
Australia’s comments on the TOSSD 
Compendium  

Australia supports the DCD’s efforts to engage in open and inclusive consultations on the 

scope and statistical features of the proposed TOSSD measure. Australia encourages the 

DCD to maintain a geographic balance in its outreach and consultations, including by giving 

appropriate attention to the Asia-Pacific region.  

 

While the DCD’s ambition for TOSSD is significant, it appears the measure may lack a level 

of universal support to match that ambition.  Continuing feedback from non-DAC donors, 

recipient countries and the UN will be critical to understand what is desirable and achievable. 

 

Australia’s comments on specific issues discussed in the compendium are outlined below. 

 Australia welcomes the overarching emphasis on transparency and on gaining a greater 

understanding of, and ability to manage, all sources of development finance.  

 The level of demand for the proposed TOSSD measure needs to be clearly established 

and articulated, involving meaningful consultation with a broad range of recipient 

countries  

 Australia supports a gradual roll-out of the measure, learning from, and building on, 

systems and knowledge already in place. 

 The distinction between ODA and TOSSD should be clear. TOSSD complements, but 

does not replace ODA. Australia sees ODA as a subset of TOSSD.  

 Clarity is needed with regards to how ‘the majority of benefits’ flowing to developing 

countries will be defined for the purposes of determining which activities are TOSSD 

eligible.  There is likely to be a loss of comparability if providers are allowed discretion 

in interpreting the definition. 

 As recognised in the Addis Ababa Action Agenda, trade finance from official sources 

can have a positive development impact and should be included in TOSSD (within 

parameters yet to be negotiated). 

 Australia considers that while it is important that resources leveraged from the private 

sector are measured, TOSSD should measure official flows only (as the measure’s title 

implies).  Measurements of funds leveraged would be at best only estimates.  Allowing 

different types of mobilised finance to be disaggregated will assist analysts to judge the 

accuracy of figures presented and make reasonable comparisons (e.g. between countries 

or over time). 

 With respect to the provider perspective, it would be most valuable if the method of 

reporting were consistent across all donors to enable comparability and transparency. 

 It would be reasonable to report figures measured in purchasing power parity (PPP) 

alongside USD, but this should not be the main way TOSSD is measured. If PPP were to 

be used in parallel to USD, it would be appropriate to apply it to all of the TOSSD 

components relevant to a particular country. 

 Australia agrees that there should be no targets or commitments associated with this 

new measure. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 


