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This paper deals with: Korean ODA architec旬re，CUIT巴ntfeatures， review of literatur巴，and issu巴sfor consideration. 

Many ministries are involved in Korean ODA， resulting in segrnentation of ODA players， although between 2010 and 

2019， the Korean ODA budget increas巴d2.5 times. A wide-range review of Korean Iiterature which studied the 

relations between ODA and its economic impacts shows that most research focuses upon economic impacts on the 

macro-level Korean economy. Acadernic interests should identifシthecontributions of agricultural ODA to agricultural 
development of recipient countries. A case is chosen to show economic impacts of an RPC project in the Philippines. 
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1. Introduction 

With diverse global， r巴gional，and national efforts， it is 

shown that也巴 proportionof poor people has been 

d巴creasing，although there exist regional differentiations 

D巴spiteexpanding development aid， it can be demons仕ated

that there紅est出 morethan 800 rnillion people who are 

extremely poor and food insecure (FAO， 2018). For better 

perforrnances， emphasis was moved from aid effectiveness 

to dev巴lopmenteffectiveness after the 4th High Leve1 

Fonun for Aid Effectiveness in Busan in 2011 (Lim，2011) 

One of th巴 most crucial goals of development 

cooperation is the improvement of live1ihood of the people 

in d巴ve10pingareas. Deve10pment effectiv巴nessis closely 

linked with impacts阻 dsustainability of aid pr句ects.In that 

agricultural sector development is critical in overall 

d巴ve1opment，the importance of securing positive social or 

economic impacts of agricultural development pr句巴cts

cannot be overemphasized. 

Korea has rapidly expanded its tinancial commitrnents to 

intemational deve10pment cooperation since around the 

period of 臼 en句rto the OECDIDAC in 2010， and 

agricultural ODA as wel1. A recent悦 ndin Korea shows 

self-ref1ection that deve10pment effectiveness or 

sustainability of positive social and economic impacts needs 

to be consid巴red more seriously in designing and 

implementing development cooperation projects. Crucial 
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issues include debates surrounding ODA architecture， 

me伍ciencies丘omduplication and lack of linkages among 

ODA organizations， and unsystematic project management. 

Meanwhile， studies on出巴re1ationshipsbetween aid and 

economic growth of partner countries are abundant. The立

m勾orconcem would be categorized based on: ODA in 

general vs. ODA in sp巴ci白csectors， and econornic impacts 

upon donor coun町(i巴s)vs. recipi巴ntcountry(i巴s).It will be 

worthwhile to pay more attention to the re1ationships 

betwe巴nagricultural sector ODA and its impacts on 

recipient countries， because， as the World Bank (2007) 

indicated， agricultural growth is at least two times more 

effective in reducing the pov巴町 ofdeveloping countries 

thanany oth巴rsector. 

This paper tries to touch upon these issues by dealing 

with the fol1owing four parts: Korean ODA architecture， 

current features of Korean ODA including the agricu1tura1 

sector， a review of the literature on the re1ationship between 

ODA and its econornic impacts， and issues for further 

consideration 

2. Korean ODAArchitecture 

The legal企ameworkof Korean ODA is based on the 

Framework Act on International Development Cooperation 

(‘Framework Act') and th巴PresidentialDecree which cam巴

into force in July 2010. Since 2010， Mid-terrn Strategy for 

Development Cooperation has been set out twice to cover 

也巴 periods of 2011-2015 and 2016・2020，providing 

柑ategicdirections， principles， ODA targets and allocation 
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guidelines for achi巴ving the goals of development 

cooperation described in law (www.odakorea.go.kr) 

The highest decision-making body for Korean ODA is 

the Committee for Intemational Deve10pment Cooperation 

(CIDC)， chaired by the Prime Minister. Besides finally 

approving ODA projects every year， both grants and 

concessional loans， it deliberates a11 development 

cooperation policies of Korea， including the Five Year 

Intemational Developm巴nt Coop巴ration S回tegy. The 

Working Committee usually discusses the agenda in 

advance ofthe CIDC meeting (see Fi思rre1) 

Many govemmental ministries play the roles of donor 

organizations under the lead巴rshipof Prime Minister's 

O伍ce(PMO). Agencies such as Korea EximBank and 

Korea Intemational Cooperation Agency (KOICA)紅ek巴y

insti旬tionsfor perforrning ODA activities while m姐 yother 

public organizations are also invoJved. Korea EximBank is 

the sole agency monopolizing concessional loans and 

multiJateral aid to multilateral deve10pment banks (MDBs). 

For grant aid， KOICA and forty-one other public 

organizations plan to provide aid as irnplementing agencies， 

as of early 2019 (Korean Govemment， 2019) 

With respect to the agricultural sector， be臥leen2007 and 

2016， seventeen minis仕iesand public organizations have 

engaged in agricultural ODA. They include the Ministry of 

Food， Agriculture， and Rural Affairsゆ1AFRA)，Rural 
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Development Adminis仕組on， and Korea Forest Service， as 

well as KOICA and Korea EximBank但eoet al.， 2019). 

Due to th巴largenumber of irnplementing agencies， there 

have been sustained debates surrounding th巴 issueof 

diversification and丘agmentationof ODA players (for 

example， Park， 2011; Kirn and Kirn， 2009). The Ministry of 

S回tegyand Finance 仰OS町， Minis句 ofForeign Affairs 

(MOFA)， and PMO， as the sup巴rvisingministries of ODA， 

hav巴in仕oducedrul巴sandm巴asuresfor coordination which 

are exp巴cted to reduce unnecessary overlapping and 

me伍ciencieswhile increasing linkages among proposed 

pr叩cts.The guideline recently distributed by MOFAο019， 

Guideline for 2020 Grant Project Action Plan)巴nforces

procedures which every ODA project needs to take in order 

to get approval for budget. Below are a few mechanisrns of 

coordination. 

1) Discussion meetings of organizations concerned 

forgrant 

These region-or sector-based meetings ar巴participatedin 

by minis仕ies，JocaJ governments， and other public 

organizations involved in pr句ectproposals. They deliberate 

every grant proposal and coordinate at the practical level， 

based on血ecriteria whether they coincide with Sustainable 

Development Goals (SDGs)， state foreign policies， Coun町

Partnership S回 tegy(CPS)， etc. 

• Members: Ministers of Relevant ministries 
and civilian experts 

• S~air: Vice _ry'I !n!ste~ ~or Govern ":l e!"'t..~olicy 
• Members: Chiefs of Bureaus and civilian experts 

Supervision of concessio~al loans 
and multilateral aid to MDBs 

workina 
relationsliip 

Figure 1. Korean ODA architecture 
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2) Opinion reference to embassy 

A丘町 receivingproposals， MOFA sends them to the 

embassies in P紅白ercountries to mquire opinions about 

their necessity and prior均r.This process is to confinn 

whether secretari巴sor 0箇cialsresiding in the p紅旬er

coun町 havebeen approached bぁandhave discussed with， 

the project initiators and are well aware ofthe project. 

3) Review of proposals by experts 

Proposals紅巴reviewedby non-governrnental experts and 

professionals by sectors. Experts present review opinions 

about their policy coherenc巴 environmentfor project 

irnplementation， appropriateness of plan， and sustainability. 

Review results are fed back to the project designers for 

revision， if necess訂y.

Usually， during the coordination process， MOFA also 

checks whether the proposals are supported by required 

documents. Required docurnents include the pr句ectconcept 

paperσCP)， which describes也eproject (b巴neficiaries，

short- and long-tenn objectives， indicators for result 

management， related governmental polici巴sand so on， 

besides basic infonnation)， (pre-)feasibility 蜘 dyreport 

(required only for program， pr句ectand consultingザpesof 

aid)， and project requ巴stletter officially signed by the 

managing agency of the partner coun町一forexample， the 

Minis句 ofPlanning.

The purpose is to check and coordinate the cas巴sof 

proposals in which different projects concentrate on the 

same sites or try to mobilize sirnilar means of aid. Those 

projects overlapping with other donor institutions abroad紅巴

also filt巴redout. Seen企omthe 2019 plan by the Korean 

Governm巴nt(2019・p.14)，sixty-one cases or 128 proposals 

have been ordered to‘link' or‘coordinate' to increase 

effectiveness， and another 23 proposals were disapproved 

due to overlapping. 

Despite those measures for ameliorating ine血ciencies

stemmmg企omdiversification and segmentation， Korean 

ODA architecture is still faced with som巴problems.It is not 

specified how the projects will be ‘linked'ぉ aresult of 

coordination because th巴:reis not any fonnalized and 

clear-cut protocol or guidelines for linkage， as of now 

MOFA阻 dKOICA have tried hard to consolidate grant 

irnplementing agencies to KOICA but fai!ed so far， due to 

th巴unwillingnessof oth巴:rministri巴sand public agencies. 

The latter groups raise issues of sector expe同seand 

specialty as th巴rrs仕ongpoints in performing ODA projects; 

me阻 while KOICA argnes for the irnportance of 

professionalism in conforming to the rules and protocols in 

the fields of int巴mationaldevelopment cooperation 

MAFRA operates an intemal deliberative body， the 

Committee on Global Cooperation in Agriculture and 

Fores仕y，to coordinate ODA projects being perfonned by 

public authorities concemed in agricultural and forestry 

sectors. Unlike CIDC， however， the Committee is a place to 

share infonnation about what each organization plans to do 

m血.erthan working as a coordinating and decision-making 

body. 

3. Agricultural ODA泊 Korea

The Second Mid-tenn Strategy for lntemational 

Dev巴lopmentCooperation covering 2016 to 2020 has 

declared that it will support the following three principles: 

integration， reinforcem巴nt，and participation. Twenty-four 

developing coun仕1巴swere selected as prioritized so that 

partnership s回 tegyfor each coun町rwould be estab!ished 

and about 75% of ODA budget should be assigned to these 

countries (Korean Government， 2015). 

For the past ten years， Korean ODA size has increased 

substantially. The total ODA budget in 2019 is 3.2仕出10n

KRW while it was 1.3仕1出onKRW in 2010. There is 5% 

increase in the 2019 budget compared to the 2018 budget 

侭oreaGovernrnent， 2019: p.21). Among them， 78% is 

bilateral ODA and the remaining 22% is multilateral ODA. 

Within bilateral ODA， grant aid occupies 54% and 

concessional loans account for 46 %. The Korean 

government has the target to expand multilateral aid to 25%， 

and grant aid to 60% 

In 2019， the Minis仕yofForei伊Affairs也roughKOICA 

and the Minis仕yof S回 tegyand Finance through EDCF 

will execute about 67% of the annual bi-and multi-lateral 

ODA budget while other governrnental agencies irnplem巴nt

the remaining 33% except for contributions and conces-

sional fund to int巴mationalfinance institutes. 

Geographically， Asian coun出esreceive 39% of total 

bilateral ODA， compared to A企ica22%， and Latin America 

and白巴 Caribbean8%. About th巴shareof A企ica，critical 

review has been raised that it should be bigger than the 

current level (OECD， 2012: p.50) 

The amount of agricultural ODA (agri叫 ture，fores句rand

fisheries) in 2019 is 221 billion KRW， which is about 8.9% 

oftotal bilateral ODA and 9.8% ofbilateral grant aid 

Aid related with hunger eradication， r巴pr巴sentedby 

contributions to the SDG #2， takes about ten percent in 
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numbers， and fourteen percent in budget， following thos巴

areas of education， indus仕y，govemance， water develop-

ment， and public health (Korean Government， 2019: p.9; 

see Figure 2) 
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Figure 2. Percentage of budget and number of 

projects by SDGs 

Note: SDGs 1: no poverty; 2: zero hunger; 3: good health and 

well-being; 4: quality education; 5: gender equality; 6: c1ean 

water and sanitation; 7・affordableand c1ean energy; 8: 

decent work and economic grow由 9・indus句;innovation 

and in企astructure;10: reduced inequalities; 11: sustainable 

cities and communities; 12: responsible consumption and 

production; 13: climate action; 14: life below water; 15: life 

on land; 16: s仕ongpeace釦 djustice institutions; 17・

P紅白ershipsfor the goals. 

So町ce:Korean Government (2019: p.9) 

The fea伯尚 ofbudget distribution， within the agricultural 

sector， can be described based on the Creditor Reporting 

System (CRS) code assigned to each project. For the period 

2007 and 2016， agricultural development (31120) takes the 

largest share of budget， followed by rural development 

(43040)， agricultural water resources (31140)， livestock 

(31163)， and agricultural education/回ining(31181)但eoet 

al.，2019). 

The Korean government has declar巴dthat it will expand 

the ODA budget to r巴ach0.20% of GNI by 2020， but， 

judging企omthe fact that it was 0.16% in 2016 and 0.14% 

in2017，th巴targetwi11 not be attained (Korean Government， 

2015，2019). 

4. Economic Impacts ofKorean Agricultural ODA 

This p紅 isto in仕oduceresearch仕endsin Korea 

surrounding the relationships between ODA and its 

economic impacts. Literature紅巳c1assified:literature on 

ODA姐 dits impact on the Korean econom弘叩dliterature 

on ODA and its impact on dev巴lopingcoun仕ies'economy 

1) Literature on ODA and the Korean economy 

Studies on the economic impacts of ODA are crowded 

among topics related with quanti凶 ivemeasurement of the 

performances of ODA in general for Korean economic 

spher巴s，not paying much attention to the agricultural ODA 

and recipient countries. 

Le巴(2014)analyzed and identified benefits acquir巴dby 

Kor間企omits foreign assistance during the periods of 1986 

and 2009， in particul紅白eimpacts on the Korean economy 

in general through export expansion using a gravity model. 

The reports divided the impacts into direct and indirect ones 

and made comparisons between grants and concessional 

loans. It argued that， adding up direct and indirect impacts， 

loans had con仕ibuteda 5.3 U.S. dollar increase in export 

per one dollar loan to th巴r巴Clpl巴ntcoun住民s，whereas there 

were not significant associations between grants and export 

illcrease 

Similarly， Jeong and Choi (2015) have 紅伊edfor 

spi11-over effects of Korean ODA on such factors as 

domestic consumption， export and investment as w巴11as 

GDP and employment， whereas KAIDEC's (201ηconcem 

is on creation of employment opportunities for youth in 

Korea through ODA. Yoon and Kim (2017) are those who 

also look into the associations between Korean aid and th巴

intemal economy， such as巴xportsand employment within 

Korea 

2) Literature on ODA and developing countries 

Jeong's (2016) work on th巴巴ffectivenessofKorean ODA 

is one of the studies which empirically analyzed the impacts 

on the econornic growth of the recipient countries. The 

regression analysis of economic growth rat巴sagainst ODA 

amount provided during 1992 and 2014 for 58 recipient 

countn巴sshowed very significant positive impacts since 

2011. 

An empirical study by Suh (2011)出edto measur巴the

extent to which Korean ODA had con仕ibutedto the 

econornic growth of three Asian countries， Indonesia， 

Vietnam and th巴Philippines.

Some of the literature goes further to distin忠由h也巴

effects by type of aid， by comparing the effects of grant and 

loan aid on recipient countries. Ma et al. (2015) have凶ed

to analyze the economic effectiveness of grant aid. With 

time series analysis on the effects on Vietnam and Tanzania， 

and panel analysis for 42 pa巾 er∞m仕ies，they concluded 
吐latthe grants have had a positive and significant positive 

effect on GDP growth rate， while in some cases diminishing 
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r巴turnto aid was found. 

Jeong and Kim'sο018) ar.思unentfavors loans in terms 

of their irnpact on GDP growth and human capital over 

grants. Although grants and loans both have positive effects 

on GDP growth， loans have much larger巴ffectson total 

factor productivity (1下P)，and the accumulation of human 

capital. 

The above works all adopt economic growth， represented 

by growth rate， as白emost appropriate index of the irnpact 

on d巴V巴lopingcountries. In that indicators of economic 

growth such as GDP growth rate do not necessarily imply 

aid effectiveness， how巴ver，the works hav巴 limitationsin 

白llyunderstanding the irnpacts on the irnprovement of the 

livelihoods ofthe people in developing countries. 

This is exactly what Hwang et al. (2016) have found in 

their巴mpiricalstudy on aid effi巴ctiveness.Their study 

intended ωidentify也edeterminants of economic growth 

and individual welfare represented as the human 

d巴velopmentindex (HDI). According to the research on 

forty A企icancoun仕iesduring the periods of2005 and 2012， 

ODA affected positively the economic growth， but the same 

was not仕ueforthe HIコI

3) Literature on sector ODA and developing countries 

Economic irnpacts of specific sector ODA have not been 

a popular theme in Kor巴a，with possible巴xceptionsmad巴by

Kim (2008)， which focused upon in企as回 cturalODA， and 

Kim and Jang (2012)， which analyzed ICT sector aid's 

inlpacts upon A査icancountries. Literature which analyzed 

the irnpacts of agricultural ODA upon the recipient 

coun仕iesis not available at the moment in Korea 

4) Economic impact evaluation through project 

evaluation 

At th巴micro-Iev巴1，the economic irnpacts from ODA can 

b巴partlyfigured through proj巴ct巴valuation，because most 

of the pr句ectsin KO[l巴aare usually assessed by applying 

OECDIDAC's five principles: relevance， e:ffi巴chven巴ss，

E伍ciency，irnpact and sustainability. The result framework 

has been recognized as a useful tool for systematically 

tracking a proリ巴ct'sperformances for the short-， medium-to 

long-term period. 

A project's outputs are initial resu1ts企omcombinations 

of activities and inputs， occurring in most cases in the 

short-term period and affecting a limited number of (direct) 

b巴neficiariesand areas which the project has covered. 

Project outcomes紅eaggregated changes for the medium-

to long-term period which can be identified among more 

people and within broader spaces， that is， local areas within 

a coun句，'sterritory or even th巴coun仕yas a whol巴.Impacts

of a project are more related with the level of s回 tegles

which donors or ODA policy decision-makers have in mind 

as白1a1objectives. Below， Figure 3 shows an example of 

the resu1t chain企ameworkof a (hypothetical) technology 

d巴velopmentproject 

羽Thenwe say‘economic irnpact' of a project， it is mostly 

related with any changes in earnings， tangible and intangible 

assets， inc1uding values to be realized without doubt in the 

m紅白旬re.As it would b巴 possiblein many cases to 

meas町巴 theincomes or values quantitativel弘 itlooks an 

easy task to leam the economic irnpacts of a project. But it 

is not the case. The neglect of a baseliue survey makes it 

irnplausible to measure the amount and degree of changes 

after the project. Data and statistics are in many cases hard 

to obtain even企omthe beneficiaries and stakeholders. 

Sophisticated methodologies are not applicable for various 

reasons 

Project evaluation is critical in m巴asuringmid-term 

irnpacts， suggesting the adoption of any follow-up measures 

and finding out lessons for other upcoming cooperation 

activities. Since 2014 All agencies have enforced th巴

undertaking of evaluations， although not toward all pr句巴cts

Besides the巴valuationof each project selected， Korea has 

m仕oducedthe evaluation of cooperation with a specific 

partner coun仕y，sector evaluation， and thematic evaluation 

as well. All evaluation reports紅巴opento the public through 

anintem巴tsit巴(www.odakorea.go.kr)

E五〉匝通う 匝亘b

Figure 3. Example of result chain framework 

Source: Author's own work 

To measure the economic irnpacts by ODA project on 

beneficiaries is notoriously either difficult or unfeasible for 
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various reasons. Methodologies for impact assessment have 

been in仕oduced，but there is a long way to go for 

application. Result-bas巴dproject rnanagement and baseline 

surveys have started to be undertaken only recently in 

Korea， which makes unlikely the precise understanding of 

巴conomicimpacts ofthe agricultural ODAprojects 

Below， this paper tries to describe a case which evaluated 

impacts of an agric叫turalODA proリectin Korea using 

econome出cmethodology. Korea Intemational Cooperation 

Agency (KOICA) initiated a 13 million USD project in four 

provinces of the Philippines to support building rice 

processing complexes (RPCs) from 2009 to 2013 (see 

Fi思rre4 for locations). Three years a食erthe proj ect白首shed，

a third-party research center impl巴mented巴valuationto 

identify project outcomes and irnpacts. 

5) A case of economic impact: RPC in the Philippines 

The evaluation team's overall conclusion was that th巴y

found reduced loss and enhanced quali句Iof rice at the 

postharvest stage thanks to the RPCs， partly con仕ibutingto 

th巴increaseof famers' income and welfare. However， the 

possibility of longer-t巴rrn， sustainable operation and 

management of th巴 facilitiesby也巴 localpeople was 

dubious (CIDC， 2016). 

Philippines 
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Figure 4. Loca“ons ofRPCs泊 thePhilippines 
Source: Author's own work 

The proリectprovided a rice milling system with a milling 

capacity of 2.5 ton per hour or 5，600 ton per ye民 anda 

合りngmachine with 10 ton per hour for each RPc. The 
economic benefits企omthe facilities were derived in thr巴巴

aspects: rate of ric巴loss，quality of rice represented by the 

rate of crushed rice， and cost reduction due to efficiency in 

dis仕ibution.Th巴rateofrice loss fell from 15% to 10%， the 

emergence rat巴ofcrushed rice from 40づ0%to 10%， and 

dis仕ibutionand marketing processes became more efficient 

because of diminished stages of distribution企omfour to 

也氏巴:grower - col1ector or‘palayass巴mbler'- processor 

- seller， to grower - processor - seller， skipping th巴

collector. 

Assurning 30 ye紅s'duration for facili仕巴sand 10 ye紅 S

for equipm巴nt，it was estimated that白erewould be a 7.4% 

economic rate of retum， in the case that the RPCs operated 

at their full capacity. However， with the operation rate at 

the time of evaluation of 25%， it only produced a negative 

13.3% rate of r巴tum，meaning no feasibility to invest. The 

operation rates ofthe drying machines were lower: 11-13% 

(se巴Table1) 

The lowop巴rationrates were due to the lack of supply of 

raw material， paddy， and high cost for釦巴1to合ythe 

paddies. RPC， a食巴rbeing handed over to the local 

govemrnent， did not have enough funds to purchase paddy 

by thernselves. Kerosene was too expensive fu巴1;therefore 

they had to change the system to use biomass instead. 

Unlike milling and drying facilities， storage facilities 

operated at excessive capacity， implying也edi伍cultiesof 

timely release of milled rice for sale， thus causing financial 

problerns. 

Table 1. Ch an~ es m ERRby ductio →..  ，守ー ーー

Operation rate 100% 75% 50% 25% 

Yearly production of 5，600 4，200 2，800 1，400 
mil!ed rice* ton ton ton ton 

Economic rate of 
7.4% 2.5% -3.5% -13.3% 

return (ERR) 

Note: * Assuming that白efacilities last for 30 ye紅sand equipment 

for 10 years. 

Source: CIDCσ016) 

As 96.7% of the total pr句ectbudget had been assigned 

ωtb巴 constructionof the facilities and the purchase of 

equipment， capacity building for sound management and 

business operations were far企omenough. Furthermore， 

many practicallevel officers who got回 iningand education 

tlrrough this project wer巴 foundto leav巴 thepositions 
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afterwards. The evaluation team diagnosed that the recipient 

partner should have found solutions to secure busin巴ss-

minded experts as wellぉ mechanicsto maintain the 

facilities 

Lower op巴rationrates and less production of processed 

rice than expectation have resulted in meager impacts on 

local or national level income increase in the rice sector. In 

spite of that， it is also true that也eproject provided quite 

good benefits to those who participated in the rice supply 

chain. The RPCs made special contracts with farmers to 

purchase paddy， or palaぁforprocessing at a high巴:rpnce 

than m紅ket，which was estimated to be beneficial to 

farmers， as much as 9 to 10 million pesos each year (50 

pesos is equivalent to about 1 US dollar). 

5. Summary and Conclusion 

This part tries to ex仕actkey issu巴ssurrounding Korean 

agricultural ODA， inc1uding the econornic impacts 

Diversification and overlapping of cooperation projects 

by various public organizations have been one of the hotly 

debated issues for the past more than ten ye紅sin Korea. 

The Korean governm巴nthas in仕oducedsome procedures to 

ameliorate th巴 issues，for example， to give favor or 

preference in the budget screening process if the proposals 

include ideas of linkages between different ministries， 

although those kinds of effort are unable to effectively 

manage the issue 

Korean ODA budget size is expanding faster than in any 

other OECDIDAC coun町;but it is still 釦 belowthe level 

which int巴rnational society has suggested. Regional 

assignment ofbudget is sk巴wedto Asian coun仕ies，leaving 

A企ica'sshare smaller than a qu訂terin proportion (22% in 

2019). Agricultural ODA is slightly less than 10% of the 

total budget， and， when considering the critical importance 

of the agriculture and rural development of developing 

coun位ies，the share needs to be increased 

Literature on也巴 ODAand its economic impacts are 

reviewed to check current仕endsin Korea. Most of the 

studies are focused upon the economic impacts upon the 

Korean economy， such as exports and employment， and a 

smaller number of studies has dealt with the impact of也E

recipi巴ntcountries' economy. Economic growth， repre-

sented by GDP per capita， for巴xample，has be巴n也emost 

popu1ar variable in th巴studiesofthe latter kind. 

Studies on the impacts ofthe agricultural ODA in general 

are non-eXIstent for now. Acadernic emphasis should be 

given to th巴 topicto identiかthecon仕ibutionsof the 

agricultural ODA to the development of the agricu1tural 

sector and economy as a whole ofthe recipient countries. 

This paper selected an ODA project as a case to show its 

economic impacts: i.e.， p巴rformancesof RPC operations 

and benefits enjoyed by farmers who仕adedwith the 

facilities in也巴 Philippinesby reviewing an ex post 

evaluation report 

Usually， monitoring or巴valuationreports apply fiv巴

principles of OECDIDAC when checking current process or 

performance of a project. For ass巴ssingthe outcomes and/or 

impacts in a r巴sult企ameworkafter th巴conc1usionof th巴

project， it is not easy to find reports using any econom巴tric

methodologies for now even at th巴proリectlevel. It may b巴

because systematic data accumu1ation through， for example， 

a base!ine s町vey，was not implemented for monitoring and 

evaluation purposes企omthe start ofthe pr句ect

This paper has dealt with economic impacts of ODA in 

the field of agriculture; however， development of 

underdeveloped countries is not be attained only by th巴

economic b巴nefitsfrom such assistance. As the seventeen 

sustainable development goals (SDGs) indicate， social， 

cultural， political， environmental， and oth巴rnon-econOll11C 

aspects are also critical in resolving tmderdevelopment阻 d

facing challenges. Discussions about the economic impacts 

of ODA shou1d b巴白11herlinked with those issues at the 

global， regional， national， and locallevels 

References 

Food and Agriculture Organizationσ~O) (2018) The S.ωte of 

Food Security and Nu白ゴ"tiOI1in the World， FAO 

Heo， J.， H. Seok， W. Cha， Y. Lee， and D. Jeongο019) Nongrim副p

Bunya Joongjeom砂upryuk1a1胎')IulKu伊 Gaebal}f，戸IPryuk

Jeomァ'ak Sooripσi1tel11ational Development Cooperation 
Strategy in Agriculture and Fo問 tlySectorfor Focus Coun肘es)，

Korea Rural Economic Institute 

Hwang， J.， H. Park， S. L民 andH. Lim (2016) Gongjeok Gaebal 

Wo勾oeuiWo吋oHyogwaseonggwa Hankuk: ODAe Daehan 

Sisajeom (An Empirical S旬dyon the Aid Effectiveness of 

O伍cialDevelopment Assistance and Its ImplicationsωKorea)， 

Joumal ofthe KO/四 nRegional Development Association 28: 5. 

Jeong， H. 組 dH. K血 (2018)A Comparative Analysis of 

Development Effectiveness of ODA Grants and ODA Loans， 

Joul71al ofKorean National Economy 36: 1. . 
Jeong， 1. and D. C口t問 (ο201凶町5の)"干佑IJoωg仰r門'/1叩ra ODA S.品aeoψ'pフ加E白仰uωdKu此k初?ηnaeE 

P凸ag，伊E倒up正吟か.ogw，匂.aPηye，ωm匂1沼'gg，伊a 】あ色加unk初伽U∞o(μA S，伽似.tud砂yon Dome.釘凶帥，sl，幼『吋叩ti的l巴C 



Korean Agricultural ODA and Its Economic Impacts: System， Performance， and Some Issues 73 

Ripple Effect of Korean ODA)， Intemational Employment 

Development Institute 

Jeong， T. (2016) Woorinara Gon回eok Gaebal Wonjoeui 

Hyogwaseonge Gwanhan Yunkoo (Effectiveness of Korean 

O伍cialDevelopment Assistance)， lnte円凶ionalB附 nessRfNiew

20: 4. 

回.m， E. and J. Kimο009) Hankook Wonjo Chegyeeui Boonjeoli 
Wonjo Hyugv.叩 eongeMichineun】セonghyangMit G，ロeseol1

Bangan (Kol官.anODA左Fragl1lentation:lt，臼'slmplic白t訂i問0ωnson Aid 

m加 lvel月1叩白凶S ω仰1d S.品白仰M訂ωteg悶 βr lmpro仰νE即111間e
Int旬E巴:ma仰tionalCo∞0叩peぽra剖.11ωonAg巴enc句y 

回.m， 1. (2008) Gongjeok Gaebal Wo町oeuiHyogwae Gwanhan 

Yunkoo Donghyang (Research Trend of ODA Effectiveness)， 

MonthかReportof Korea Maritil1le lnstitute Vol.288 

Kim， S. and 1. Jang (2012) ICT Boonyae Daehan ODAga A企ica

Gyeongje Seongjange Michineun Hyogwa (Analysis of ICT 

ODA on A盆icanEconomic Growth)， Joul11al of the Korean 

Association of Afi7.can Studies Vo1.37. 

Kore組AssociationofIntemational Development and Cooperation 

侭AIDEC)ο017) Go喝 eokGaebal Wonjoreul TOIψan Jisok 

Ganeunghan fljari Changchool Bangan (Sustainable Job 

Crea白onthrough ODA)， Korean Association of Intemational 

Development and Cooperation 

Korean Govemrnent (2015) Je 2cha G7吻eGaebal HlメIpl戸k

Joonggi Gyehyok (刀¥e Second Mid-terl1l Strategy for 

DfNelopment Cooperation)， Republic ofKorea 

Korean Govemrnent (2019) 2019時間 KulgeGaebal 1加tpryuk

JOIψap sa間 ngGyehoek (Annual lntegrated 1，叩lemen印刷7
Plan for h印 71Gtional DfNelopment Cooperation 2019)， 

Republic ofKorea 

Kyunghee Daehakkyo Ku勾eGaebal Hyupryuk Yunkoo Center 

(CIDC) (2016) Philippine 4gaejoo Migok Jonghap Cheorijang 

Geonlip Saeop Sahoo Pyeongga Bogoseo (An Ex Post Eνalua-

tion R司portof RPC Establishl11ent in the Four P，匂νincesofthe 
Philψtpines， Korea Intemational Cooperation Agency. 

Lee， 1. (2014) ODAeui Gongyeoguk Gyeongje Giyeo Hyogwa 

Boonseok: Hankook Sarye (An Analysis of Economic 

Contribution Effects of ODA on Donor Coun町・ CaseofKorea)， 

Korea Eximbank 0νerseas Economic Rωearch lnstitute Report. 

Lim， S. (2011) Busan Chonghoeeui Gyulgwawa KOICA Gaebal 

H川明pSaeope Daehan Hameui (The Results of Busan HLF 

and their Implications on KOICA Development Cooperation 

Projects)，lnte円1ationalDevelopment Cooperation ¥ゐ1.4.

Ma， 1.， S. Yoo民S.Hong， and S. Hwang (2015) Moosang ~怖いeUI

Gyeongjeseong砂'Ogl叩 Boo四 ok(An Ana加ison Economic 

Effectiveness ofGrant)， Korea Intemational C冶operationAgency. 

OECD (2012) Korea DfNelopment Assistance COll1l1li的 e(DAC) 

Peer RfNu?w 2012， OECD 

Park， M. (2011) Hankook Moosang ODAeui Partnership Jego 

BGI伊 nYw由。 (ASludy on Enhancel1lent of Partnersh伊 of

KOI官anGrant ODA: Establis幼111初加111判f悶E臼enti!.ザfCoo，ψtpera 白加01月~砂b砂加P在'st，的el11η 

amo月g Goν四E円171111η71e町川1t and Public Orga印n服1

Int巾t匂em百a討泊tio∞na阻alCo∞op 巴ra百討油t白10r叩nAgency.

S凶 ， W. T. (2011) Gongjeok Gaebal Wonjoga Gyeongj巴

Seongjange Mic凶 Hyogwaseonge Gwa由an Siljeung 

Yunkoowa Geu Sisajeom (An Empirical Study of Effects of 

ODA on Economic Growth and Implications)， lntel71a白onal

Developmellt and Cooperation Review 4・l

World Bank (2007) Agriculture in Development， World Ba且k

Yoon， Y. and H 阻m(2017) KOICA Moosang Wonjoeui Gooknae 

Soochool Mit Goyonge Michineun J告onghyangeGwanhan 

Yunkoo (A Study on lmpacts of Grant Aid by KOICA on 

Domιstic Eλrports and Employment)， Korea Intemational 

Cooperation Agency 


