns

sey swwei301d 1uiof 4N YL -
‘awiwel301d U101 D4YN Y1 JO dWN3YI| 33
Buunp “91unJad sg‘0 @asn jo 3dud e uierqo
03 se os Auedwo) YijeaH ajewad ay3

yum adud go4 oY1 Sunenosau uj |nyssa0ons
ua3q sey awwei3o.d Iof D4yN YL -

(,uondnpoud, /synsai eipawwy)
indino

186]

. Buipuny Suninsua

pue epuaSe |eonijod ayy uo 3 Sumnd Aq
S9AI9SDP 1l UONIUSIE BY) 5198 WOPUOD 3|eway
943 1eY1 21NSUd 03 AIBIOAPE [BUOIIEBUIIUI PUB
(uoosswe) pue eud3IN) sa11IUN0D Swwel30.d
U10[ D4YN dY3 Ul ABDOAPE |[BUOIEN -
‘sswwel3oid [euoneu

8u108-u0 ulym uoisinoid 3dIAIRS Jen3al

Ul papn|pul 3Je (ssniAnde D3| pue Suluien

SE ||9M SB) SLWopuod 3jewsy (Jo Ajiqe|ieae pue
uonowoud) ay1 eyl aunsus 01 pue AlIpowwiod
ay3 jo Ajddns Apeais e a1nsua 03 ‘swopuod
3|BWSy 10} PUBLISP 31 35B3.DUI 01 S3NIIAIDE
Jo a3eyded anisuayaidwod e Suipnpul
‘uooJawe) pue el ul sswwessSold
Anuno> aje>s-asdie] omi Sunuoddns -

Bul

-IN12BJNUBLW [ENIDE JI9Y) PUB SWIOPUOD d|ew?)
uo juswdo|anap pue yoieasas Sunsoddns -
uo paseq A331e.3s p|oja31y) e sey awwei3o.d
U0 D4YN dY1 ‘s|e03 $11 9zIjeas 0],

Sumas epuase jeonijod ‘sweiSoid
9jeds a81e| vuoddns Ry :ASs1enS plojaalyL

ARemyred ddd utep

(L102) |e 3@ XIIyd

Apmis



Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

VN

.’S1981e] [eUONBUIRIUI

8uipaadxa ueyl siow ‘paynejsp

sjuaned JOo 9| > pUe ‘9%06< dJam

$91BJ SS900NS JUSWIEaI] ‘s1edh 931yl 151y
ay3 JanQ “diysiaulied ayeand d1ignd ayy
0 s1e3A 931y1 BY1 Jano Apeals paulewsl
sey 1ey) a1kl e ‘uonejusws|dwi-1sod
000001 42d 20L 03 000 00L 12d ps

Jo [9n3] uonejuawa|dwi-aid e woly ease
Apms ayy ul syuaned annisod-wninds jo
uonesynou ased paseanui diysisuried
91eAud d11gnd ay3 Jo JusWYsI|qeIss ay L,

1871

Bllejew jo
juawadeuew pue sisoudelp ay3 Suinoidwi
Aq s311510]1d 3y3 3B 133 aAnIsod

e pey ddIn "SUOIB[B|A UlIM JusWIed.)
PanIasqo Aj3da.1p paAiadal pue uonedpiied
104 SUOIIPUOd 33 ||B 13W (%89°0)

LOLL ‘euejew Suiney se sa1is 10|id ay1 1e

pasouselp Ajled1uip syusned 620191 34140,

*S9U3UR S O 01 S|elIa)al-)|as
8uraq Japulewsi sy ‘sysuonndeld

91eAlld WOl S|elIajal 319M 3s3Y3 4O (%8°G L)
oLz :diysisunied sread diqnd sy ui
paJa1si8a1 alam g yum syusned gzg | ‘uon
-elusWa|dwi Jae syIuow 9¢ 151y ay3 U|

VN

- a9yl 01
3|qe|iene sa31A13s 3y) Jo siauoniderd aeand
118 3SIAPY ,, 595ED pa1edi|dwod JO [ellajal 934y
1dadde 03 pasedaid 1sijedads 1sayd e Ayuapy,,
siauonioeld a1eald [enpiaipul 01 10U Inqg suon
-ezjuedio a1eAlld pue suoneziuesio |ejuaw
-uianoSuou ajerdosdde jo s;aquinu payiwig

e 01 S3nJp sIso|ndJaqn) 1Ue 9d4) dpINo.d,,

, Way1 asn ued Aay3 aleme ale s1apinold
10a@ 1eya aunsua pue 3upes) uained aie| Joy
9|qgisuodsal aq 01 sdnoi3 ayeridoidde Ayauap)

. way) 03 syuaned

J3j21 ued Asy1 1eyl aseme sisuonndeld
91eA1ld 9yew pue (LOQ) Juswieas) paniasqo
Apdaaip jo siapinoad ajqedns Aynusp|

,, Way1 asn
ued sjuaned J19y1 1ey) aseme sisuonindesd
?1en1id ayew pue Adodsosniw Jeaws-wninds
934j jo siapinoid ajqeains Aynusp|

,, Juawadeuew ased jo sa|dpuid pue
‘suawi3a) 3nup ‘ens1d d1nsoudelp s|qeidande
40 3leme Wayl dxjew o) siauondeld aieald
01 513009 auljapIng JusWwaSeuew ased spewl
-10|1E 9INQLIASIQ °,, SIAIRIUISAIdDI AjUNWIWOd
Suowe g jo [013u0d pue g] Jo Suipueisiapun
1918213 19150) 01 9NIWWOD (Judunean

Jo paniasqo Apdalip) s1oa e dniss,

spJepueis ‘Sulieys aSpajmou)y

(2002) ueapafo

(v00?2) IPMaN

(32949-19N) (Miunwwod uo 1Y Wi (,uononpoud, /syjnsa. aeIpaww|)

pedw| Joys/ s} nsaJl d1e|pawaiu]) dwodnQ ndino

Remyred ddd utew




Annexes

sysi 133(oud

VN $95595se Ajuo Apmis YN sys1d 3939(01d sassasse Ajuo Apnis :yN

.asn L APew

-1xoidde 01 paseasdap siaysew dijqnd
uo 51DV Joy 3d1ud 93ualayal [eqo|3 ayy
‘uondnpoaui s,dosyiuipy OVSY 1YY
Juswiea] 3 Npe ue Joj dsn 0s°z APrew
-1xoadde sem syay.ew d1qnd ul s}y
150w 1oy a11d sy ‘edejdisyiew ay1 01
uondnponul s, dosyiuip OVSY 240499,

(31294°-19N) (Aunwwod uo ays Wiz

Pedu) MOoYs/ S} NSaJ d3eIpawWIalu]) SWoN0

J1192ueqi]

10§ S3LIIUNOD GG Ul SHIOMIBU dAI| 08

pue s1||9) 104 siojesado G/ uey) alow pue
S3113UN0d /9 Paydeal aAeY syuswaduele
Sujweoy a8e1an0) |eUOnEUIIUI

119y} paseamnu os|e 3Aey s101e1ado ay |

LUBwQ pue
e|qely Ipnes ‘ueplof ‘033010|y 1dA33 ueyy

J13y31y eyided Jad s1aqudsqNs Jejn||ad Jo onel

© 2002 Ul peY UOUBQDT ‘SPJEpUE]S [BUOISR)
Ag uans sjans| uonensuad ysiy paydeas
paspul sey 3uawSas a|1qow asaueqaayl,,

«L661 AInf U1 0gs‘292 woly aseanul

Ue ‘1002 aunf Ul s13q1dsqns 00 ‘65

1€ payead 19)/eW Ie|n||3d 3y *ssaddns

B U33q sey dud11adxa ddd dY3 ‘sainseaw
anneuenb e Ag,

syst1123(oad 1noge s1 Apnmis

VN

0102

Ul Uol||IW G J9A0 ‘6002 Ul UOI||IW G2 ‘8002
U SJUSWIBI] UOI||IW 9 "S311IUN0D |2 Ul
PaINQLIISIP SIUBLLIIBIIY UOI||ILL 08 JIAO YHM
‘BIpU| U] pUB S3LIJUNOD UBLIJY UBIRYES-qNS
0¢ ul paiaisi3as sem doiyiuip OVSY,

(,uondnpoud, /synsai eipawwy)
indino

|88]

VN (b00?2) |ewer

2lnidnJiselju|

VN  (9002) ‘€19 uays

UOIINIISUOD pue SuiSNoH

VN (L102) 1edwog

ARemyred ddd utep Apmis



Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

’uone|ndod |eini 3y jo syuswSas

3Wos 1se3| 1e 3duanjul 01 Suluuidsq
S1IUSWUIAN0S JO Wi0) mau e Aesyiod
011dwsNne Y1 18Y1 SMOYS Yd1easal

1IN0 ‘ss3jay1IaAaN “1salood ayy 01

aldi jo wioy Aue Suuanidp (39A) 10u ase
‘dV pue ejesa) ul @1 jo adeyjuaujwoid
1sow ay) ‘s133fo.d 191uad3|R Y,

. suoneuidse

pue sa|A1sa41| 11941 AQ 0S|e INQ Yl eam
19y1 Agasnfiou ‘swodul y3iy Jo 3|ppiw
Se pazialdeleyd aq ued Ajofew ayy
‘(2002 ‘1ney 3 dekysey|) Buimoj|o4 "elpu]
|eant 104 awodu| eyded 1ad a8elane 3yl 6 |
1e9A/292$ 190 [|am uies oym Jaysiy 1o
UOo[1BINP? |00YIS AIEPU0IAS YIIM USW e
dV PUE B|RIY Ul SI3SN 191U IS0,
1S191U323|91 Y1 WoJy

Sunyauaq Apsows s Jood ay3 jo peaisul
SSe[d 3|ppIW dY1 18Y1 91BJ1pUl S} NSAY

(Aunwwod uo 1343 wid)

10ys/ s}Nsal 31eIPaWLIAU]) SWO2IN0

[89]

“(yyuow

e 9¢$-) Ailey pue (yauow e 2zs$-) sddsy

ul 9Ane3au Ing (Yiuow e ¢$) eAeysyy pue
(yauow e pg | $) eA9s3 ul aanisod siayoad
ueaW 3y 1eY] saedIpul sinauaidaiiua jo
3|dwes wopuel-uou Y ‘[ewiuiw aJe s133foid
@l1D] ul sinauaidaliua 1oy s3yauaq [epueUly

0

(,uondnpoud, /synsai eipawwy)
indino

*.S|eod |enos

9ziseydws 03 10 s13sn Jood 1331e1 01 LI0OYd
Pa1195U0d 3yEewW 10U SI0P,, LIS 3Y] dY U]
ddd Ul JUSWSA|OAUI 91B1S 5597

(dv) AS=1e13s SUuPINOSINQO

8uluiesy £e1a11-9 3y3 SpuUsIe JaqUIBW
9s50ym pjoyasnoy ydes Joj sinsuaidanus
8uifed Aq Ajensed siyi saop 11 ‘sueoj 112y
Aeda. 03 sinauaidasyua sisisse 3| °||e 1oy
9]qepJoye pue 3|qissadde uolleanpa Jandwod
ew o1 aseyd Sujuien foesa|-a ue
sazIpisqns 1], 21ejam

|eos Sunowouid jou €11 511101 paniWwod
sulewsJ pue suonuanIdlul JudWwdojanap

SE SJ9]Ud9[] Y] SIS I1e1S DY) B[RIDY

U[,, ‘ddd Y3IM JUSWSA|OAUI JUSWUIIAOS 350[)

(eja19)) A8=1e415 1S1jRUONUANIRIU|

ARemyred ddd utep

(8002)
99y pue ueAuny

Apmis



Annexes

‘uedsydInb e s| uonenjeny

VN VN

* Jood

10U S| 9IAI3S Y3 1BY3 J3pISu0d Ayiofew
Buiweymiano ay1 pue (poo3) adesane
uey Janaq si1afold 13114 Y3 Jopun
papinoid 321A195 Juasaud sy Japisuod
spjoyasnoy pakanins ay} Jo jjey noqy,
:ss9008

9DIAJIS [BSISAIUN JO BLIILID UO uoluido
$135N X233 01 Spjoyasnoy Japun ASAINS

VN

(1p3y2-19N) (RAunwwod uo 3Yd WiId)
pedw) 140ys/ s3|nsaJ d1e1pawiaiu]) wodinQ

‘SY1Y Y3 JO slaquiawl ||e Aq padiojud
s1 Aos a|qisuodsal 1oy sajdipulid sy 1y
*s1aquiaw zp Aq sy 1Y Jo aseanu :efos

*UaJp|Iyd JueISiw

40 uonednpa uo |esodoud £1jod *spiepuels
1oqe] Jo uswanoidwy pajuawajdwi
12NpU0 JO PO ;6002 AUOIS [BINEN

‘pawanosdwi Ayend uadiad 6z
Jo aseanul Aiandnpoud ‘paulesy siawliey
0082 ‘Payiiad siswiiey p2gL 16002 0ede)

-aseyd
uonejuawa|dwi u ||is s1afoid awos 310N
‘sauoyda|a1 d1jqnd pue saulj suoyds|al eX3

(,uond>npoud, /s1nsa. aeipawwy)
indino

l9o]

(Ros 3|qisuodsay uo 3|qe] punoy) Sy 1Y 3y3

40 uoisuedxa “10129s efos ay3 Joj 12Npuod Jo
3pod e deas ‘uoidnpold efos uo a8pajmouy
Suueys 1o0j wiojie|d e ajean :efos

“19)ew

421nQ Uo duo1s [esmeu padnpoud 3|qeinp
1o} puewap Suneasd ‘uois |esnjeu pacnpold
9|qesnp jo Ajddns ay1 Sunejnwns pue

Suneald ‘|aqe| auols s|qeuleISns [eUOIBUIIUI
P3|[B2-0S B JO UOIIINPOAIUI :DUOIS [BIMEN

‘siawley Sujules) pue siauliey
uaamiaq agpajmous Surieys ‘uordnpolid
9|qeJnp 1oy piepueis e dn 13s :0ede)

suuojeld a8pajmouy| pue sjaqe| ‘spiepuels

,, ‘uondne ue Aq paiedo||e sl puny
9y "sa21AI9s apinoid Jou op siojesado areaud
21aym sade|d Ul SaJIAI9S WOI3[3) Jo uonesado

SU1 dueuy 01 pallAul Sem 73114 Paweu puny
judwdoanap e jo dn Sumas syl ‘puodas,,

suondne ysnouyl spuny Sunedo|y

6661 J0 pus 3yl Aq syueligeyul 00G Ueyl aiow
Yaim sanijedo| |e ut ssuoyd s1jqnd uiejuiew
pue |je1suj 01 siojesado ayy yum uonesijqo
|emdenuod 15114 Ao1jod paduoid-omi e
PaMO]|0) SBY NI ‘SS9 [BSIDAIUN AINSUD O] ,,

suonesi|qo [en)enuo)

Remyred ddd utep

(6002) anjea ajduL

1BYI0

(6002)
‘[e 13 Ainypmoyd

Apnmis



ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

(399449-19N)
pedw)|

.~ pasodoid sem uoneaouul

40 9dA1 3uaIaYIp B S3SeY 1ySIa Ul ‘punoy
sem 1anpoid mau e pue ASojouyday mau
€ JO UOIJ_UIqWIOD B S9SBD INOJ Ul pue
1npo.d Sunsixa ue adnpoud 03 pash sem
A3ojouyda1 mau e sased gg ul ‘Aiaunod
juaididal aya ur 1Npoid mau e Jo youne|
9y se paquIsap 94 1s9q ued uoreaouu;
3y} ‘s1afoad 2| uj *pauonuaw

39 p|nod uoneaouul jo adA1 sy s1>afoud
pa13jdwod 09 -jo 3|dwes- ay1 Jo g Jo4 -
393(01d/sqol s | sem yd1ym

‘G002 Ul punoy a3eJane ayl ueyl Jamoj|
Inq ‘(gG=u) sqol123.1p GG Jo a3elane
pasodoud ay3 ueya Jay3iy A|qelapisuod si
Udiym ‘(26 L=u) sqof13341p L8 sa1esausd
13f01d |Sd/INOSd 28esane 3y,

(Aunwwod uo 133 Wiy
1I0ys/ S1NsaJ 31BIPaWLIAIU|) SW0dIN0

[91]

*ssauisng
PazIS-WNIPaW 1O |[BWS B JO JSUMO

ay)

pue sjew ‘yaing a.e syuedjjdde ay) Jo 1so0N
*Rjp1newasd Yyoiym jo oz ‘paddois aney
921 pue Sujo8uo aie g2z ‘pa1ajdwod uaaq
aney g0z ‘s123foid asay3 40 ‘sa13unod

96 u1 pano.idde asam s133(01d |Sd/INOSd
959 Jo [e101 B ‘6661 DIUIS,

(,uondnpoud, /synsa. deipawiwiy)
indino

Remuyred ddd uiew

(0L02)
19084 Sopou|

Apms



Annexes

.~ 13loid siy3 Joy pred dueuy

91eALld ueyy Jayiel (sueo| d1iqnd woly panLRp
Apued) Buipuny o1ignd 1ey3 pue pJepuels
anoqe aJe fyjjenb ad1AI9S pue UONINISUOD
‘awn uo pa1ejdwod sem 13(oid syl 1ey)
s13|nsal pua 3y, :8ulllag ui aul| Aeemgns yig-
.21ep o1 sjesiesdde annisod paniadal

aAey Ayljenb pue

9|NpaYPs ‘51503 UONINISUOD INq “13foud siyy
ul 24njiey 10 ssaNSs Jo yeads 01 aumewssd
1Ins s111,, :3uilisg ur suij Aemgns Yip-

. 9|qeINOAR) DIDM ||E ‘DINPAYdS

awn pue 51503 1d(oid [emuans ‘uonenjens
Ayjend ‘eusyd Auew o3 Suipiodde
INJSS92NS PaJapisuod aq ued afoud 1gsiyl,
:8ulfiag ul |esa1e| Aeemans sawes J1dwA|0-

. JSASMOY pauIe1qo 94 10U PNOD 51500

UO uonewloul 3sPald uddLYNs ApS1e|
ud9q ey Sy se) uonesado pue UoNINISUD
Jo f1jenb sy pue 19w a1am s3|NpaYds

awn asaym sfoad annenouu ‘pijos

e se papJedai aq Ajjessusas ued sul| Aemgns
€ SJeydueys,, sileSueys ui auij Aemans pig-
JMaors

$S90Ns B se papJedal aq jouued 1afoid

Y3 ‘Yons sy ‘uieSe pue swy pauodisod

U334 Sey Iym ‘uondnisuod Aeemgns

ojul Asuow sjy3 Ind 394 30U sey Inq 18IS
|eau Jo JuswdoeAsp ay1 wouj syoud pauses
SeY Y1 ‘91ep 0] ‘6002 Ul un3aq uana 19A 10U
PBY UONDNIISUOD 3|eds-931.| ‘W SIY3 JO pud
ay31e pa1a|dwod aq pue 8§00z 01 b0z Woly
9oe|d 3B} 01 2IaM SIIHAIIDE UONINIISUOD 18]
pa1edIpul 3|NpaYds 3yl ySnoyl|y, :usyzusys
u1aul| Aeemgns yap 941 JO UOISUIXI-

VN :UlgJeH ul aul| Akemqns s | -

.Ingssaxdns ainb sieadde

J1ej os diysiauiied ay ‘9seaidul 1502 iy}

wouj Wedy ™, :Buib38uoy) ui aui Aeemgns s -

(0L02)
VN VN 0 VN |e 32 Buof ap

1odsuel]

(399-19N) (MIunwwod uo 3Yd W) (,uondnpoud, /synsai aeipaww|)

pedw) 10ys/ s} nsaJ 31eIpawalu]) awodnQ ndino Remyied ddd utep

N
(=)}




Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

Annexs5 summary table reviews (overview studies)

VN

| :uawanoiduwi

10J W00 OU ‘p3|ie4

SIS P

jlomawely [e83] panosdu|
:Ajleuonnippe Adijod

S95EJ 9 :p3|Ie4

S95B) 9 :uoldNPal A11aA0d
S3SEI | YIMoID
:A|leuonippe udisaq

L

dwane pajiey 10 aAnessN
G 19AISOd

A

-BUOI}IPPE UoneIISsuUOWad

s9sed g :3|qissod JoN
$95e) 01 :0

S9Sed g i+
:Ajleuonippe |epueuly

-/+

[931

VN

(13)Ja ou |psauab ui) o (1ajJa anpbau |piauab ul) - (Paffa aninisod |piauab ui) + :puabaly

*(,¢4n220 spafoid

Yd1yMm ulyiim 1xa3uod
fd110d 8y pue udisap
13load aundnaselul

uo aney Jusawadedua

14Q S90p 93uanyul

1eyp,,) Aieuonippe
fo1j0d pue udisag
(,euomoipsun/

swies sy ul s12foud papuny
1031295 91eA1d Juanbasqns
Jjo Ajigeqoid syy

uo aAey jJuawadedus |4Q
S90p 2dusn|ul1eyM,) Al
-eUONIPPE UoneIIsuUOW?q
(,¢519f01d

9JN1DNJISBIHUI Ul JUSWISIAU|
91eAud (seasnul

'9°1) [eUONIpPE 3131

10 (8>npal *3°1) 10 pMmoId
juawasde3ua |4@ saop,,)
Aujeuonippe [eppueuly

:paj|ed-0s
Uo 4@ J0 YA 3y}
1e pax0o| sulj|o) pue neids

.Alleuonippy uswdojansg
10} 2JUIPIAT JO MIINRY
J11EWIISAS Y :21mdNIISeIU|
pue [14@] suonnisu|
?dueuld uawdoansq,

() 21doy

%

b'2g DV 91pnis
o %l el
:adoung saipms
943 40 %8°0¢
‘BISY S3IpNS
Yo% L'pe
:BJIY uoiSal

uoiSay

2Jnniiselu

(2102

18y sujjjoD pue neids

21n3nd18y

(1eah

pue Joyine) ipms

L-y3[qeL

# 5131421 2)qD) AIpWIUING



Annexes

VN

VN

VN

*91e19ua8 ued sdiysiaulied
1ey1 Sujules|juiof pue
A313uAs jo syyauaq annisod
winwixew ay3 woujyoid
1ey3 sdiysiauiled a|qein
wJoj 01 3|qe usaq jou

aney spnpoud Sunaylew
pue uissadoid ‘uondnpoid
|ean1no1Se ul panjoAul
swy a1eAld pue yoieasal
511qnd 13 9UIPIND
dwsa s1 21941 ‘ysnoyay
asodind ay1 anses
eJLIBWY Uleq ul uoneaouu|
|eanynd18e 1oy sdiysiauried
1ey1 sa1edipul siy] “aanisod
Ajswanxs sem sddd sy jo
s1yauaq ay) o1 pseSas yum
siaulled jo uondsdiad sy

|€:

941

VN

VN

e3luy Ul
suleyd an|jeA [einyjndudy ul
sdiysiaulled a1eAlld d1|gnd

Bolawy
Une7 Ul sased pz| woly
s9dUaIIadXa pue s1daduod
:uopeAouul [einyndLiSe 1oy
sdiysisuyied areanddiqnd,,

(33n) 21doy.

edlyy

ed[IaWy ufe

uoiSay

21 nd18y

a1 ndu8y

(2102) fsunesey
pue uoijnod

(£002)
|0] pUB YdIMIIeH

(1eafk

pueJoyine) Apnis



Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

'sUONIpUOd
Buppiom panosdw

VN VN

'SuoISN|PU0d
Mmelp 03 ss30.1d ul Aj1ea 00)

VN VN

1951

YSTRETHNT]
suonipuod Asejiues panosdwi

‘pazijeal aq
10UUBD PaP33U INIINIISBIUI
Jamod sy syusWISIAUI
21eA1d 1oy 10393S

A313U3 9 Ul SPIBU JUBWISIAUL

199w sd|ay J0323s a1eand ay |

./S9seyd uoisuanxa

123(0.1d uj syndino asay3
Juswa|dwi 03 ueid s1dafoid
||e 3sow|y “sydomawely

10 suiodai ‘sueld ssauisnq
Se yans saipnis annesojdxa
Jo synsau aJe syndino
1soW 1ey) palelisuowap

11 S}NS31 3Y3 SUIUIWIEXS UYMW,

*[paynuapl a1am syndino
151y awos s1afoid Sulo8uo
104, sand3l(qo |euiSuo
113Y3 19w Aj2818] M3INDI
J9pun s13(oid pazijeuy ayy,

[+

yinos
|eqo|9 ay3 ul sdiysiaulied
91eALId-21|qNd 40 1dedw|

103235 A1aud
S,BOIJY Ul Sddd Ul sadndeld
159q pue spuaJl ‘sadud||eyd

.S1010E |BI9ASS
40 uonesadood uj syrafoid
(g pue spuepiayaaN ay3

pUE UI3du0d JO A1unod syl
ul suoneziuedio dIAD pue
a1eaud “11qnd sjieaua yaiym
(Dd) @a11Wwwod 133f0.d)
wuojield Supjew uoisp

e jo dn-19s ays :diysiaunied
ASSM 343 JO MIINSY

(33n) 21doy.

jo3u0d uonn|jod (2002)
ueisiied ‘Aiauue] Jayiea] uaswoy | -puni

juswiuodiAug

edlyy (LLo?2)
ueleyes-qns 101295 1aMOg suonen pajun
A31au3

(2umyndnJoy) (6002)

IR L] a1 nousy ‘|e 19 JauR15Ud

(1eafk

uoiSay pue oyine) Apms




Annexes

VN VN
VN VN
VN VN
VN VN

JS91el

uonedYoU 3sed JYSIH,

VN

s10128)
$S920Ns In0qe s| ApN3s ‘YN

. 'S3113UN0D BWODUI-I|PPIW
pUE MO| U] S3UIDIBA
10 s3nJp Jo uoneasd ay) 03

3uipes| saniande Juawdolansp

3 U21B3531 SN|OAUI Sddd,,

VN

*,55900NS

1UsWIea. %G8 Jo 19818
swuwei3oud sisojndiaqm
uejpuj ay3 papaadxa

10 13W JUBWIEDI] PAAISSGO
Ap2a.1p pasaisiuiwpe Japinoid
91eALId OW01N0 JUdWIeAI}
Uo B1EP 3|gE|IBAR YUIM
s19(o01d xjw 21eald-d1gnd

2L o (%s2)auluyl,

1961

WSEIVIED
92IAI9S YI|BaY Ul Sddd,,

eluezue| ui sdiysiauyed
91eAud d1gnd uinoidwi Joy
SUIBIISUOD PUE $3SSIIINS,

yijeay s1iqnd
10y sdiysisuried reand
311qnd JO M3IA3I d11BWISAS

‘sdiysiauyied
yijeay ,nndaye Alysiy,
40 [ennualod pue adndeld

‘elpuj ul

uoneloqe||od aieald-d1qnd
y3nouya jo13u0d
siso|na1aqny Suinolduw

UO M3IASJ 3IMEeIaI]

(33n) 21doy.

Aianijop (0L02)

elpu| 3DIAISS YB3y ysexeld pue ysuis
ejuezue| 101235 yijeaH (LLO?) ‘[e3@ &Ny
A1iunod

10 uoi3a1dynads
© 0} paIIIsal

10U sem (quswdojansp (LLo2) 1B 19
MB3IA3 ‘SNOLIBA 3nip) yijeaH sodwe) oyuid aq
anbiquiezoly (9002)
'B°0 [BIDNDS yiesH JaulieH pue asng
elpu| Jo19s YesH  (9002) ‘1B 19 uemaqg
aJedyyjesH

(1eafk

uoiSay pueJoyine) Apnis




ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

VN VN

VN VN

*,S)UN 9|7 1oy 3dud

9|es pue 9zis 3uiwnuiw
3uipiedal suone|ndns
UsWuIaA03 01 SuiImo
3|qep.Joje a1ow awodaq
Ajjesauas sey ddd e
19pun asnoy e Suiseydund
1BY1 PaAIRSqO 11,

VN +

lo71

‘ddd 4o sa3us|jeyd
uo sasnd0y Apnis aul ‘vN

VN

‘0 Ld *sasnoy (dnoi8 awodul
3|ppIW-mo|) OIIN/917 s 323foud
4dBea Ul U0IIdNIISUOD |BI0Y
341 JO %G 1-01L 3se3] 1V ‘.ddd
3y 01 anp Suisnoy uj 1sanul
sajuedwod 10323s deAld,,

*S9113UN0d UBLYY
UIA3S SaWaYds Jalem padid
||EWS 10J Sddd JO M3IASY

eiskeje|y Ul Sddd Suisnoy
JO S101B) 31N|IE) PUB $32INS

1, B1BY||0Y Ul A1anap
Buisnoy ui sdiysiaulied
91eAld o1 qnd pue
UOIIUSAIRIUI JUSWUISAOD),

(33n) 21doy.

|e8auas
‘epuemy 433IN
‘eluellINey ‘lIle

‘ose4 eupjing (sawayds
‘uluag :salunod  Ja1em padid |ews) (01L02)
uedly aln1niiselju| ssauja8n4 pue e1n
aJn1dnJiselu|
(0L0?) wissey
eishejey SuisnoH pue zizy |npqy

elpu| K1an1jap SuisnoH (5002) e3dn3uas

(uondnuisuod) Suisnoy

(1eafk

uoiSay pue soyine) Apnis




Annexes

“V/N :nienuep

*,59snoy J1ayy 03 Apoauip
sauljadid uonnquasip
Aq 1918M panias aiam

9|doad asow,, :eishejey

“Iolneyaq
uj sagueyd ou,, :uelspied

*dn suo3

sey yJom e Ayandnpold
183 Aes Aaya ‘513|103

9Y3 JO S135N Y1 J0J SSAU
s3] ***,10120p B 10} Jej|op
06 JO pea1sul 139|101 B 10}
Jejjop | Suifed Ja4a1d Asyy
1ey3 Aes Aay {s191103 Y3
Jo asn a)ew 3jdoad, :eipu|

* Siulod 1a1em |e33)|1 woly
J1218m Bupiel s|doad ss3|,,
* J91em 198 01 awn

ss3| paau 3|doad [edo|,

13oud pug ysape|3ueg

‘Auedwiod

91eALd B 01 P|OS SI YdIym
150dW0d 91 WO INUINS
13y31y,, :ysape|3ueg

* WR1sAs Jluey
paxy painidniis e pue A|ddns
191BM INOY-p2,, :MENUBA

VN :eisAejejn

*, SI9M3S 193135
11INg-A3UNWWOd 3y3 Woly
91SEM 33 123||0D 03 S1I9M3S

sjunn Bulp|ing,, :ueispied

28e1031s

pue siamoys ‘deos yim
919|dWod Seale aWodUl-MO|

ul uonejues apinoid 01 sypojq
19]103 JO UOIDNIISUO) :BIpU|

*P31>NIISUOD sem
dwndpuey yaim yue) ja3em
e :ysape|3ueg ul1d3foid puz

+,,U01133||03 33seM 3snoy
-01-9SN0Y 10 SUBA-MEBYSHI

paylpow Jo uoidnposul
pue usisap au3, :ysape|3ueg

uswadeuew

91sem pijos pue Ajddns
J91BM Ul Sddd 02 JO S3ulpuy
9U1 S9ZIIEWWNS M3IAI 3Y |

98]

100d
93 10} 3INIDNASEIUI Ul (saunod (£002)
diysiauried azeand iqnd 0lL) elsy ainpniuseyu|  za9/ pue sAsduel
(1eafk
(33n) 21doy. uoiSay pue oyine) Apms




Ing countries

JPeduwl yyesy
|en1de Jo Joledipul
Jam3q e si eidn
1»npouid ‘eduw

104 |einualod smoys
|enoldde Aio1engal
E{INEEYETTIY
‘0s|y "suoneAouu|
ysnoiypieaiq
JaAI|9p UBd sdad 1eYd
92USPIAS JUBLYINS
19A 10U s 312 Y},

VN

VN

991

. udyelapun sem
‘sa130j0uyda1 y3noiypieaiq
uo pasnd0y ¥10m A1an0dsIp

Jojunowe |epueisqns e pue
‘soljoj310d woly paddolp alom
s1onpoid swos ‘papnpuod

pue pallel1s alam sjely

|ea1ul)) *s1npoud dnsouselp
INoyJ pue sJUdWIEII) dSBISIP
pa3129|8au Mmau inoj padojanap
Sddd P3punj-viOI 3Y3

‘sdad 819 ay1 011ueId YoIng
ay1 Jo awelypwn ay3 ulng,

VN +

‘1pedw| pue awodno

‘ndino uo diysiaulied jo 109y
13pISUO0I 10U SI0P ING Ymoi3
IWOU023 UO 3INIINIISELUI JO
129443 aAnisod sassaippe Apnis

VN VN

1002 Ag suoidauuod |[e Joy
3Jnssaid wnwiuiw pasjuelend
e pue 000zp!W Aq suondauuod

Jle 01 Alddns Js1em unoy-pz

jo uoisinold yum ‘1202 Aq
9UOZ 159/\\ Y3 104 U Jad 86

,S3113unod

3uidojanap ul saseasip
pa139|35u Joj Juswdo|ansp
3nip 10} 1Y 104

[wn pue asntadxa ‘spuny
21eys 01101235 a1eAld ayy
U1IM S1BJIUO0D JUSWUISA0S
ay3,, uawdolanap 1Pnpoid

S3113UNOD DY g Ul 101I3S
24N1dNJISIUI BY3 Ul Sddd

1uswdojansp

1Npoid (6002) i@
BYI0
ainpnasesu| (2L02) efere)y

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

*.Ployasnoy pue 3u0z 15e3 31 104 JUd? Jad
13d uondwnsuod Jaem 6 01 A|ddns 191eM Jo 93EIaN0D
paseanul, :sauiddijiyd Jo uoisuedxy,, :sauiddijiyd

(4eahk

(a113) 21doy uoiSay pue soyine) Apnis




Annexes

VN

VN

. /swiy jueldwoduou

uo suonpues Suisodui

pUE S32IN0S3l |BJN)EU 0}
pa1ejaJ p|ay ssauisng

Aue u Sunesado sajuedwod
104 Aorepuew ys) Supjew
Me| e passed sannejuasalday
JO 9SNOH eIsauopu|

9Y1 ‘2002 U] "SaL13unod

Apms ased 3yl Jo ¥sd

UHM Juswadesus 91els [ewioy
150W 33 sey Anunod ayy

pue ‘sieak [BIaAIS 1SB| 3] JINO
PSAJOAS OS|e 9ARY BISSUOPU|
Ul saAnenIul ys)d,, -elsauopu|

. ‘Blewsienn

u1 ¥S)D J0 1daduod [euonipesn
3y uo papuedxa aney suone
-1>0sse ssauisnq Jofew [e1anas
“jueg pop 3y Jo diys
-13pes| 3y} Japun,, :ejeweiens

LSanIAnde s Auedwod ayy

40 asnedxaq sasueyd annisod
Mmaj 1odai Alysnpuj eueueq
9U1 Ul ‘s1ayI0/,, :enSelediN

0

1100

(¥52)
Rjiqisuodsau |eos Ul Sddd

(33n) 21doy.

elIsauopu|
pue ejewslenn
‘endelediN

uoiSay

(¥52)
Ayljigisuodsay
|eros aesodiod

(6002) '|e 32 dojdos

(1eafk

pue Joyine) Apnmis



ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

VN

VN

VN

VN

|101]

*panaiyde Ajued
alesjeo8 ddd 0L J03In0 p

VN -
VN VN

(s101084
VN $s920Nns 1noge sl Apnis) YN
VN VN

‘UBWIBA Ul
Ajddns Ja1eM UBQIN UO ddd

SNOlIeA

1lodsuesy Ul ddd 4O ssa2INs
U0 1X93U0D J[WIOU023
pue |eanijod uo siskjleuy

45D Sunnowoud uj suo
-neziuedio pue sajuedwod
93e8us 031 weidold ddd

() 21doy

USWIA

S311UN0d
Suidojanap
Snolep

SpimplIoMm

WweudIp
‘edlY Yanos
‘ed1)y |euoiday
‘ueispied ‘eAuay
‘elsauopu|
‘elpu| ‘eueyn
2dA83 ‘euiyd
‘ysape|3ueg

uoi8ay

Aiddns sa1eM UBQIN

101395 I191e/\\

1odsuel]

juawdo|aAap |e1os
‘YIM0J3 DIWOU0ID
‘uondnpal Auanod

(6002)

uoIssi

M3IARY diysiaulied
91eAlId d1|qnd

1918/

(6002) ulew

(0102)
eppaly pue eajije

uodsuel|

(8002) 3sinbjaddy
pue uuBW 1Y

(1eah

pue Joyine) Apnis



Annexes

'y31y uaaq sey Aed 03 ssaudul|jim
QWodul pjoyasnoy Jo uadiad
G'p Iy "dWodul pjoyasnoy
Jounsad 6 Jo 3wl Ajigeploye
JaWNSU0D 3y) padeIquia sey
“IVdYNOVS ‘@Aiesadood zniy
BJUBS Y] JO WIEIIS INUIAR
9yl "uoidal ays jo uswdojansp
uo paseq paisnipe sijeyy
21N12N.13s y11el ypojq Suisesnul
ue sapnpul paiy1 ay3 ‘Ajjeutd uasn
|enuspisal ay1 10y ss3) uadiad
Gb SI 5994 J3SN Ul IUBIYIP

9L "SJ9SN [ENUSPISS PUB SI3SN
|BIDJWIWLIOD/[BLIISNPUI U39MID]
S91BIUSIIP WIIOJ PUOIDS

9y "Indino Ja1em uo ded e yum
SJ9WNSUOD [BIUSPISAI 10) Jlie)
1502-MO| B SOPN|PUI ISIY 3Y |
‘AN 3yl Aq pasanod eale 3y Jo
sd1ydes3owap ay3 Yiim [esp 0y
uo[1ez|pIsqns-ssoJd aAIssaiSo.d
40 swoy 93143 saresodiodul
a1npnas upld yueiayy (g)

pazneaud sem
JUSWASEURW DIAIDS J91EM Ja)E

UOOS UOISSOUOD dY) JO dIN|Iey Ken3eled
33 01 pa) S10128) SNOLIEA (2) (oL) etpyl
‘npen |1wey (6)
‘Ajlesnewelp BIqUWo|0)
9501 S|aA3| ullBW ‘euadense) (8
pue panoidull 3J1AI3S JAWNSUOD BuIYD
‘paseanul Ajenb Ja1em 9504 ‘np3uayd (1)
os|e Ayiandnpold Joge| pue ‘9661 niad (9)
uljuadsad Jp 01 6861 Ul uadiad LS13(01d eupuadly (g)
8¢ W01y 9501 S)BI UOIIDUUOD 191e/\\ 03 uoiied||ddy uy eunuadly (p)
‘panoadwir d1nuas (1)  :sdiysiaulled 91eAlid-d1ignd BIAljOg ‘ZNID)
Ul s199(01d 2INIPNIISEIU]  BIUES (£) BIAIIOg uoneyues
-/+ 40 8ulINIdNIS [BDURUL,, (2) eauno (1) pue 191e/ (9002) '|B 33 SIAIA

(1eak

(o) 21doy uoiSay pue Joyine) Apnis

|102]



Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

[103]

*SJUDPISI BWODUI
-3|ppiw ay3 pue -ysiy Aq
paiendiuew Ajisea aq ued 1eyy
SWaYIS UOIeZIPISGNs-SSold e
uo paseq [[13S Sl 24N1INIS Jliel
9y ‘wI|qo.d e ujewal s
pledun 49A3MOH "b66 1 Ul Aep e
sinoy / Ajuo 01 pasedwod Aep e
sINoY p 9|qe|IeAR MOU S| J91eM
pue uadiad 66 01 0E W0y
1U3M SUOIIDAUUOD paJalaWl
Jo3IeYS 3yl ig)2 03 00 L

woJy pasealdap saakojdwa

40 13quinu 3y) {puodas

19d s1219W dIqNd Uol|jIW L'
0] puodas Jad sia3WdIqNd 9°|
wouJy 3sod Apeded uondnpoisd
‘uonejues ujjuadiad p, pue
1918M Ul JUAdIRd G6 paYydEDS
pey age1anod y00e Aq (8)

VN (2)

VN (9)

slejjop

SN Ul P31BUIWIOUSP Slie]
papnpul 1l uaym pey 1 1ysnoy)
13(o.d ay1 1eY3 JUBSNIW

3SI1 UOIBUI PUB YSLI 98ueYdIXD
u31a10) pawnsald 3yl 1233
Aue 1noy1im Ya| saseasnu|
JJ11B1 10§ MO||B 01 JUSWIUIDA03
ay3 jo ssauduljjimun

a1 pue uonejsi3s| ayL ()

spooysoqysiau Jjood ui
ployasnoy 1ad s19)ienb-aa.1y3
Aq |1q 193eM 98EINE

ay1 1nd sasueyd aya (p)

(an)21doy

uoiSay

(4eahk

pueJoyine) Apnis



Annexes

(%97 ‘@1eAld-211gnd) JoSue|as
Kjeadsa pue ‘(%6¢ ‘@1enlid)
104or (%96 ‘paziiesodiod)
nue33uaia] “(%/g 21gnd)
B33\ Ul S9seauul adie|

pue a3elane-anoqe Aq USALIP
‘8002 Pue 5002 usamiaq
Ajjeuoneu o0 jo aSesane

ue Aq paseanul Y18ua|

adid ‘108ueas ul s1919W Mau
||easul pue sadid pjo ade|dal 0y
uol||iw 00SINY Papinoid Juswu
-19A03 [e19p3) Y3 S0~ 1002 Ul -
(%0952 Yum paseasul
sainipuadxa d1|qnd awi swes
3y11e) (9002-L007) Jo8ueRs
ul fapededs uondnpoud Jaiem
9y3 Jo uoisuedxd %%g /L -

VN VN (101e8uas) +

S9IUNWWOd
9Y) Wouy suonngLIuod

ysed Juouy-dn noyum e
‘U0139NJ3sU0d 01 3dadU0D Woly
ssa180.d pides sy 01 syueyy
annisod A|Suiwjpymiano
udaq sey INIBS PanIddAI
3By 1By} SaNIUNWWO0d

ay1 wouy asuodsaiayy (0L)

[104]

eiskejely
ur uonezneand Ja1em

(33n) 21doy.

Jypads JoSue|as
‘|lesauad
ul eisfejey

uoiSay

BT
-dnuselyul Ja1epm

(2102) uuel

(1eafk

pue oyine) Apms



Ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

[105]

*S[9A3)
Ayunwwod pue PLISIP
‘Aunod 1e sapijod jo
uonejuawsa|dwi pue udisap
9U31 10J JUIB3| 9g UBD SUOSSI|
UdIYM Wolj ddd Ul ,Sa1101s
$S920NS, JO SUONIPUOD
2u31y311y81y 03 palinbal

sl yd1easal (dAnesedwiod)
|euoleusalul pue
BUBYD UIYIIM,

*sRem 121394 A|jenueisqns
ul Jood a3y an13s

10U pIp (1DBJU0D d3RWLIRYE
/12B11U0D 35B3|) PaIapISUOD
suondo ddd 3yl

VN 0 VN

*(1eA11d) Joyor pue 6002
J9ye (1eAld-o11qnd) Jo3ueas
1d90X3 31815 ||B 10) 10129
11gnd ay3 Ul paurewal ydrym
UoIINGLISIp J31BM 01 Paie[al
21am y33ua| adid uj saseasnu|
3|iym Apeded uoponpoud uj
s91e3s pazielodiod pue diqnd
Aq spew a1am syuswanosdul
981e| 1anoalo|y *Bupueuy
JUBWUIANOS U S9sEd.DU]
juedyiusis yiim papuodsaliod
9s9y11ey3 uanS |dd 03

anp asom YaSua)|

adid pue Aypede> uondnpoad
ul saseasdul 1 Jea Jo0u

S111 “9DUBPIAD dY) Uo paseg
*(0L02 ‘wejueweiqns) Ysus|
adid u asea.nul (0L-5002)
%8¢ Pue (80-5002) %9
1S9pouw dJow e 3edjpuj aljeu
-01ss23u0) 3eAld s, Jo8uejas
wouj e1ep 49NaMOH

Aiddns 121eM
uequn s eueys ul swajqoid
pue saxnoeud ‘sapijod ddd,,

(213n)21doy

eueyn

uoiSay

101395 I191e/\\

(£002) glauyeH
pue eisang

(1eahk

pue Jjoyine) Apms



Annexes

U21ym IAISS
4O SUONIPUOD M3U 3y INoge
Addeyun sem yeis ay|
*S|e1YJo Juawulanos

01 syuswiAed 1dnuiod

40 dU3PIAS Yyum ‘weidold
ay11noqe sa1eqap Aiey
-uswe|ed 3oy pue A1dIno
21|gnd e ua3q sey ausy L

'sjuelqeyul 000‘L
13d z¢ 01 pasea.nu| pey siyy
‘002 Aq ‘epue3n ui sjdoad

000°L J2d s1aqpsgns omy
Ajuo a19m 31341 866 L Ul -
95eq Mo| AIaA B WoJy d3el
|enusuodxa ue 1e umols sey
$12qLIOSQNS JO Jaquinu ay |

noqJey oindey

9118 3wn|oA 3uljpuey
pue fuapyyd pasealdul
Sy U0ISSadU0d Y|
‘uoneald qof pue ujuery
‘s3uUnodsip y3nolyy pauied

VN
VN VN
VN VN

dueUUIEW
40 J3qWinu 3yl pue siBwW
A3ney Jo Jaquunu 3y ‘syes)

Jo Jaquinu [e101 Aalind Ja1em
‘50| J91eM 03 SpIeSal YIm
panoidul sey IAISS 3U) JO
Ayjenb ay] “Aiepunoq [edpiunw
DQO4g Ja1ya[eam syl uiyIm
S9IAIDS UOIIEUUES PUB J91EM

Jo uoisinoud aya paruswajdul
pue pageuew ‘MesIaNO ez|S
‘98eJan0d

40 9seasnul ayy 1oddns 01
Apisgns papinoid Juswuianos
3y pue ylomawely A101e|n3al
pauyap-Ajesp e uigaim

19¥1BW WO033|33 3Y1 SALIP 0}
uonnadwod pamoj(e AjpAndays
JusWuIaA03 uepuedn ay |
a8enoys

9deds uosiid Jo uondnpay
*UOISS3IU0D Y JO 8| Jedh Aq
SaUU0) Uol||iw 0z 03 3Indysnoiyy
|e301 3Y3 aseaunul 03 uejd Aay L
*SIPIYIA

Aneay jo Suipeojsano Supnpal
‘peod panoiduwil Jo WX b0S

s

(s1010B) S5920NS
pue uonejuswo|dwi ddd Jo
$s930.4d U0 S955N20) APNIS) YN

VN

|106 |

“}led |euonen Jagnuy

91 ul sa11s d1udid 931y)
pue sdoys omj ‘ syuenelsal
L L Jouswasdeuepy
RUCIVIEES]:]

Buiseydind 1amod

‘uogen ul A1puI3R

pue J31eM 3pINOId
‘A1epunoq |edpiunw

2004 dY3 UIyUM SIS
UOI1B1IUES PUB 191BM

Jo uoisinoid sy usws|duw
pue a8euew ‘93s19N0
's9dIAIRS [BIsod

pue 1aulalul ‘ssuoydaja) 0}
SS92DE [BJNJ JO UONOWOId
‘suosiid A&j1andas

wnuwixew | | jo uon
-2NJ3SU0d pue udisap ay |
‘oinde|y Jo 1od

ay3 apel3dn pue ajelado
‘91e11]1qeyal ‘9dueuly
‘anbiquiezopy

‘oinde|y 01 ‘ed11yy Yinos
“ueqii/y Woly peol ||0}

PN ay3 a1esado pue pjing
D1V Ul ddd JO uonenjeny

jusawdojansp
aJnpnuIsesyul Ul
sdiysisuiied 1eALd d1|gnd

9duaIadxa Jo
M3IAI B :SUOISSIIUOD Ja1eM
1eaud yaim swis|qold

(2p1) 21doy

edLy

puejiey] ‘ejue]
11S ‘Weulsip
‘0Yd) eulyd jo
111dngal s,31doad
‘saulddijiyd
‘uelsied
‘elssuopuy|

‘elpu| ‘ueinyg

edlIaWY ufpe

uoiSay

ws1no-039
“amod ‘uoneyjues
pue J31em ‘uon
-B2IUNWWOI3|9]
‘uosid ‘yodsuel|

Jaiem pue

1odsuen 4amod

SwaisAs
Ajddns sa1epm\

(5002) wejieq

(6002) oey

$10139S snollep

(£002)
lleH pue euiqot

(1eafk

pue Jjoyine) Apms



ing countries

Public-Private Partnerships in develop

[107]

*(sdiysiauiied jo si01oey
VN YN  $5922Ns U0 $355n20) Apnis) yN

‘Ayjenb

pue 231A195 Ul Juswanoldul

|eniuaAs ue pue ‘sdoys

pue syuelnelsal jo Suipesddn

a1 qyoud s yiedNys

Ul 9seasnuljuedyiudisy g

YSTRINSBETE]

40 51502 31 Ul 9seADUI UY *)

'$921n0s3l

J0 8uileys y8noiyy uondNpal

32015 JO |0J3U0D 1502 pamoj[e sey uoisinold

11135 pue a>uewloiad 9IS AN-ninw ay L
panoidui pasiseydwa *INO paliIed suolde

21mynd

pue sue ‘yieay
Aunwwod pue
|EIUBW ‘[BJOINBYD]
“uawdojansp

Aunwwod

pue 3uisnoy ‘qusw

SSaUAAIIAYD pue Aypeded -dojansp yinoA
diysisuiied jo mainay SNOLEA  ‘UONEdNP3 :SNOLIBA

(apan3) 21doy. uoi3ay

(LL02) [e22 11EMS

(1eah

pue Joyine) Apnas



|108]

Annexes

Evaluation reports of the Policy and Operations
Evaluation Department (IOB) published 2008-2013

Evaluation reports published before 2008 can be found on the I0B website:
www.government.nl/foreign-policy-evaluations

No. | Year | Title evaluation report ISBN

378 | 2013 | Public private partnerships in developing countries. 978-90-5328-439-1
Systematic literature review

377 | 2013 | Corporate Social Responsibility: the role of public policy. A 978-90-5328-438-4
systematic literature review of the effects of government
supported interventions on the corporate social responsibility
(CSR) behaviour of enterprises in development countries

376 | 2013 | Renewable Energy: Access and Impact. A systematic literature | 978-90-5328-437-7
review of the impact on livelihoods of interventions providing
access to renewable energy in developing countries

375 | 2013 | The Netherlands and the European Development Fund - 978-90-5328-436-0
Principles and practices. Evaluation of Dutch involvement in
EU development cooperation (1998-2012)

374 | 2013 | Working with the World Bank. Evaluation of Dutch World Bank | 978-90-5328-435-3
policies and funding 2000-2011

373 | 2013 | Evaluation of Dutch support to human rights projects. 978-90-5328-433-9
(2008-2011)

372 | 2013 | Relations, résultats et rendement. Evaluation de la coopération 978-90-5328-434-6
au sein de I'Union Benelux du point de vue des Pays-Bas

372 | 2012 | Relaties, resultaten en rendement. Evaluatie van de Benelux 978-90-5328-431-5
Unie-samenwerking vanuit Nederlands perspectief

371 2012 | Convirtiendo un derecho en practica. Evaluacion de impacto 978-90-5328-432-2
del programa del cancer cervico-uterino del centro de mujeres
Ixchen en Nicaragua (2005-2009)

371 2012 | Turning a right into practice. Impact evaluation of the Ixchen 978-90-5328-429-2
Centre for Women cervical cancer programme in Nicaragua
(2005-2009)

370 | 2012 | Equity, accountability and effectiveness in decentralisation 978-90-5328-428-5
policies in Bolivia

369 | 2012 | Budgetsupport: Conditional results — Policy review (2000-2011) 978-90-5328-427-8

369 | 2012 | Begrotingssteun: Resultaten onder voorwaarden — 978-90-5328-426-1
Doorlichting van een instrument (2000-2011)

368 | 2012 | Civil Society, Aid, and Development: A Cross-Country Analysis 979-90-5328-425-4

367 | 2012 | Energievoorzieningszekerheid en Buitenlandbeleid - 979-90-5328-424-7
Beleidsdoorlichting 2006-2010

366 | 2012 | Drinking water and Sanitation — Policy review of the Dutch 978-90-5328-423-0
Development Cooperation 1990-2011

366 | 2012 | Drinkwater en sanitaire voorzieningen - Beleidsdoorlichting van | 978-90-5328-422-3
het 0S-beleid 1990-2011
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365

364

363

362

361
360

359

358

357

357

356

355

354

353

352

351

350

349

348

347

346

2012

2012

2011

2011

2011
2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

Tactische diplomatie voor een Strategisch Concept — De
Nederlandse inzet voor het NAVO Strategisch Concept 2010

Effectiviteit van Economische Diplomatie: Methoden en
Resultaten van onderzoek.

Improving food security: A systematic review of the impact of
interventions in agricultural production, value chains, market
regulation, and land security

De Methodische kwaliteit van Programma-evaluaties in het
Medefinancieringsstelsel-1 2007-2010

Evaluatie van de Twinningfaciliteit Suriname-Nederland

More than Water: Impact evaluation of drinking water supply
and sanitation interventions in rural Mozambique

Regionaal en geintegreerd beleid? Evaluatie van het Nederlandse
beleid met betrekking tot de Westelijke Balkan 2004-2008

Assisting Earthquake victims: Evaluation of Dutch Cooperating
aid agencies (SHO) Support to Haitiin 2010

Le risque d’effets éphémeres: Evaluation d’impact des
programmes d’approvisionnement en eau potable et
d’assainissement au Bénin

The risk of vanishing effects: Impact Evaluation of drinking
water supply and sanitation programmes in rural Benin

Between High Expectations and Reality: An evaluation of
budget support in Zambia

Lessons Learnt: Synthesis of literature on the impact and
effectiveness of investments in education

Leren van NGOs: Studie van de basic education interventies
van geselecteerde Nederlandse NGOs

Education matters: Policy review of the Dutch contribution to
basic education 1999-2009

Unfinished business: making a difference in basic education.
An evaluation of the impact of education policies in Zambia
and the role of budget support.

Confianza sin confines: Contribucién holandesa a la educacién
basica en Bolivia (2000-2009)

Unconditional Trust: Dutch support to basic education in
Bolivia (2000-2009)

The two-pronged approach Evaluation of Netherlands
Support to Formal and Non-formal Primary Education in
Bangladesh, 1999-2009

Schoon schip. En dan? Evaluatie van de schuldverlichting aan
de Democratische Republiek Congo 2003-2010 (Verkorte
samenvatting)

Table rase — et aprés? Evaluation de I'Allegement de la Dette
en République Démocratique du Congo 2003-2010

Vijf Jaar Top van Warschau De Nederlandse inzet voor
versterking van de Raad van Europa

978-90-5328-421-6

978-90-5328-420-9

978-90-5328-419-3

978-90-5328-418-6

978-90-5328-417-9
978-90-5328-414-8

978-90-5328-416-2

978-90-5328-413-1

978-90-5328-415-5

978-90-5328-412-4

978-90-5328-411-7

978-90-5328-410-0

978-90-5328-409-4

978-90-5328-408-7

978-90-5328-407-0

978-90-5328-406-3

978-90-5328-405-6

978-90-5328-404-9

978-90-5328-403-2

978-90-5328-402-5

978-90-5328-401-8
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345

344

343

342

341

340

338

337

336

335

333

332

331

330

329
328
327

326

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2011

2010

2010
2010
2010

2009

Wederzijdse belangen — wederzijdse voordelen Evaluatie van
de Schuldverlichtingsovereenkomst van 2005 tussen de Club
van Parijs en Nigeria. (Verkorte Versie)

Intéréts communs — avantages communs Evaluation de |
‘accord de 2005 relatif a | ‘allegement de la dette entre le Club
de Paris et le Nigéria. (Version Abrégée)

Wederzijdse belangen — wederzijdse voordelen Evaluatie van
de schuldverlichtingsovereenkomst van 2005 tussen de Club
van Parijs en Nigeria. (Samenvatting)

Intéréts communs - avantages communs Evaluation de
I’accord de 2005 relatif a I'allegement de la dette entre le Club
de Paris et le Nigéria. (Sommaire)

Mutual Interests — mutual benefits Evaluation of the 2005
debt relief agreement between the Paris Club and Nigeria.
(Summary report)

Mutual Interests — mutual benefits Evaluation of the 2005
debt relief agreement between the Paris Club and Nigeria.
(Main report)

Consulaire Dienstverlening Doorgelicht 2007-2010

Evaluacion de las actividades de las organizaciones holandesas

de cofinanciamiento activas en Nicaragua

Facilitating Resourcefulness. Synthesis report of the
Evaluation of Dutch support to Capacity Development.

Evaluation of Dutch support to Capacity Development. The
case of the Netherlands Commission for Environmental
Assessment (NCEA)

Aiding the Peace. A Multi-Donor Evaluation of Support to
Conflict Prevention and Peacebuilding Activities in Southern
Sudan 2005 - 2010

Evaluacion de la cooperaciéon holandesa con Nicaragua
2005-2008

Evaluation of Dutch support to Capacity Development. The
case of PSO

Evaluation of Dutch support to Capacity Development. The
case of the Netherlands Institute for Multiparty Democracy
(NIMD)

Evaluatie van de activiteiten van de
medefinancieringsorganisaties in Nicaragua

Evaluation of General Budget Support to Nicaragua 2005-2008
Evaluatie van de Nederlandse hulp aan Nicaragua 2005-2008

Impact Evaluation. Drinking water supply and sanitation
programme supported by the Netherlands in Fayoum
Governorate, Arab Republic of Egypt, 1990-2009

Evaluatie van de Atlantische Commissie (2006-2009)

978-90-5328-398-1

978-90-5328-399-8

978-90-5328-397-4

978-90-5328-395-0

978-90-5328-394-3

978-90-5328-393-6

978-90-5328-400-1

978-90-5328-392-9

978-90-5328-391-2

978-90-5328-389-9

978-90-5328-390-5

078-90-5328-388-2

978-90-5328-387-5

978-90-5328-386-8

978-90-5328-385-1
978-90-5328-384-4
978-90-5328-381-3

978-90-5328-380-6
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325 | 2009 | Beleidsdoorlichting van het Nederlandse exportcontrole- en

wapenexportbeleid

978-90-5328-379-0

- 2009 | Evaluation policy and guidelines for evaluations

No ISBN

324 | 2009 | Investingin Infrastructure

978-90-5328-378-3

- 2009 | Synthesis of impact evaluations in sexual and reproductive

health and rights

978-90-5328-376-9

323 | 2009 | Preparing the ground for a safer World

978-90-5328-377-6

322 | 2009 | Draagvlakonderzoek. Evalueerbaarheid en resultaten

978-90-5328-375-2

321 2009 | Maatgesneden Monitoring ‘Het verhaal achter de cijfers’

978-90-5328-374-5

320 | 2008 | Het tropisch regenwoud in het OS-beleid 1999-2005

978-90-5328-373-8

319 | 2008 | Meer dan een dak. Evaluatie van het Nederlands beleid voor

stedelijke armoedebestrijding

978-90-5328-365-3

318 | 2008 | Samenwerking met Clingendael

978-90-5328-367-7

317 | 2008 | Sectorsteun in milieu en water

978-90-5328-369-1

316 2008 | Be our guests (sommaire)

978-90-5328-372-1

316 | 2008 | Be our guests (summary)

978-90-5328-371-4

316 | 2008 | Be our guests (Main report English)

978-90-5328-371-4

316 | 2008 | Be our guests (samenvatting)

978-90-5328-370-7

316 | 2008 | Be our guests (hoofdrapport)

978-90-5328-370-7

315 | 2008 | Support to Rural Water Supply and Sanitation in Dhamar and

Hodeidah Governorates, Republic of Yemen

978-90-5328-368-4

314 | 2008 | Primus Inter Pares; een evaluatie van het Nederlandse

EU-voorzitterschap 2004

978-90-5328-364-6

313 | 2008 | Explore-programma

978-90-5328-362-2

312 | 2008 | Impact Evaluation: Primary Education Zambia

978-90-5328-360-8

311 2008 | Impact Evaluation: Primary Education Uganda

978-90-5328-361-5

310 2008 | Clean and Sustainable?

978-90-5328-356-1

309 | 2008 | Hetvakbondsmedefinancieringsprogramma — Summary English

978-90-5328-357-8

309 | 2008 | Hetvakbondsmedefinancieringsprogramma — Resumen Espafiol

978-90-5328-357-8

309 | 2008 | Hetvakbondsmedefinancieringsprogramma

978-90-5328-357-8

308 | 2008 | Het Nederlandse Afrikabeleid 1998-2006. Evaluatie van de

bilaterale samenwerking

978-90-5328-359-2

308 2008 | Het Nederlandse Afrikabeleid 1998-2006. Evaluatie van de

bilaterale samenwerking (Samenvatting)

978-90-5328-359-2

307 | 2008 | Beleidsdoorlichting seksuele en reproductieve gezondheid en

rechten en hiv/aids 2004-2006

978-90-5328-358-5

If you would like to receive a publication in printed form, please send an e-mail to

I0B@minbuza.nl, mentioning the title and ISBN number.
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Public-private partnerships (PPP’s) are a arrangement. Moreover, the empirical evidence
relatively recent phenomenon in international on the effectiveness and efficiency of PPP’s is
development cooperation. Current policy notably scarce.

documents frequently refer to expectations

regarding their potential contributions to global This IOB study provides insights in the variety of
development goals. The growing international PPP arrangements. A major conclusion derived
attention was firmly backed by the Netherlands from this review is that PPP evaluations focus on
government. However, there are still few resource sharing but pay little attention to the
diagnostic tools available to determine when and risk-sharing and revenue distribution dimension
how PPP’s represent a preferred institutional of partnerships.
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