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Net ODA: Trends in volume and as a share
of GNI, 1999-2015, Greece
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II. GREECE

Greece’s official development assistance

In 2015, Greece provided USD 282 million in net ODA
(preliminary data), which represented 0.14% of gross
national income (GNI) and an increase of 38.7% in real
terms from 2014, partly due to in-donor refugee costs.
Greece’s ODA budget decreased between 2009 and 2013, as
a direct consequence of the severe economic crisis, and
started to grow again in 2014. Greece is the 26th largest
Development Assistance Committee (DAC) provider in
terms of its share of ODA as a percentage of GNI, and the
24th in terms of volume.

Greece’s share of untied ODA (excluding administrative
costs and in-donor refugee costs) was 22% in 2014,
showing an important increase from 2013 (when it was at
2.7%), but still well below the 2014 DAC average of 80.6%.
The high share of tied aid reflects the composition of
Greece’s aid portfolio, affected by severe fiscal constraints
in recent years, which has a high share of tied technical
co-operation (i.e. scholarships, imputed students’
costs - considered by the DAC as tied by definition). The
grant element of total ODA was 100% in 2014.

Greece reported USD 21.3 million of its in-donor refugee
costs as ODA in 2014. These costs represented 8.6% of its
total net ODA.

Figure 19.2. Net ODA: Trends in volume and as a share

of GNI, 1999-2015, Greece
[ Net ODA (left axis) ODA as a % of GNI (right axis)
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In 2014, 18.6% of Greece’s ODA was provided bilaterally.
Greece allocated 81.4% of total ODA as core contributions to
multilateral organisations, compared with the DAC country
average of 28.3%. This high share reflects the overall decline
in its ODA. In addition, it channelled 4.1% of its bilateral
ODA for specific projects implemented by multilateral
organisations (multi-bi/non-core contributions).

Figure 19.3. Share of ODA channelled to and through
the multilateral system, two year averages,
gross disbursements, Greece
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In 2014, only 13% of Greece’s bilateral ODA was
programmed at partner country level. Greece’s share of
country programmable aid (CPA) was low compared to the
DAC country average (52.9%) in 2014. This is explained by its
limited grant-giving funds, its high spending for refugees in
Greece (46% of bilateral aid) and imputed student costs.
Technical assistance accounted for 25% of CPA.

Figure 19.4. Composition of bilateral ODA, 2014,
gross disbursements, Greece
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In 2014, USD 4.2 million of bilateral ODA was ch lled
to and through civil society organisations (CSOs),
corresponding to 9.2% of bilateral aid (compared to the
DAC country average of 17.4%).

Figure 19.5. Bilateral ODA to and through GSOs,
two year averages, gross disbursements, Greece
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Net ODA in 2016 by DAC donor, USS$ billions, current prices
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Source: OECD DAC: DAC1, accessed 11 April 2017
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MNet ODA, constant 2016 USD billions

> Development aid stable in 2017 as refugee costs ease
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GREECE

Gross Bilateral ODA, 2010-11 average, uniess otherwise shown

Change By Income Group (USD m) Ciockwise from top
Net ODA 2010 2011 201011
5 mLDCs
Current (UsD'm) SC8 4235 -16.3%
Constant (2010 USD m) 508 3586 -22.1% W Other Low-Incame
In Eura {million) 383 305 -20.3% 58
QDAGHMI 0.17%  0.15% W Lower Middle-
Bilateral share 473 36% Income
M Upper Middle-
Income
Top Ten Recipients of Gross ODA Unallocated
(UsD million) a0
1 Albania 52
2 Serhiz 13 By Region (USD m)
3 Egypt q M South of Sahara
4 West Bank & Gaza strip B 12 7 W south & Central Asia
5 Turkey 5 50
5 Ukraine 3 W COther Aziz and
7 Syria 3 Oceania
8 Jordan Z M Middle East and
8 Armenia 2 Morth Africa
10 Georgia - B Latin America and
Memo: Share of gross bilateral ODA Caribbean
Top 5 recipients 46% Europe
Top 10 recipients 53% 82
Top 20 recipients 59%
By Sector
I 1 1 T T T T T 1 1
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 20% e0% 70% 90% 1003

M Education, Health & Population
B Production
W DebtRelief

Source: QECD - DAC ; www.oecd.org/dac/stats

W Other Social Infrastructure
W Multisectar
W Humanitarian Aid
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M Economic Infrastucture
B Programme Assistance
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. (s, ETa g\ Al DAC List of Aid Recipients (Countries and Regions) for 2009

tApplied to 2009 dishursements)

Least Developed Countries (LOC) Other Low Income Countries Lower Middle Income Countries and Territories Upper middle income countries and territories
{49 countries) {per capita GNI <U53935) (per capita GNI LIS$936-3,705) {per capita GNI U5$3,706-11,455)

Afghanistan Togo Lzbekistan Azerbaijan Dominican Republic Argenting Barbados*¥
Angola Niger Ghana Algeria Turkmenistan Anguilla Fiji
Yemen Nepal Morth Korea Albania Tonga Antigua and Barbuda ™ Brazil
Uganda Haiti Kyrgyz Republic Armenia Mamibia Uruguay Venezuela
Ethiopia Vanuatu Kerya Iraq Miue Oman ™ Belarus
Eritrea Bangladesh Cote d'lvoire Iran Micaragua Kazakhstan Belize
Gambia Timor-Leste Zimbakwe India Paraguay Gabon Botswana
Cambodia Bhutan Tajikistan Indonesia Falestinian Authorities Cuba Mayotte
Guinea Burkina Faso Migeria Ukraing Fhilippines Cook lslands Malaysia
Guinea-Bissau Burundi Pakistan Ecuadaor Peru Grenada Mexico
Kiribati Benin Papua Mew Guinea Eqgypt Bosnia and Herzegavina Croatia Mauritius
Comaoros Madagascar Wiet Mam El Salvador Bolivia Costa Rica Montenegro
Democratic Republic of the Conga | Malawi Cape Verde Honduras lamaica Montserrat
Samoa Mali Guyana Marshall lslands Suriname Litwya
Sd0 Tomé and Principe Myanmar Cameroon Macedonia Seychelles Lebanon
Zambia Mauritania Guatemala Micronesia Serbia South Africa
Sierra Leone Mozambigue Republic of Congo Moldova Saint Helena
Djibauti Maldives Georgia Maracco Saint Christopher and Mevis
Sudan Laos Kosovo ™ Mangolia Saint Vincent
Equatorial Guinea Liberia Colombia lordan Saint Lucia
Senegal Fwanda Syria Wallis and Futuna Islands Chile
Somalia Lesotho Sri Lanka Dominica
Soloman Swaziland Trinidad and Tobago**¥
Tanzania Thailand Turkey
Chad China Mauru
Central Africa Tunisia Panama
Tuvzlu Tokelau Islands Palau

Source: [ Sounces
"1 GMI values are fram 2007.

*2  Antigua and Barbuda and Oman passed the high income countries threshokd in 2007 In accordance with the DAL «
*3  Barbadas and Tenidad and Tobage passed the high income coundries theeshald in 2006 and 2067, In accordance with §

*4  This does ot imply amy legal position af the OECD reqarding Kosowa's status,

ules for revisions of this List, they will graduate from the List i 2011 if they remain high income countries until 2010,
hie DAL rubes Tor revisions of this List, they will graduate from the List in 2071 they remain high income countries untl 2000,
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Figure 3.2. Percentage of bilateral ODA allocated to and through NGOs by DAC member, 2009
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Saource: Development Assistance Committee (DAC) Creditor Reporting System (CRS).

Note: This table uses the CRS database on donors' reporting aid to and through NGOs. The ‘to" NGO

aid flows are based on the bifmulti field which indicates “3’ or purpose codes starting with 920. The ‘through’
NGO aid flows are based on the bi/multi field which indicates ‘1', channel codes starting with 20 but excluding
the purpose code starting with 920.

* Denotes where 25% or more of channel codes are blank/not complated.

** Data for the United States on ODA through NGOs are incomplete.



Aid 10 and through NGOs, 2007-2009,
USD million (disbursements)

DAC Member 2007 2008
Australia 171

Austria 76 70
Belgium 259 305
Canada

Denmark

Finland 135 160
France 82 91
Germany 788

Greece 0 2
Ireland 297 348
Italy 129 123
Japan

Korea 8 10
Luxembourg 0 g2
Metherlands 1766
New Zeland 0 54
MNorway 853
Portugal 6 12
Spain* 0 1468
Sweden 765
Switzerland 394 454
United Kingdom 963 982
United States 3267 4438
EU Institutions 761

Grand total 10 426 14 494

2009
253
69
336
639

176
118
993

255
126
321

11
84
1480
49
863

942
77T
480
1068
6239
1455
16 929

Aid through NGOs, 2007-09,
USD million (disbursements)

DAC Member
Australia
Austria
Belgium
Canada
Denmark
Finland
France
Germany™
Greece
Ireland

Italy

Japan
Korea
Luxembourg
Netherlands
New Zeland
Norway
Portugal
Spain™*
Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom

United States

EU Institutions

Grand total

2007
157
75
113

128
28
788

147
109

262

3 267

7 509

2008

68
137

150
33

156
121
58

74
543
28
853

4
1439
494
319
637
4438
759
11 637

2009
195
67
155
585

173
106
993

163
118
81

77
453
25
863

922
640
340
745
6239
1455
14 523

Aid to NGOs, 2007-09,

USD million (disbursements)

DAC Member
Australia
Austria
Belgium
Canada
Denmark
Finland
France
Germany™*
Greece
Ireland

Italy

Japan
Korea
Luxembourg
Netherlands
New Zeland
Norway
Portugal
Spain
Sweden

Switzerland

United Kingdom

United States

EU Institutions

Grand total

2007
14

;
146

54

150
21

132
963

2917

2008

168

10

58

192

137

1222
27

29
27
135
345

2 857

2009
58

181

bb

12

102

240

1027
24

20
137
140
323

2 406
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