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Executive Summary

The World Bank exerts influence over the development 
policies of low and middle income countries. It does this 
through various channels, including financial operations, 
policy advice and ‘knowledge products’ such as research and 
diagnostics tools. 

Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) and academics have 
investigated conditions attached to both the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) and World Bank loans and the tendency 
to advance a donor-driven reform agenda in recipient 
countries, undermining democratic ownership of development 
policies. This discussion paper investigates the policy 
influence of one strand of diagnostics tools promoted by the 
WBG (WBG)  – The Country Private Sector Diagnostic (CPSD).   

The growing influence of CPSD

CPSD reports are drafted by staff of the World Bank and the 
International Finance Corporation (IFC) – the private sector 
arm of the World Bank. They are essentially a broad-based 
assessment a country’s economic sectors; the identification 
of business opportunities for – and constraints to – private 
sector investment; and policy recommendations to mobilise 
investment. These recommendations constitute good practice 
according to the WBG when it comes to the private sector. 

CPSD reports also include policy and regulatory 
recommendations for governments and government support 
for private investors, including through public-private 
partnerships (PPPs) across various sectors including energy, 
transport, health, education, water.  

Private actors can use all of this information to inform 
future investment decisions. In addition, the findings from 
the CPSDs provide crucial information to the WBG to guide 
its operations and financing arrangements. 

These diagnostics have an influential role both in shaping 
World Bank and domestic policies. Their use is expected 
to be scaled up considerably in the short-term. CPSD 
reports will increasingly provide important reference 
points for informing and implementing the Maximizing 
Finance for Development (MFD) agenda – the World Bank’s 
flagship strategy for development finance. The MFD aims 
to mobilise private finance and create markets to achieve 
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). In this context, 
CPSDs examine a country’s economic sectors in order to 
identify market opportunities for – and policy reforms to 
support – market creation. 

A better understanding of the recommendations of CPSDs 
sheds light on the World Bank’s direction of travel in terms of 
private sector development, in particular in the field of public 
service provision.

Structure of the briefing

In this discussion paper, we define role of CPSD reports in 
contributing to the implementation of the MFD approach and 
then explain the policy recommendations across sectors 
in eight countries: Angola, Burkina Faso, Ethiopia, Ghana, 
Kazakhstan, Kenya, Nepal and Rwanda. 

In our sample, the principal sectors identified for increased 
private sector investment are:

•	 Agribusiness (7 countries)
•	 Transport and Logistics (6 countries)
•	 Information and Communications Technology (6 

countries)
•	 Health (5 countries)
•	 Energy (5 countries)
•	 Education (4 countries)
•	 Finance (4 countries)

The main obstacles to private sector development according 
to CPSD are:

•	 Insufficient infrastructure (5 countries)
•	 Lack of professional skills (5 countries)
•	 Access to finance (5 countries)
•	 Restrictive Business Climate (4 countries)
•	 Restrictive Trade Policy (4 countries)
•	 Market Structure (4 countries)
•	 Access to land (4 countries)

CPSDs are included in policy recommendations in the 
following fields:

•	 Regulatory reforms of the business environment, 
competition policy and State Owned Enterprise (SOE) 
reform: (8 countries)

•	 Trade liberalisation and investment promotion (8 countries)
•	 Improved land access for investors: (7 countries)
•	 Improved access to finance (6 countries)
•	 PPP promotion in infrastructure, transport or energy 

(5 countries)
•	 Private health and education (5 countries)

Finally, we focus in on policy recommendations in the health 
and education sectors and compare these to rights-based 
approaches in public service provision.  
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Findings

We found that CPSD reports influence the WBG policy 
planning cycle at an early stage and are increasingly likely 
to shape the WBG’s country engagement and financial 
operations. The strategic direction and priorities put 
forward in these diagnostics are not merely suggestions 
– they exert a significant influence on partner countries. 
Indeed, recommendations and findings from the earliest 
CPSD reports have been translated into WBG conditional 
loans and grants, which turns them into a directive.

This paper also shows that these diagnostics typically aim 
to increase the role of the private sector in the economy 
(see policy recommendations above). This steers financing 
decisions at both the national and World Bank level in support 
of the projects and policies that create markets, hence 
squeezing the policy space for alternative policies such as 
rights–based public development policies based on fighting 
inequalities. 

Furthermore, CPSDs advance similar policy recommendations 
in all countries where they have been used, suggesting that 
there is a blueprint of “the right economic policies”, which 
can be applied across different country settings. This fails to 
sufficiently take into account specific local contexts. 

The recommendations are also not based on wide 
stakeholder consultations, including with representatives 
of local communities. Such an approach risks undermining 
democratic ownership of development policies – one of the 
key principles of development effectiveness.   

The impact on public services

This paper has also shown that the WBG – through CPSDs – is 
actively supporting increased private sector involvement in 
rights-based services such as health and education in partner 
countries, while publicly funded and delivered services are 
deprioritised. CPSDs in these sectors centre around regulatory 
reforms tailored to the private sector; active pursuit of PPPs; 
and government support for private providers. 

Findings for the education sector:

•	 CPSDs considers education a priority sector for private 
investment in four countries: Ghana, Nepal, Angola and 
Ethiopia. 

•	 CPSDs recommends permissive regulatory reforms in 
three countries. 

•	 Three countries were requested to put in place some 
form of government support to spur private investment 
in education, including PPPs.

Findings for the health sector:

•	 CPSDs considers health a priority sector for private 
investment in five countries: Ghana, Nepal, Angola, 
Ethiopia and Kenya. 

•	 Five countries are encouraged to enact business-friendly 
regulatory reforms. 

•	 Four countries are recommended to put in place some 
form of government support to spur private investment 
in health, including health PPPs.

The profit-driven nature of private health care and 
education, including PPPs, tends to benefit wealthier 
segments of the population. This contrasts starkly with 
rights-based approaches, which emphasise universal 
and equitable access to health services and quality public 
schooling, especially for women and girls. 

Refocusing the World Bank as a public development bank

As CPSDs advocate allocating more public funding towards 
these approaches, there is a risk of diverting crucial 
resources away from development interventions with solid 
proven impact on poverty reduction. Instead of promoting 
private service provision and PPPs, the WBG should prioritise 
public sector approaches. As a development bank, the WBG 
should work with countries to deliver on their obligation to 
provide free quality education and universal access to health. 

The WBG defends CPSD’s emphasis on catalysing more 
private investment on the grounds that this will lead to better 
development outcomes. However, CPSDs do not include 
systematic and robust gender-sensitive and human rights 
based development impact assessments to substantiate this 
claim. In the absence of such proven poverty impact and in 
the presence of well-documented risks, scaling up the MFD 
based partly on the findings of CPSDs is risky policy-making. 

As a development bank, the WBG should tailor its 
interventions to the poorest and apply a needs- and rights-
based approach rather than creating markets that improve 
services for the advantaged.  

The content and direction of CPSDs is closely aligned with 
the IFC mandate – focused on creating markets. Yet through 
the CPSD, a private sector approach and an “investor 
perspective” to development is mainstreamed across all WBG 
interventions – beyond purely IFC investments. 

This paper has found little justification for why the WBG – a 
public development bank – should favour a private sector 
approach over a public sector perspective focused on fighting 
inequalities, ensuring human development, environmental 
sustainability and democratic ownership.
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Introduction

In 2017, the WBG formally adopted the Maximising Finance 
for Development (MFD) approach. This approach details 
the WBG’s financing strategy to achieve the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs).1 As a financing strategy, 
the MFD embodies the WBGs vision on development 
finance for the 21st century – a systematic step towards 
the implementation of the Billions to Trillions agenda. 
The Billions to Trillions agenda aims to turn billions of 
public money into trillions through private investment in 
developing countries, while also changing institutional 
incentives to enhance staff performance.2 

The MFD approach privileges private finance over public 
finance, and it is to be operationalised by the so-called 
Cascade approach.3 The Cascade approach first seeks 
to mobilise for-profit commercial financing in support of 
development projects. If private investors are not ready to 
support these projects, the World Bank promotes regulatory 
and policy reforms to create an improved business 
environment. If this does not lead to crowding-in of private 
investors, the WBG provides subsidies and guarantees to 
lower the risk of the development projects. Public finance 
will be considered as a very last option.4

The implementation of the MFD approach5 by the WBG is 
supported by various diagnostic tools, such as the CPSD6 and 
the Infrastructure Sector Assessment (InfraSAP) which serve 
to identify opportunities for creating markets. These tools 
typically intervene at an early stage of the policy planning 
cycle and their findings and recommendations shape the 
direction of WBG operations and policy from the onset.

This briefing focuses on the CPSD primarily because of 
its influential role in shaping both WBG and domestic 
policies. Furthermore, a better understanding of the 
recommendations of CPSD sheds light on the WBG’s direction 
of travel in terms of private sector development, in particular 
in the field of public service provision. The briefing will 
assess whether the WBG uses its diagnostic tools to exert 
undue influence on the policy space of developing countries, 
particularly in terms of directing public funding and policy 
choices towards privileging private sector solutions over 
their public alternatives. It will contribute to the analysis 
of the various channels of the World Bank influence in 
developing countries7 and to the Civil Society Organisation 
(CSO) debate on the role of the private sector in aid.8 With the 
CPSD approach likely to be scaled up in the short-term, it is 
important that this analysis is carried out.

This briefing will critically assess the policy recommendations 
included in CPSD reports published for eight countries: Angola, 
Burkina Faso, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Nepal and 
Rwanda. It will focus on the potential impacts of the reforms 
proposed in CPSD reports for the health and education sectors. 

This discussion paper examines the CPSD in three steps. 
Firstly, it describes the CPSD and details how it contributes 
to the implementation of the MFD approach. Secondly, it 
maps the overall set of CPSD policy recommendations across 
sectors of the eight country cases. Thirdly, it analyses the 
risks associated with CPSD policy recommendations in the 
health and education sectors, and contrasts these to rights-
based approaches in public service provision. 

As a financing strategy, 
the MFD embodies 
the WBGs vision on 
development finance 
for the 21st century – a 
systematic step towards 
the implementation of the 
Billions to Trillions agenda
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1. What is the CPSD and how does it connect with the WBG’s strategy?

The CPSD is an analytical tool jointly developed by the 
International Finance Corporation (IFC), the private sector 
lending arm of the WBG, and the World Bank. This diagnostic 
tool reviews economic sectors of a given country “from an 
investor perspective.”9 The objective is to create markets for 
increased private sector investment in developing countries. The 
CPSD maps out both opportunities and regulatory constraints 
for private sector development. The focus is on identifying 
areas and sectors where private sector development will have 
“significant development impact,” which is typically defined by 
the IFC as having a high potential for economic growth and job 
creation. The use of CPSDs will increase significantly in the 
coming years, with the WBG planning to conduct CPSDs in 
over 40 countries by the end of 202010, which would mean a 
significant increase from the 11 CPSDs published at the end 
of 2019.  According to the IFC, at least 16 CPSDs are under 
development covering a range of low-income, lower-middle 
income and middle-income countries.11

Diagnostics in support of the Maximising 
Finance for Development approach

CPSD intervene early in the policy-planning cycle of the 
WBG. They provide an analytical basis to inform the WBG’s 
policy and financial operations. In particular, the CPSD is 
instrumental in implementing the WBG’s MFD approach, 
in which all World Bank-arms – International Development 
Association (IDA) – the concessional lending arm, 
International Bank for Reconstruction and Development 
(IBRD) – the middle-income lending arm, (IFC) – the private 
sector lending armi and Multilateral Investment Guarantee 
Agency (MIGA) – the private sector risk guarantee arm, 
work together to attract private sector investments.12 In 
addition, the findings and recommendations of the CPSD 
are integrated in the Country Partnership Framework (CPF), 
which determines the priorities for World Bank engagement 
and financial operations in a given country, see Figure 2.13

i	 International Development Association (IDA): provides finance mainly to 
low-income countries and certain middle-income countries.  

	 International Bank for Reconstruction and Development (IBRD): provides 
finance to middle-income countries and certain creditworthy low-income 
countries. 

	 Multilateral Investment Guarantee (MIGA): provides risk mitigation 
instruments 

	 International Finance Corporation (IFC): the World Bank’s private sector 
arm, investing in for-profit commercial projects.

Source: World Bank Group (2017) 
‘Forward look – A vision for the World Bank 
Group in 2030. Progress and challenges’

Can commercial financing 
be cost-effectively mobilised 
for sustainable investment? 
If not...

1. 	 Commercial Financing

4.	 Public and Concessional Resources, including Sub-Sovereign
•	 Public finance (incl national development banks and 

domestic Sovereign Wealth Fund)
•	 Multilateral Development Banks and Development Financial Institutions

Can development 
objectives be resolved with 
scarce public financing?

2.	 Upstream Reforms and Market Failures
•	 Country and Sector Policies
•	 Regulations and Pricing
•	 Institutions and Capacity

Can upstream reforms 
be put in place to address 
market failures? 
If not...

3.	 Public and Concessional Resources for 
	 Risk Instruments and Credit Enhancements

•	 Guarantees
•	 First Loss

Can risk instruments and credit 
enhancements cost-effectively 
cover remaining risks? 
If not...

Figure 1: The Cascade Approach
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The MFD approach has become the World Bank’s flagship 
strategy. The strategy prioritises commercial finance over 
public concessional funding, which results in a ‘private 
finance first’ approach to development finance. The 
‘cascade’ approach maps out the pathway of the World 
Bank’s view on sustainable finance for development (see 
figure 1). Initially the method would be used specifically for 
infrastructure, however, from the onset, the WBG announced 
that it would expand the approach to health, education, 
finance and agribusiness.14 

According to the cascade principles, the WBG first seeks 
to mobilise commercial finance for a development project. 
When private finance is not forthcoming, the first step is to 
support upstream regulatory reforms to create a so-called, 
enabling business environment. If private investors are still 
not interested, the cascade approach has a strong emphasis 
on lowering the risk of private investment (or ‘de-risking’) 
through providing subsidies, guarantees and various other 
risk-mitigation instruments that have the capacity to alter 
risk-reward calculations of private investors in order to 
make investments more profitable. The use of public finance 
for development projects is only advisable only as a very 
last option.15 

Since 2017, the MFD has become a systematic way to 
implement the ‘From Billion to Trillions’ agenda released in 
2015. This agenda suggests that “to meet the investment 
needs of the Sustainable Development Goals, the global 
community should move the discussion from ‘billions’ 
in Official Development Assistance (ODA) to ‘trillions’ in 
investments of all kinds: public and private, national and 
global, in both capital and capacity.”16 Each of the arms of the 
World Bank has a role to play to put the MFD approach into 
practice. The IFC finances private sector projects and advises 
governments and companies on how to structure deals.17 On 
the other hand, the World Bank supports so-called upstream 
reforms, which creates an environment for private investment 
to flourish. IDA & IBRD allocate Development Policy Finance 
(DPF), which is disbursed as general budget support and is 
conditioned on specific policy and regulatory reforms. Finally, 
MIGA provides risk mitigation instruments in order to make a 
project more profitable to private sector investors.18   

The MFD has become the modus operandi across the WBG, 
with key MFD principles integrated into ‘standard WBG client 
engagement and investment project cycles.’19 In addition, 
MFD is aligned to both IFC strategy titled “Create Markets” 
and MIGA’s 2020 strategy and has been referred to in recent 
capital allocation negotiations across the different arms – 
IDA replenishment in 2019 and IBRD and IFC capital increase 
negotiated in 2018. 

The different arms of the WBG will intensify cooperation 
to mainstream MFD-principles across their operations 
by deploying joint operational teams to implement the 
cascade approach. The coordination between the different 
arms of the WBG is circumscribed as the ‘new normal,’20 
which underscores the strategic importance of MFD for the 
different arms of the WBG. In addition, staff incentives are 
structured towards delivering on the objectives of MFD. 
Country teams are to explore the viability of commercial 
finance, and to subsequently assess whether WBG-support 
should be used to create an enabling environment for 
private investment or risk mitigation.21

The MFD approach has led to a number of criticisms 
from academics, think tanks, and CSOs, who question the 
rationale for prioritising private finance over public finance 
and point to the risks associated with this approach. Some 
even assert that the World Bank has deviated from its 
original mandate.22 In addition, the MFD-agenda assumes 
a positive development impact. However, to date, there is 
no publicly available development impact assessment on 
the implementation of the MFD-agenda in the nine pilot 
countries. In the absence of such evidence, it is unclear who 
benefits from MFD-operations, making WBG-claims over 
positive development impact hard to sustain.

In its paper ‘Maximizing Finance for Development’, prepared 
for 2017 Annual Meetings, the WBG announced the 
deployment of diagnostics as “new tools to support MFD”. 
These tools are critical to implement the flagship MFD-
strategy by providing analysis and recommendations. The 
MFD-agenda explicitly endorses two diagnostic tools – CPSD 
and the Infrastructure Sector Assessment (InfraSap). The 
CPSD examines a country’s economic sectors in order to 
identify opportunities for private investors. In doing so, it 
contributes to the over-arching objective of the MFD – to 
crowd in the private sector by privileging private finance and 
market creation. The InfraSAP is a diagnostic tool intended 
to maximise finance for priority infrastructure investments.  
The analytics identify strategic opportunities for investors 
and make proposals to lift barriers to private sector 
development with the aim to spur private-led growth and 
infrastructure investment. They are crucial instruments in 
the operationalisation of World Bank country strategies and 
strategic direction of the WBGs interventions.23 
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Box 1: Diagnostics define World Bank country strategies and programming

The flowchart shows how diagnostics underpin World Bank country strategies and programming. The diagnostic tools 
intervene early in the policy planning cycle, as such their recommendations and findings can influence the strategic 
direction, design, development and implementation of World Bank-policy and lending. 

Figure 2: Idealised sequencing of WBG Diagnostics and Strategy Products

Both CPSDs and Sector Deep dives occupy a central 
place in the implementation of the MFD-approach. First, 
the tools provide crucial analytics to identify market 
opportunities for the private sector (layer 1).  Next, they 
identify policy reforms, de-risking mechanisms and 
project investment, which can be supported by WBG 
financing instruments (layer 2 & 3).24 CPSD reports 
include a set of policy recommendations, which typically 
propose reforms to improve the business climate and 
competition law, call for government support for trade 
and investment promotion and commercialisation of 
public services.25   

The findings of the various benchmarking tools are 
integrated in the Country Partnership Framework (CPF), 
which is the central tool guiding World Bank interventions 
at the country level, bringing together country-specific 
strategic objectives and envisaged development results.26 

The CPSD is a very recently developed tool, and so 
additional analysis is needed to assess the influence of 
CPSDs on CPF. However, preliminary analysis details 
the way in which CPSD influences country strategies. 
For instance, in Morocco, CPSD influenced competition 
law, business reform and tertiary education.27 At the 
time of research, of all the sample countries, CPF was 
only publicly available in Nepal28. This was adopted after 
the publication of CPSD for the country. The Nepali case 
shows how CPSD has become a vehicle to implement the 
MFD-agenda in Nepal: “Based on the recommendations 
of the InfraSAP and the CPSD, the WBG would seek 
to apply MFD principles in transport, urban, tourism, 
agribusiness, health, education and ICT.”29 As such, CPSD 
will increasingly become a crucial tool in spearheading 
the MFD-agenda across different countries and sectors. 

WBG 
Program

Implementation

Sector

IFC Sector 
Deep Dives

FSAP*

InfraSAP**

J-CAP***

Country

Country 
Engagement 
Memo (CEM)

Country 
Private 
Sector 

Diagnostic 
(CPSD)

Systematic 
Country 

Diagnostic 
(SCD)

WBG 
Diagnostics

IFC Country 
Strategy
(Internal 

Document)

Intermediate 
IFC Product

Country 
Partnership 
Framework 

(CPF)

WBG Strategic 
Output

*FSAP = Financial Sector Assessment Program
**InfraSAP = Infrastructure Sector Assessment
***J-CAP = Joint Capital Market Program
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This section explores the type of policy reforms 
recommended in CPSD reports published for eight countries: 
Angola, Burkina Faso, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kazakhstan, Kenya, 
Nepal and Rwanda.ii This briefing highlights the results of 
a document analysis of the CPSD reports for these eight 
countries30 and the priority sectors, constraints and policy 
recommendations are detailed in the tables below. The policy 
analysis will evaluate the different options put forward in the 
CPSD, and will also identify cross-country trends.

CPSD: its use

CPSD signals to what extent a country’s economy and specific 
sectors are open to investment. The CPSD provides private 
investors with an overview of market opportunities and 
potential obstacles to investment in a given country. Private 
actors can use this to inform future investment decisions.

CPSD: the format

CPSDs are drafted by World Bank and/ or IFC staff, 
and generally include consultations with government 
officials and the local private sector.iii They lay out 
policy recommendations on what constitutes good 
practice according to the WBG in terms of private sector 
development, and rely on the views of WBG/IFC staff, 
national public officials and private sector representatives, 
while representatives of local communities, CSOs, unions 
and national parliaments are not consulted. 

In general, a CPSD aims to identify both opportunities for, 
and constraints to private sector development in a specific 
country. The CPSD evaluates the country’s economic 
sectors through a so-called sector scan which assesses 
“desirability” of increased private investment, as well as 
“feasibility” of increased private investment. The CPSD 
maps a number of priority sectors for the country, which 
are typically investigated in a so-called ‘deep dive study.’ iv 
Among the priority sectors recognised are agribusiness, 
transport and logistics, Information and Communications 
Technology (ICT), education and health. All types of 
recommended reforms are listed in Table 3.

ii	 This concerns the countries for which CPSDs were published before 
1 October 2019. The CPSD for Morocco merely included an executive 
summary, for this reason the CPSD for Morocco was not considered in 
the analysis. 

iii	 Typically, the WBG/IFC does not specify which representatives of the 
private sector were consulted at the local level. 

iv	 Not to be confused with “Sector Deep Dives”

Informing government policy

CPSD reports also include policy and regulatory 
recommendations and government support for private 
investors, including through PPPs, across various sectors 
including energy, transport, health, education, and water.

Identifying business opportunities 

The above-mentioned sector scan provides potential 
investors with insights into the possible growth of a 
country’s economic sectors and their current performance. 
The scan scores and ranks the economic sectors in terms 
of their potential for development, and possibility for 
private sector investment.31 In conclusion, the findings 
from CPSD reports provide investors with an overview of 
investable opportunities within various sectors in a given 
country. Table 1 provides an overview of the priority sectors 
identified in CPSD reports for our sample countries.

Table 1: Priority sectors in CPSD reports

Priority Sector Number of countries

Agribusiness 7

Transport & logistics 6

ICT 6 

Health 5

Energy 5

Education 4

Finance 4

Affordable Housing 2

Mining 1

Regional Trade 1

Manufacturing 1

Tourism 1

2. CPSD in practice
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Constraints for the private sector development

The most common types of constraints to private sector 
development identified in CSPDs are listed in Table 2. 
The main type of constraints include restrictive business 
regulations, insufficient skills, infrastructure and finance. The 
CPSD-policy responses to these so-called constraints are 
listed in Table 3 and mainly call for countries to deregulate, 
liberalise trade and promote investment including through 
PPPs. Acting on these policy recommendations would create 
an enabling environment and provide the necessary support 
to spur private sector growth in a given country.

Table 2: Common constraints to private sector development

Key Constraint Number of Countries

Insufficient infrastructureInsufficient infrastructure 55

Professional skillsProfessional skills 55

Access to financeAccess to finance 55

Restrictive Business ClimateRestrictive Business Climate 44

Restrictive Trade policyRestrictive Trade policy 44

Market structure/perfomanceMarket structure/perfomance 44

Access to landAccess to land 44

Excessive regulationExcessive regulation 33

Macroeconomic Stability Macroeconomic Stability 33

Public sector performancePublic sector performance 33

Competition policyCompetition policy 22

Water managementWater management 11

Access to energyAccess to energy 11

Access to healthAccess to health 11

Table 3: Policy responses to constraints

Recommendation Number of countries

Regulatory reforms 
(business environment, competition 
policy, SOE reform)

8

Trade liberalization and investment 
promotion

8

Access to land 7

Access to finance 6

PPP-promotion in infrastructure, 
transport or energy

5

Private Health and education 5

Market/sector reform 4

Skills development 3

Quality standard 3

Energy tariffs 2

Labor law 1

Fiscal and monetary reforms 1
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Box 2: CPSD Ghana

The CPSD for Ghana, the first of its kind, was launched 
in 2017. It looks at 22 economic sectors to identify their 
potential for private sector investment. The diagnostic 
maps both opportunities and constraints to private 
sector development in Ghana. This CPSD report lists four 
constraints for private investors: insufficient domestic 
demand, macroeconomic instability, poor infrastructure 
and access to land, as well as a lack of managerial and 
entrepreneurial skills. The main opportunities for the 
private sector reside in developing high-value export 
markets (horticulture and ICT), increased ICT-use 
across sectors, commercialisation of social sectors, and 
investing in a range of sectors such as green energy and 
rural land development. The policy recommendations 
included in the CPSD centre around improving the 
business environment, trade and economic liberalisation, 
investment promotion, opening up markets and 
commercialised public services (see Annex I). 

According to the CPSD, the sectors with the highest 
potential for private sector investment and development 
for Ghana are ICT, education and agribusiness. These 
three sectors are the subject of detailed analysis as part 
of the so-called ‘sector deep dive’.

For ICT, the CPSD calls for appropriate public support for 
the private sector to improve ICT infrastructure and skills 
development. In education, the key recommendations are 
increased use of PPPs and voucher schools to attract more 
private investors. The advice for agribusiness focuses on 
support for the development of high-value export markets. 

The recommendations from CPSD are put into practice 
by a number of WBG operations. The findings from the 
CPSD for Ghana, have been the building blocks for recent 
IFC projects and an IDA-operation. A 2018 IFC project, 
worth $1,5 million followed through on CPSD findings 
in agriculture and aims to improve market entry for 
agribusiness investors through investment promotion, 
regulatory reforms and improved extension services.32 
Similarly, the IFC provided a $10 million loan to support 
the infrastructure and facility expansion of a private 
university in Ghana, which is in line with CSPD’s support 
for commercial education.33 In addition, a $200 million 
IDA-credit to promote private investment specifically 
mentions that CPSD recommendations are incorporated in 
the project design in terms of priority sectors (education, 
agribusiness and ICT) and in the reform agenda (business 
environment, access to land and entrepreneurship).34

The policy 
recommendations 
included in the 
CPSD centre around 
improving the business 
environment, trade and 
economic liberalisation, 
investment promotion, 
opening up markets 
and commercialised 
public services
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3. CPSD on health and education

Despite the fact that CPSDs are important vehicles to 
implement the World Bank’s main approach to development 
finance, CSPDs lack any form of systematic and robust 
development impact assessment. In what follows, we will 
assess to what extent CPSD recommendations support 
governments in their obligation to deliver on the universal 
rights to health and education.

This chapter analyses the policy reforms included in CPSD 
reports on health and education (see Table 1). CPSDs 
routinely consider health and education as sectors for 
private investment potential. Typically, the state provides 
health and education as a public service, with the aim of 
providing a service to all members of society. In addition, 
universal access to adequate healthcare and education are 
basic human rights, which the state has an obligation to 
guarantee. However, each sector is different in nature and 
requires a different relationship with the private sector.

The promotion of both delivery and financing of these 
public services by the private sector might create tensions, 
as private operators tend to be primarily driven by profit 
generation. In what follows, this briefing will map the type of 
CPSD recommendations in both health and education across 
different countries. In addition, this advice will be evaluated 
against concerns raised by the policymakers, international 
organisations, such as the World Health Organization (WHO) 
and CSOs about the involvement of the private sector in 
health and education.  

The eight CPSD reports published before October 2019v call 
for increased private sector participation in both health and 
education as a way of enhancing efficiency and innovation. 
The overarching purpose – creating markets – is served 
through identifying business opportunities for investors, 
policy recommendations focusing on regulatory reforms, and 
calls for public support to attract private investment.   

In education, the rationale for specifically turning to private 
providers is to respond to unmet demand for primary and 
secondary schools, universities and vocational training. 
CPSDs encourage investment in private schools, universities, 
vocational training, e-learning and financing products such as 
school loans. 

For health, the private sector is considered as the main partner 
to provide improved access to health services and health 
insurance. CPSDs typically and primarily call for investment in 
pharmaceuticals, private health providers, health insurance, 
staff training, ICT-solutions and health tourism. 

v	 This concerns the countries for which CPSDs were published before 1 
October 2019. The CPSD for Morocco merely included an executive summary, 
for this reason the CPSD for Morocco was not considered in the analysis.

We have grouped the policy recommendations into three 
categories to shed light on the main types of reform 
promoted by CPSDs. We apply the same categories to both 
health and education and present the results in Tables 4 and 
5. In what follows, we briefly define the categories.  

1.	 Regulatory reforms: Refers to all policy 
recommendations encouraging reforms of the 
national regulatory framework, excluding PPP related 
recommendations.

2.	 Public subsidies to the private sector: Different types of 
government resources, for example, subsidies, financial 
instruments, and investment promotion with a view to 
support private investment in a given sector.

3.	 Incentives for and promotion of PPPs: Reform of PPP 
laws, creation of PPP units, government support to PPP 
projects.vi

Two types of regulatory reform have been identified. The first 
type of reform aims to reduce regulatory burden for private 
providers. The second seeks to improve quality standards of 
service provision. The positive development impact of both 
types of measures is strongly dependent on country context 
– whether the proposed reforms actually improve growth 
opportunities for local Micro Small and Medium Enterprises 
((M)SMEs) as well as the quality of affordable service 
provision for patients and students. This is an area for further 
research and goes beyond the scope of this briefing. 

The policy recommendations in CPSDs are inconsistent in 
terms of their specificity. For example, they simply refer 
to reform of the licensing system without further detail, 
which does not allow for assessment of the type of reform, 
nor its practical impact. From the analysis (see Table 1) it 
appears that relaxing regulations for private sector providers 
concerns the large majority of reforms included by CPSDs. 
This could be used to suggest that CPSD reform therefore has 
a tendency to deregulate private providers.  

The tools rely on views from WBG and/or IFC staff, national 
governments and the private sector; representatives of local 
communities are not consulted at this stage. This seemingly 
prioritises the interests of an investor agenda early in the 
policy process rather than taking a needs and rights-based 
approach to development.

vi	 Since PPPs are increasingly being promoted by the World Bank and 
it is the specific focus of the CSO-analysis, the analysis gives specific 
attention to this model to map out the extent of its promotion in health 
and education.
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Education: de-risking the private sector 
while risking development

Table 4 provides an overview of the CPSD policy advice 
in the education sector across eight countries. CPSD 
considers education a priority sector for private investment 
in four countries: Angola, Ethiopia, Ghana and Nepal. CPSD 
recommends permissive regulatory reforms in three 
countries. In the cases of Angola and Ghana, government 
support, including government support and incentives 
for private schools, universities and private providers of 
vocational training, and PPPs, was championed to spur 
private investment in education. In Burkina Faso, education 
was not considered a priority sector, however, the CPSD did 
call to support PPPs in education.  

The World Bank/IFC advises the governments of Ethiopia, 
Ghana and Nepal to bring down regulatory barriers to 
facilitate market entry of private providers. Concretely, the 
CPSD recommendations call upon these governments to 
relax, amongst others, affiliation guidelines, accreditation, 
course approval and licensing requirements for private 
institutions, including foreign providers. In the African 
context, policymakers have raised concerns about the lack 
of regulation for private education providers.35 

Frequently, CPSD encourages governments to support the 
creation of market opportunities for private providers. For 
Ghana, the CPSD specifically calls for government funding 
for private schools, as well as investment promotion by 
the government to encourage more private investors to 
support private schools, universities and vocational training.  
Annex II provides a detailed overview of the specific policy 
recommendations in the education sector.

Table 4: CPSD in education 

Country
Policy and 
regulatory 

reforms

Government 
support /

investment 
promotion

Promotion 
of PPPs 

Ghana X X X

Kazakhstan

Nepal X

Angola X X

Ethiopia X

Rwanda

Kenya

Burkina Faso X

Based on author’s analysis of CPSD. 

The CPSD endorses commercial education by advocating 
for private low-fee primary and secondary schools, voucher 
schools, private universities, vocational training, market-
oriented PPPs and financial products such as student loans. 
For instance, in Angola and Ghana the CPSD recommends 
increasing the financial options available to citizens, in 
particular providing student loans as well as a voucher system. 
The CPSD recommends that governments support market 
creation by relaxing regulations and providing government 
support to private providers, and by actively pursuing PPPs. 
This advice is expected to be increasingly backed up by World 
Bank instruments and support for private investment (see 
Box 2). According to the WBG, this would allow countries to 
close the spending gap on education and meet unmet demand 
whilst improving the quality of service provision.36

CSO concerns on private education

CSOs have voiced concerns37 about donor-promoted 
commercialisation of education, and education PPPs in 
particular, as they tend to increase fiscal risks for the 
public purse, widen inequality and risk undermining gender 
equality.38 In addition, WBG-funded PPPs in the education 
sector have been criticised for failing to reach the most 
vulnerable and disadvantaged communities.39 

PPPs in education can take the form of channelling public 
and donor funding to low-fee private schools. However, 
even schools that charge a low fee can be inaccessible to 
the poorest communities.40 This extra cost forces families 
to make difficult choices, which in practice often means 
that girls have less access to schooling– thus working in 
contradiction with most donors’ priorities on girls’ education. 
In addition, there appears to be a bias in commercial PPPs 
in education against less-skilled students and those with 
special needs. The incentive structure favours enrolment of 
‘cheapest to educate’ students, which discourages additional 
investment to cater for students with special needs.41

Once the socio-economic status of students is taken into 
consideration, there is no strong evidence that education 
PPPs and for-profit private schools ensure consistently 
better learning outcomes than public schools.42 The low-cost 
logic of low-fee private schools often implies poor working 
conditions, such as short-term contracts and low wages for 
teachers. These conditions affect the school’s ability to attract 
a sufficient number of qualified staff, potentially compromising 
the quality of education.43 Furthermore, private schools 
appear to be an unsustainable model. Evidence suggests that 
private schools are at risk of frequent closures when they 
fail to generate sufficient income, which negatively impacts 
learning outcomes.44  In addition, the promotion of student 
loans in CPSD can be financially risky as down payments 
compromise the future household incomes of poorer families.  
Nevertheless, CPSDs and some WBG-assistance continue to 
support private school chains and education PPPs in Africa, 
for example, which have come under scrutiny (see Box 3).
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Box 3: World Bank advice and private sector education in Africa

The advice included in the CPSD is aligned to other 
World Bank-instruments and lending. For instance, as 
part of World Bank technical assistance, the so-called 
Systems Approach got Better Education Results (SABER) 
consistently advocates to expand for-profit commercial 
education by advising countries to relax regulations for 
private providers and to promote PPPs. Furthermore, 
SABER has been criticised for relying on a questionable 
evidence base, for advancing similar policy advice in 
widely different contexts, and for its predisposed policy 
orientation in line with World Bank ideology.45 

In fact, Ghana’s CPSD and SABER are mirror images, 
as both call for the promotion of education PPPs and 
voucher schools. In the same vein, the World Bank’s 
project lending and the IFC’s finance is gradually 
increasing support for private education in Ghana.46

Ghana’s CPSD recommends increasing private 
investment in low-fee schools. The diagnostics mention 
Omega schools as a good example of accessible private 
education with an adequate payment plan for low-income 
families. “The schools offer an innovative daily payment 
option charging US$0.65 per day. This offers a flexible 
low-cost payment plan, which is necessary to meet the 
cash flow of ‘bottom of the pyramid’ families. Omega 
ensures that this fee matches the out-of-pocket cost of a 
public school.”47

However, recent Oxfam research contested the 
affordability claim and denounced the exclusionary 
nature of these fees: “In Ghana […], a major low-fee 
private school chain targeting poor people (Omega 
Schools) charges fees that are equivalent to 40% of the 
income of the poorest families per child”.  Oxfam also 
contends that the same company is found to pay low 
wages: “[…] the Omega private school chain in Ghana 
pays teachers’ salaries equivalent to just 15% to 20% of 
the salaries their public-school counterparts receive.”48 

Recently, the World Bank’s Compliance Advisor 
Ombudsman raised substantial concerns with regards 
to another corporate school chain supported by the IFC 
in Kenya. In 2018, Kenyan citizens registered a complaint 
with the Ombudsman following controversy on the 
practices of Bridge International Academies in Kenya.  The 
complaint raised alarms bells on the institution’s working 
conditions, insufficient access for children with special 
needs, and disability and its regulatory reluctance. The 
Ombudsman echoed these concerns in its latest report 
and called for a compliance investigation into the IFC 
investment for this commercial school chain.49

In both Ghana and Kenya, the World Bank has been 
criticised by CSOs for fuelling the privatisation of 
education – including supporting controversial for-profit 
corporate chains at the expense of funding free, inclusive 
and quality public systems.50 In conclusion, CPSDs seem 
to be yet another instrument to underpin the WBG push for 
market-based approaches over public service provision, 
in which education appears to be seen as a marketable 
commodity, instead of a rights-based public service.
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Box 4: Responses to the increase in privatised education in Africa – The Abidjan Principles

In contrast to the WBG’s market-based view on public 
services, the Abidjan Principles - a new landmark in 
international policy-making on education – list the right 
to education as a starting point.51  The Abidjan Principles 
reaffirm the obligation of states to progressively achieve 
‘free inclusive, quality and public education’.52 At the same 
time, the Principles call upon states to re-regulate private 
sector involvement in education in response to concerns 
about the rapid unregulated private involvement in 
education53  and the private sector’s apparent resistance 
to government regulation.54 On the contrary, the CPSDs 
advocate for relaxing regulations and call for increased 
government support for private providers, which can 
be backed up by WBG support.  Both CSOs as well as 
policymakers have been raising concerns on the role 
of IFIs in promoting private education as well as the 
underfunding of public education.

Recent ActionAid research used the Abidjan Principles 
to evaluate the impact of privatisation on the right to 
education in seven African countries: (Ghana, Kenya, 
Malawi, Mozambique, Nigeria, Tanzania and Uganda). 
The study found that these seven countries struggle to 
provide free, quality public education due to underfunding 
of the public system, while private sector involvement in 
education is rapidly expanding. 

The research found that the increased provision of 
education by the private sector tends to be concentrated 
in affluent urban areas and that low-fee private schools 
are unaffordable for the poor. This situation risks 
exacerbating social inequalities and undermining equal 
opportunity in education. The study concludes: “The 
presence and role of private schools is growing, without 
adequate regulation in the seven countries studied 
leading to the states abdicating their responsibility for 
fulfilling the right to education.”55 

Policymakers in Africa are alarmed by the evolution of 
increased private sector involvement in education on 
the continent. In June 2019, the African Commission on 
Human and Peoples Rights adopted a landmark resolution 
calling upon states to regulate private providers of 
health and education. The same resolution raises 
concerns about donors and practices of international 
institutions, which put ‘pressure’ on countries to open 
up social sectors to private actors. Furthermore, the 
resolution calls for impact assessments to ensure that 
private solutions – including PPPs – do not have adverse 
consequences on human rights.56

A key rationale for the promotion of private schools is to 
fulfil unmet demand for schools as opposed to unmet needs, 
providing schooling for all segments of society. However, a 
study on a donor-supported private school in Ghana found 
that nearly all children who attended the private school 
were previously enrolled in public schools, 436 out of 437 
children.57 So rather than meeting unmet demand, these 
schools attract pupils whose parents have the ability to 
pay – often actively undermining local government schools. 
For instance, the CPSD for Angola is actively pursuing this 
option by promoting private schools for the middle class 
in the country, rather than calling for improved public 
education. However, this carries the risk of widening 
inequalities and reduced quality of public systems, since 
those with economic and political influence to drive reform 
opt out of the public system. There is a lack of evidence 
that low fee private schools actually increase access for 
the poorest tens of millions of children who remain out of 
school – and as such the needs and demands of the poorest 
communities are not being met.58

For the most part, the CPSD reforms call to bring down 
regulatory barriers, which would lead to a more permissive 
regulatory framework for private providers. The CPSD fails 
to respond to concerns regarding the consequences of the 
rapid growth of unchecked and unregulated private sector 
involvement in education, rather exacerbates this trend, by 
essentially recommending that governments deregulate. 
This undermines potential efforts to regulate the private 
sector in line with the Abidjan Principles with a view to 
avoid potential negative consequences of private education, 
such as stratification within communities and unequal 
access to education.59   

CPSD steers countries’ policy choices and public funding 
towards privileging commercial education models at 
the expense of investment in public education. Rather 
than mobilising more resources for education, CPSD 
recommendations calling for government support for the 
private sector involvement risk actively draining resources 
from an already underfunded public sector. 
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Both of these tendencies (underfunding and deregulation) 
put the right to education under pressure, as the Special 
Rapporteur on the Right to Education states: “[…] the 
persistent underfunding of public education and the rapid 
and unregulated growth in the involvement of private, 
in particular commercial, actors in education, threaten 
the implementation of the right to education for all and 
Sustainable Development Goal 4.”vii However, there is a 
case to invest more in public education from both a human 
rights perspective and an economic perspective: recent IMF 
research demonstrated a positive long-term relationship 
between public educational spending on both Gross National 
Income (GNI) per capita and expected years of schooling.60

CPSD recommendations on education currently lack any 
robust gender-sensitive development impact assessment 
of the provision of education through PPPs and private 
institutes. This runs the risk that the CPSD recommendations 
do not account for potential adverse impacts on socio-
economic inequalities, including gender inequality and human 
rights. Eventually, this can amount to a disconnect between 
CPSD and the core mandate of a public development bank, 
which is to deliver on sustainable development outcomes.61

Health: promoting a risky model in healthcare

CPSD can also be used as a tool by private investors, 
governments and the WBG to support private healthcare 
and healthcare privatisation in low- and middle-income 
countriesviii. CPSDs identify business opportunities for private 
investors and encourage them to invest in health service 
provision and health insurance, training of health personnel, 
pharmaceutical value chains and e-health solutions. 
Governments are encouraged to prepare the ground for 
private care providers and health insurers through regulatory 
reforms, government support and pursuit of health PPPs. 

Table 5 provides an overview of the CPSD policy 
recommendations in the health sector across eight sample 
countries. In five countries, the CPSD considered health a 
priority sector for private investment and included specific 
recommendations for the health sector. In all five countries 
(Ghana, Nepal, Angola, Ethiopia and Kenya), governments are 
encouraged to enact regulatory reforms. Three countries 
are recommended to put in place government support to 
spur private investment in health and four countries are 
encouraged to pursue health PPPs.

vii	 Right to education: the implementation of the right to education and 
Sustainable Development Goal 4 in the context of the growth of private 
actors in education

viii	 Definition: Private health care are health services, medicine and 
insurance provided by other entities than the public sector.

	 The privatisation of health care refers to the increased involvement of 
private actors in health care and it can refer to the transfer of formerly 
publicly owned assets and services to private actors, for instance 
through health PPPs. 

In terms of regulatory reforms, governments are typically 
asked to reduce the regulatory burden for private 
investors, specifically by relaxing licensing and certification 
requirements. In two countries, reforms to national health 
insurance should ensure greater participation for private 
health insurance companies. Countries are equally advised 
to bring down trade barriers, including both tariff and non-
tariff trade barriers, in order to facilitate access to health 
supplies, equipment and innovations (e-health). The CPSD 
for Nepal calls to scale up the quality standards of care 
provision. Whether or not such reforms are beneficial for 
local SMEs and patients will depend on the country context. 

Governments are frequently encouraged to support 
market creation for private providers in the health sector. 
Specifically, the WBG/IFC routinely recommends national 
governments to increase their investment in health provision, 
pharmaceuticals and medical training. Annex II provides a 
detailed overview of the specific policy recommendations in 
the health sector.

Similarly, PPP-arrangements are promoted to increase 
private investment in health, notably in new private hospitals, 
pharmaceuticals, e-health solutions, voluntary private health 
insurance, and provision of non-clinical services such as 
training, equipment, supply management and marketing.

Table 5: CPSD in the health sector

Country
Policy and 
regulatory 

reforms

Government 
support /

investment 
promotion

Promotion of 
PPPs 

Ghana X

Kazakhstan

Nepal X X X

Angola X X X

Ethiopia X X

Rwanda

Kenya X X X

Burkina Faso

Based on author’s analysis of CPSD.
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Concerns with privatised health care 

CSOs have voiced concerns around the donor-promoted 
private health care, because it can lead to increased 
fragmentation of health systems and because of the potential 
negative impact on service provision for the poor, and on the 
right to health.

The right to health is a universal human right, which confers 
an obligation on states to guarantee universally accessible, 
affordable and acceptable quality health services for their 
citizens. As part of the State’s obligation to progressively 
achieve the right to health, it should include the specific 
needs of vulnerable groups in national health strategies. 
In the following discussion, we will assess whether CPSD 
recommendations in health are coherent with these rights-
based notions of accessible and affordable health services, 
and whether they support countries in progressively 
achieving the right to health.  

CPSDs promote increased investment in private health care 
systems, and increased privatisation in public health care 
systems. CSOs have pointed to the risks of such models, 
particularly in terms of their ability to provide accessible and 
affordable services to the poor. CSOs and academics have 
criticised the WBG/IFC for promoting private health solutions, 
potentially increasing segmentation of health systems by 
supporting high-end health services, which primarily benefit 
the wealthiest citizens in urban areas.62 Similarly, CPSDs 
support higher-end private health services, including those 
offering specialised care, medical tourism and private 
health insurance. At the same time, CSOs have highlighted 
several cases of donor-driven investments in commercial 
health services, insurances and hospitals, where the type 
of services supported were unaffordable to low-income 
households and where public-private schemes have led to 
higher costs for the public purse. One of the key concerns is 
that donor-promoted private health care fails to account for 
the impact on people living in poverty, especially women, due 
to the absence of pro-poor measures. It is therefore unlikely 
that these models will contribute significantly to long-term 
health development goals. 63 

Health PPPs can also increase fragmentation of health 
systems and potentially lead to adverse equity impacts. 
There are concerns around the equitable access to 
affordable and quality services in health PPP-projects, 
in particular for the poorer households and women. This 
is partly due to the profit-driven nature of PPPs, which 
primarily seeks out commercially viable projects. This 
steers public funds for health towards the secondary 
and tertiary segments, at the expense of primary basic 
healthcare – an approach reflected in the CPSD.

Furthermore, both CSOs and academics have highlighted 
that health PPPs can have negative impacts on the wider 
health system,64 especially in a context of scarce resources 
where skilled health workers are drawn out of the public 
system into private facilities,65 and do not deliver on their 
promise of delivering cost-efficient social services to the 
poor.66 Importantly, there is no empirical evidence linking 
health PPPs to positive development and health outcomes.67 

CPSD recommendations typically call to create more 
opportunities for private health insurance. Voluntary 
private health insurance is considered to be unfit to achieve 
universal health coverage, because poor people cannot 
afford it in case of commercial schemes. Non-commercial 
voluntary health insurance schemes – usually labelled 
community-based health insurance schemes – on the 
other hand, are accessible but offer very limited financial 
protection, lack cross-subsidisation between rich and poor, 
and are usually not viable without external support. Private 
insurers charge high premiums and co-payments, which are 
unaffordable to the poor and compromise future household 
income. According to the WHO and the World Bank, private 
health insurance schemes have the potential to multiply 
inequities in access to health. In addition, these schemes 
carry the risk of drawing away scarce skilled health workers 
from the wider health system to service the privately 
insured – so-called internal brain drain.68 

More broadly, private health finance has been associated 
with worse health outcomes. A wide-ranging study covering 
163 countries found that public health care spending 
outperforms private health care spending, including out of 
pocket payments and private insurance schemes- in terms of 
reducing mortality.69 In fact, both the WBG70  and the WHO71 
have cautioned against the use of Out-of Pocket Payments 
(OOP), because they are one of the key causes in pushing 
people into poverty and undermining the right to health.72 
However, CPSDs promote private health care solutions which 
invariably apply user fees, in the context of LMICs where 
there are generally no national health insurance mechanisms 
that cover both public and private services. In contrast, WHO 
have underlined the importance of publicly financed health 
systems,73 which is vital for improved health outcomes74and 
equity.75 Other CSOs add that health care should be publicly 
provided in order to achieve health equity.76  
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It is important to note, that CPSD health sector 
recommendations currently lack any robust poverty 
and human rights impact assessment. The African 
Commission on Human and Peoples Rights calls for such 
regular impact assessments to avoid adverse human 
rights impacts from the involvement of private actors in 
healthcare, including health PPPs, on the right to health.77 
CSOs have been pioneering such a human rights impact 
assessment framework for private actors in health 
services.78 As a public development bank, the institution 
should account for potential adverse impacts on socio-
economic inequalities, including gender inequality and 
human rights to ensure that its operations are in line with 
its development mandate.79 However, as discussed earlier 
some of CPSD recommendations risk having adverse effects 
on accessibility and affordability, undermining the universal 
right to health in particular for vulnerable groups.

CPSD recommendations eventually find their way into 
grant and lending programmes of the World Bank. As such, 
international aid and national budgetary resources risk 
being directed towards initiatives that can have adverse 
equity impacts, such as private health insurance and 
health tourism. In this way, scarce concessional resources 
could be diverted to serve an investor agenda which is not 
necessarily aligned to the public health agenda. CSOs have 
called for improved ODA to assist countries to progressively 
achieve full realisation of the right to health.80 Connected to 
this, policy choices of both national governments and donors 
are directed towards private health care models, which are 
universally recommended by CPSDs, notwithstanding widely 
differing country contexts and health needs.      

CPSD health sector 
recommendations 
currently lack any robust 
poverty and human rights 
impact assessment
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Conclusion

Since the adoption of the MFD approach, the WBG has been 
systematically pushing to leverage private finance by creating 
investment opportunities for private investors. The MFD 
approach privileges private sector solutions and is likely to 
dominate World Bank discourse and policy for years to come. 
This approach also aligns with the IFC-mandate focused on 
creating markets. 

Diagnostic tools, including CPSD, play a critical role in 
informing and implementing the WBG’s MFD agenda. CPSDs 
were developed jointly by the IFC and the World Bank. They 
are particularly influential in that they intervene early in 
the policy planning cycle and are likely to increasingly 
shape WBG’s country engagement and financial operations. 
Therefore, the strategic direction and priorities put forward 
in these diagnostics are not merely suggestions, rather they 
exert significant influence on partner countries. Indeed, 
recommendations and findings from the earliest CPSD have 
been translated into WBG loans and grants, which turns them 
into a directive. In this way, the WBG is extending its influence 
on the design of the economy and public service provision in 
developing countries. 

CPSDs serve to identify market opportunities and policy 
reforms to support market creation. More specifically, CPSDs 
typically aim to increase the role of the private sector in 
the economy by calling for an enabling business climate, 
liberalisation and commercialisation of public services. This 
steers financing decisions both at the national and World 
Bank-level in support of the projects and policies that create 
markets, hence squeezing the policy space for alternative 
policies such as rights-based public development policies 
based on fighting inequalities.

CPSDs advance policy recommendations, which in theory 
can be applied across different country settings. However, 
this method fails to recognise specific local contexts or the 
recommendations based on wide stakeholder consultations, 
including representatives of local communities. Such 
an approach risks undermining democratic ownership 
of development policies – one of the key principles of 
development effectiveness.  

The World Bank’s CPSD potentially leads to an increased 
promotion of private health and education systems in partner 
countries – a form of influence that has raised concerns 
among CSOs, academics and some policymakers. As this 
review has shown, CPSDs typically include similar reforms in 
health and education across developing countries: regulatory 
reforms tailored to the private sector, active pursuit of PPPs 
and government support for private providers. At the same 
time, publicly funded and delivered services are relegated to 
the background. 

Private service provision can put poverty eradication, and the 
human rights to health and education, at risk. Rights-based 
approaches to health and education emphasise universal and 
equitable access to healthcare and education through national 
health systems and expanding quality public schooling. These 
models address social inequality and exclusion as well as 
being key for the realisation of women’s rights. 

In contrast, the profit-driven nature of market-based 
approaches, including PPPs tends to benefit wealthier 
segments of the population. Evidence brought forward by CSOs 
and academics has highlighted cases where private health 
care and schooling have been too expensive and inadequate 
to respond to urgent health and education needs of the poor. 
In this way, private healthcare and education can result in 
increasingly fragmented public services. This carries the risk 
of widening the urban-rural divide in service provision, and 
exacerbating socio-economic inequalities leading to poor 
health and education outcomes. Without adequate safeguards 
in place to ensure that adequate healthcare and quality 
education is provided to the poor, the approach risks diverting 
crucial resources away from development interventions 
without proven positive impact on poverty reduction. 

The WBG is promoting private service provision and PPPs 
despite the lack of a robust methodology and assessment 
for the private versus the public option in terms of gender-
sensitive development impact and poverty reduction. 
Instead, as a development bank, the WBG should work with 
countries to deliver on their obligation to provide free quality 
education and universal access to health, prioritising public 
sector approaches.

The WBG defends the emphasis of CPSDs on catalysing 
greater private investment on the grounds that this will 
lead to better development outcomes. However, CPSDs do 
not include systematic and robust gender-sensitive and 
human rights-based development impact assessments to 
substantiate this claim. In the absence of such proven poverty 
impact, and in the presence of well-documented risks, 
scaling up the MFD based partly on the findings of CPSDs is 
risky policy-making. As a development bank, the WBG should 
tailor its interventions to the poorest and apply a needs and 
rights-based approach rather than creating markets that 
improve services for wealthier populations. 

The content and direction of CPSDs is closely aligned with 
the IFC mandate which is focused on creating markets. 
Yet through the CPSDs, a private sector approach and an 
“investor perspective” to development is mainstreamed 
across all WBG interventions – beyond purely IFC 
investments. This paper has found little justification for 
why the WBG – a public development bank – should favour 
a private sector perspective, which defends particular 
private interests, over a public development perspective that 
should be centred on fighting inequalities, ensuring human 
development, environmental sustainability and democratic 
ownership of development policies.



20

Annex I: CPSD recommendations across countries

Country Priority Sectors Constraints Key recommendations/ reforms

Ghana 	• Energy
	• Information and Communications 
Technology (ICT)

	• Transport
	• Education
	• Finance
	• Agribusiness
	• Health

	• Demand (market size) 
	• Macroeconomic instability
	• Poor infrastructure (energy and 
transport) and land

	• Lack of managerial and 
entrepreneurial skills

	• Trade facilitation (customs reform) 
	• Electricity tariffs  
	• Business environment (PPP law, company legislation, property 
registration, contract enforcement and one stop shops) 

	• Agriculture liberalising seed industry & opening rural land 
markets  

	• Promotion of commercial education
	• Investment and competition promotion in ICT infrastructure 
	• Access to finance for small and medium-sized enterprises 
(SMEs)

Kazakhstan 	• Agribusiness (wheat and 
livestock) 

	• Transport 
	• Logistics

	• Insufficient scale
	• Barriers to trade
	• Market structure (few players 
(wheat) or too many small-scale 
producers (livestock)) 

	• Weak export performance
	• High cost transport and logistics

	• Trade logistics and facilitation
	• Product quality and standards 
	• Competition policy 
	• State Owned Enterprise (SOE) reform

Nepal 	• Tourism
	• Agribusiness
	• Education
	• Health 
	• ICT

	• Institutions
	• Infrastructure (road, electricity 
and access to land)

	• Technical and managerial skills 
	• Access to finance
	• Excessive regulation for foreign 
investors

	• Simplify business law, a single window for investors, a platform 
dialogue between the government  and private sector, and 
improve public governance 

	• Infrastructure (energy and transport): promotion of PPPs (enact 
law, develop pipeline and contingent liabilities)

	• IT infrastructure: promote market entry and competition
	• Enhance access to finance
	• Improve land allocation (land reform, land acquisition policy, 
industrial parks)

	• Remove constraints to Foreign Direct Investment (FDI)
	• Commercial education 
	• Extension services for businesses

Angola 	• ICT
	• Electricity
	• Transport
	• Finance
	• Health
	• Education 
	• Agribusiness

	• Macroeconomic instability
	• Weak investment climate & 
regulatory reforms 

	• Access to energy
	• Infrastructure
	• Underdeveloped digital 
infrastructure 

	• Access to finance
	• Untapped agriculture potential 
	• Skills shortage education, Access 
to health

	• Access to clean water
	• Poorly managed, 
underperforming public 
assets; poorly targeted spatial 
development initiatives

	• Fiscal and monetary reforms 
	• Promote international trade (trade policy)
	• Business climate (Along the lines of the Doing Business Report), 
competition law, investment laws

	• Land reforms (land lease to agribusiness investors) & transfer of 
agriculture assets (farms, infrastructure) to private ownership 
or management

	• Pursue SOE reform/privatisation/PPP in priority sectors/
companies (energy, transport, ICT, education, health/water) 

	• Energy tariff reforms
	• Lease public property assets (urban estates, agricultural land) 
	• Access to finance (less state presence)
	• ICT, e-health solutions, more investment, improve regulatory 
environment (licensing, import export costs), access to 
pharmaceuticals

	• Commercial education

Ethiopia 	• Logistics
	• Telecoms
	• Finance, and energy (enabling)
	• Transport 
	• Health and education

	• Restrictive business environment
	• Regulatory impediment to foreign 
exchange 

	• Access to finance for SMEs and 
large companies, and women 
entrepreneurs

	• Restrictive trade policies 
	• Lack of pro-competitive policies 
to level playing field between 
public and private actors

	• Shortage of labour skills (building 
industrial workforce)

	• Lack of capacity and coordination 
in government to support the 
private sector)

	• Promote investment and competition in key enabling sectors 
(energy tariffs)

	• Introduce regulatory reforms to improve business climate, 
competition (level playing fields SOE and private sector) 
investment and trade (including World Trade Organisation 
accession and review of import tariffs)

	• Land policy (increase rented land)
	• Labour law reform
	• Improve access to finance – review of foreign exchange 
regulations and interest caps on FDI

Bold: sectors selected for deep dive study as part of CPSD
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Rwanda 	• Agribusiness 
	• Affordable housing (tourism)

	• Agribusiness: land holding 
dominated by small holder 
farmers, poor water 
management, poor access to 
commercial and financial markets

	• Logistics, agricultural inputs, 
postproduction facilities, 
transport, electricity, farming 
techniques

	• Affordable housing: High 
construction costs (materials, 
infrastructure and value added 
tax and import taxes) 

	• Short supply of professionals 

	• Improve access to land for investment 
	• Facilitate access to markets and finance
	• Improve water management, logistics, agricultural inputs, skills, 
transport, electricity, postproduction facilities 

	• Reduce housing construction costs (import taxes and Value-
Added Tax (VAT) reforms) 

	• Modify housing standards
	• Skills development

Kenya 	• Finance and Insurance Energy 
Transport

	• ICT
	• Health
	• Agribusiness
	• Affordable housing 
Manufacturing

	• Enhancing the business 
environment (Doing Business 
Report (DBR))

	• Strengthening competition policy 
and removing barriers to market 
entry

	• Linking formal and informal 
sectors

	• ICT competitive markets
	• PPPs transport and energy (including market reform)
	• Health, ICT, health solutions, reform national hospital insurance, 
investment in pharmaceuticals, sector improve training for 
health professionals. 

	• Finance Insurance: market reforms (new instruments to 
strengthen institutional investors and modernise supervisions)

	• Cross-cutting: improve business environment, competition 
policy and eliminate barriers to formalisation

	• Agribusiness: export promotion, infrastructure, extension 
services, and ‘good’ farming practices

	• Housing: urban planning, land availability, refining PPP-
framework, improve business environment and eliminate 
barriers

Burkina Faso 	• Infrastructure (energy 
transport, logistics, professional 
competence)

	• ICT
	• mining value chains, agriculture, 
regional integration

	• Macroeconomic management, 
	• Government and business climate
	• Access to finance

	• Infrastructure (transport energy and professional skills) 
	• Private sector solutions (PPPs for transport and skills 
development) 

	• Agriculture: diversification, improvement in investment 
in climate, including access to land, skills development, 
improvement of standards and certification, infrastructure 
(PPPs, storage facilities), improve water management and ICT 
infrastructure

	• Support catalytic sectors: mining and ICT to alleviate bottlenecks 
(ICT and energy infrastructure)

	• ICT improve competition, infrastructure (PPP) and skills 
development

	• Mining: promote linkages between mining sector and agri-food 
sector, and strengthen infrastructure 

	• Regional integration: support regional trade and enhance 
business environment. Improve customs and trade regime 

	• Harmonise regional trade agreements and national legislations 
	• Develop regional capital markets
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Annex II: CPSD policy recommendations in health and education

Country Education Health

Ghana 1.	 Regulatory reforms
	• Formalise unregistered schools
	• Relax affiliation policies for private universities – give university 
colleges full degree awarding authority like public universities

	• Relax regulations on private college education so that graduates 
can be placed in public schools

	• Define regulations for distance education
	• Level playing field between public and private institutions

2.	 Official Support
	• Secondary education: government to support (i) independent 
private schools; (ii) government-funded private schools; (iii) 
privately managed schools; and (iv) voucher schools

	• Increase budget allocations to Technical and Vocational Education 
and Training (TVET) sector and partner with corporations to 
improve quality and curriculum

	• Encourage increased investment in low-fee primary and 
secondary schools

	• Support establishment of new private universities
	• Improve availability of finance for private institutions from the 
International Finance Corporation (IFC)

3.	 PPP 
	• Promotion of PPPs in education
	• Improve financing options for higher education students – student 
loans from private providers and voucher schools

	• Expanding reach through vouchers

1.	 Regulatory reforms
	• Formal recognition of private sector in national health system
	• Reforms to licences and certification

2.	 Official support 
	• Promote regional health tourism
	• Promote Information and Communications Technology (ICT) 
applications in health to improve access to services and insurance

	• Attract investment of venture capitalists and large 
pharmaceutical companies and hospitals 

Kazakhstan Not direct recommendations but government willing to 
support/ encourage privatisations, PPPs and shows support 
for private investment

Nepal 1.	 Regulatory reforms
	• Develop framework to increase operational autonomy of private 
colleges and ‘enable market-based decision-making’

	• Speed-up course approval procedures for private colleges and 
courses, including TVET

	• Improve regulation on quality standards
	• Improve market entry for private colleges – relax affiliation 
guidelines of colleges to universities and licensing requirements 
of foreign colleges

2.	 Official Support
	• Look at TVET and tertiary education to enhance market relevant 
skills

1.	 Regulatory reforms
	• Simplify regulation
	• Improve quality of care systems and policies
	• Improve private sector involvement in public sector healthcare 
facilities

	• Increase institutional capacity to contract the private sector
	• Develop financial instruments

2.	 Official support 
	• Incentivise the expansion of private providers into underserved 
areas.

	• Increase private facilities in the national health insurance 
programme 

3.	 PPP
	• Improve dialogue between public and private actors to promote 
PPPs in areas such as pharmaceuticals

Angola 1.	 Official support
	• Vocational training by private sector to match market demand
	• Government incentives can be used for relief of import tariffs on 
school books

	• Private general education for middle class for unmet demand 
	• Teacher training by private sector to close supply shortage

2.	 PPPs
	• Pursue SOE reform
	• Encourage privatisation and PPP in priority sectors, companies in 
fields such as energy, transport, ICT, education, health/water.

	• Partnership between financial sector and education providers for 
payment plans (student loans)

1.	 Regulatory reforms
	• Relax regulatory environment with reference to licensing, import 
and export costs

2.	 Official support
	• Health and medical training for professionals
	• Increase government investment in health

3.	 PPP
	• Pursue SOE reform
	• Privatisation and PPP in priority sectors, companies in fields such 
as energy, transport, ICT, education, health/water

	• Expand financial products and pharmaceuticals

Ethiopia 1.	 Regulatory reforms
	• Level playing field between public and private actors - 
accreditation

	• More data collection on the education sector
	• More equity in subsidies for education, less regressive

1.	 Regulatory reforms 
	• Policy and regulatory reforms to enhance private sector 
participation: streamline bureaucratic procedures tariff reduction 
and eliminating Non-Tariff Barrier

	• Access to raw materials and improvement of quality standards to 
support development of pharmaceutical sector

2.	 PPPs
	• Expand PPPs through establishing PPP-unit, PPP guidelines 
operating procedures and tools, PPP legal framework, especially in 
secondary and tertiary health services. Hospitals, social marketing, 
non-clinical services and provision of other health services.

Rwanda Linked to improving training for key sectors: increase access to 
financing options for tertiary education
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Kenya 1.	 Regulatory reforms 
	• Relax cumbersome regulations
	• National Hospital Insurance Fund reform (policy, governance and 
efficiency)

	• Reform national health insurance fund, introducing private health 
insurance

2.	 Official Support
	• Expand E-health solutions
	• Support Investment in pharmaceutical sector
	• Incentive training among private health care providers

3.	 PPPs
	• Prospects for PPPs are favourable in equipment supply, e-health, 
training and education, health insurance, and the establishment 
of new private hospitals, medical devices and supply chain 
management as well as  health financing (health insurance). 

Burkina Faso 1.	 Digital innovation
	• Support the promotion of digital education with the creation of  
e-learning modules

2.	 PPPs
	• Private sector solutions to address gap in technical skills, with 
PPP-schemes as a solution

Official support
	• Support the promotion of e-health solutions



24

Endnotes

1	 World Bank, “MAXIMIZING FINANCE FOR DEVELOPMENT: LEVERAGING 
THE PRIVATE SECTOR FOR GROWTH AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT” 
(Washington, DC: World Bank), September, 2017, http://siteresources.
worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_
Maximizing_8-19.pdf.

2	 Development Committee, “FROM BILLIONS TO TRILLIONS: TRANSFORMING 
DEVELOPMENT FINANCE POST-2015 FINANCING FOR DEVELOPMENT: 
MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT FINANCE” (Washington, DC: World Bank, 
April 2015), http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/622841485963735448/
DC2015-0002-E-FinancingforDevelopment.pdf.

3	 World Bank, “MAXIMIZING FINANCE FOR DEVELOPMENT: LEVERAGING 
THE PRIVATE SECTOR FOR GROWTH AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT” 
(Washington, DC: World Bank), September, 2017, http://siteresources.
worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_
Maximizing_8-19.pdf.

4	 World Bank Development Committee, “FORWARD LOOK A VISION FOR THE 
WORLD BANK GROUP IN 2030 – PROGRESS AND CHALLENGES” (Washing-
ton, DC: World Bank, 2017), http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOM-
MINT/Documentation/23745169/DC2017-0002.pdf.

5	 World Bank, “MAXIMIZING FINANCE FOR DEVELOPMENT: LEVERAGING 
THE PRIVATE SECTOR FOR GROWTH AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT” 
(Washington, DC: World Bank), September, 2017, http://siteresources.
worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_
Maximizing_8-19.pdf.

6	 International Finance Corporation, “Country Private Sector Diagnostic,” 
accessed December 2019, https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publica-
tions_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications/cpsds.

7	 “Eurodad.Org - Flawed Conditions: The Impact of the World Bank’s 
Conditionality on Developing Countries,” accessed January 16, 2020, 
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1547058-flawed-conditions-the-im-
pact-of-the-world-bank-s-conditionality-on-developing-countries.pdf.

8	 “Eurodad.Org - History RePPPeated - How Public-Private Partnerships 
Are Failing,” accessed January 16, 2020, https://eurodad.org/files/pd-
f/1546956-history-repppeated-how-public-private-partnerships-are-fail-
ing-.pdf.

9	 World Bank, “Webpage: Maximizing Finance for Development (MFD),” 
accessed December 2019, https://www.worldbank.org/en/about/partners/
maximizing-finance-for-development#2.

10	 Development Committee, “Forward Look -  A Vision for the World Bank 
Group in 2030 - Implementation Update” (Washinton DC: World Bank, March 
30, 2018), http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documenta-
tion/23775499/DC2018_0005ForwardLookupdate_329.pdf.

11	 For more information see Annex 1(A), p. 33: International Finance Corpo-
ration, “Strategy and Business Outlook Update FY20-FY22 : Gearing up to 
Deliver IFC 3.0 at Scale” (Washington, DC: International Finance Corpora-
tion, April 2019), https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/78684d22-f9bb-
4218-beac-181a0d30e753/201905-IFC-SBO-FY20-FY22-Gearing-up-to-De-
liver-IFC-3-0-at-Scale.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mF-.FRI.

12	 Development Committee, “Update: The Forward Look and IBRD-IFC Capital 
Package Implementation” (Washington, DC: World Bank, March 2019), 
https://www.devcommittee.org/sites/www.devcommittee.org/files/
download/Documents/2019-04/DC2019-0003-PIBRDIFC%20capital%20
package%204-13.pdf.

	 IFC Strategy, loc. cit.
	 World Bank, MFD, webpage, loc. cit.
13	 World Bank Group, “Country Partnership Frameworks: Open Knowledge 

Repository,” December 2019, https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/
handle/10986/23100.

14	 World Bank Development Committee, “FORWARD LOOK A VISION FOR THE 
WORLD BANK GROUP IN 2030 – PROGRESS AND CHALLENGES” (Washing-
ton, DC: World Bank, 2017), http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOM-
MINT/Documentation/23745169/DC2017-0002.pdf.

15	 Development Committee, Forward Look Progress and Challenges, loc.cit.
Development Committee, Maximizing Finance for Development (2017), loc. 
cit.

16	 Development Committee, “FROM BILLIONS TO TRILLIONS: TRANSFORMING 
DEVELOPMENT FINANCE POST-2015 FINANCING FOR DEVELOPMENT: 
MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT FINANCE” (Washington, DC: World Bank, 
April 2015), http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/622841485963735448/
DC2015-0002-E-FinancingforDevelopment.pdf.

17	 Development Committee, Maximizing Finance for Development (2017), loc. 
cit.

18	 Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency (MIGA), “MIGA STRATEGY 
AND BUSINESS OUTLOOK- FY 18-20” (Washington, DC: Multilateral 

Investment Guarantee Agency (MIGA), March 2017), https://www.miga.
org/sites/default/files/archive/Documents/MIGA%20Strategy%20-%20
Report%202018-2020.pdf; International Development Association, “IDA19 
An Overview Ten Years to 2030 Growth People Resilience” (Washington, 
DC: World Bank, June 2019), http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/
en/898721564074799426/pdf/IDA19-An-Overview-Ten-Years-to-2030-
Growth-People-Resilience.pdf. IFC Strategy, loc.cit.

19	 World Bank, “MAXIMIZING FINANCE FOR DEVELOPMENT: LEVERAGING 
THE PRIVATE SECTOR FOR GROWTH AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT.” 
Maximizing Finance for Development (2017), loc. cit.

20	 IFC Strategy, loc.cit.
21	 Development Committee, “Forward Look- Implementation Update.”
22	 Anis Chowdhur K.S.,Jomo, “World Bank Financializing Development” 

(Society for International Development, September 2019), https://link.
springer.com/epdf/10.1057/s41301-019-00206-3?author_access_to-
ken=RhcWWUdsqg8Fe_nkCXB0SVxOt48VBPO10Uv7D6sAgHs87mliyLH-
fcYslklXLIpLmXz6QF1SWBZjxgaK3W1dYFgkqxL7zGx3Gew5eVlLwFu3S-
2r0vDz9DDAGQaIreRU-JN-ACTE5PVAMlpbGfWUqGXQ%3D%3D; Overseas 
Development Institute, “Financing the End of Extreme Poverty: Briefing 
Note” (London: Overseas Development Institute, September 2019), https://
www.odi.org/sites/odi.org.uk/files/resource-documents/12907.pdf; Rick 
Rowden, “From the Washington Consensus to the Wall Street Consensus” 
(Washington, DC: Heinrich Böll Stiftung, October 2019), https://us.boell.
org/sites/default/files/rowden_wallstreetconsensus.pdf; Daniela Gabor, 
“Securitization for Sustainability,” Heinrich Böll Stiftung, October 2019, 36.

	 Eurodad, Flawed Conditions, loc.cit.
23	 Development Commitee. Maximizing Finance for Development (2017), loc. 

cit.
24	 Development Committee, “Update: The Forward Look and IBRD-IFC Capital 

Package Implementation.”, loc.cit.
25	 International Finance Corporation, “Country Private Sector Diagnostic.”
26	 World Bank Group, “World Bank Group Directive : Country Engagement” 

(Washington, DC: World Bank, July 2014), https://policies.worldbank.org/
sites/ppf3/PPFDocuments/090224b082538b9a.pdf.

27	 IFC Strategy, loc.cit.
28	 World Bank, “Nepal - Country Partnership Framework for the Period of 

FY2019-FY2023 (English) | The World Bank,” November 2019, http://docu-
ments.worldbank.org/curated/en/998361534181363354/Nepal-Country-
partnership-framework-for-the-period-of-FY2019-FY2023.

29	 Ibid.
30	 International Finance Corporation and World Bank, “Creating Markets in 

Ghana: Country Private Sector Diagnostic” (Washington, DC: International 
Finance Corporation, November 2017), https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/
connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publica-
tions_listing_page/cpsd-ghana-2017; International Finance Corporation 
and World Bank, “Creating Markets in Kazakhstan: Country Private Sector 
Diagnostic” (Washington, DC: International Finance Corporation, December 
2017), https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/
ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/creating+mar-
kets+in+kazakhstan; International Finance Corporation and World Bank, 
“Creating Markets in Ethiopia: Country Private Sector Diagnostic” (Wash-
ington, DC: International Finance Corporation, May 2019), https://www.ifc.
org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publica-
tion_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-ethiopia; International Finance 
Corporation and World Bank, “Creating Markets in Angola: Country Private 
Sector Diagnostic” (Washington, DC: International Finance Corporation, May 
2019), https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/
ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-angola; 
International Finance Corporation and World Bank, “Creating Markets in 
Kenya: Country Private Sector Diagnostic” (Washington, DC: International 
Finance Corporation, July 2019), https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/
publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_list-
ing_page/cpsd-kenya; International Finance Corporation and World Bank, 
“Creating Markets in Nepal: Country Private Sector Diagnostic” (Washing-
ton, DC: International Finance Corporation, November 2018), https://www.
ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publi-
cation_site/publications_listing_page/creating+markets+in+nepal+coun-
try+private+sector+diagnostic; International Finance Corporation and 
World Bank, “Creating Markets in Burkina Faso: Country Private Sector 
Diagnostic” (Washington, DC: International Finance Corporation, July 2019), 
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_ex-
ternal_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-burkina-faso; 
International Finance Corporation and World Bank, “Creating Markets in 
Rwanda: Country Private Sector Diagnostic” (Washington, DC: International 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/622841485963735448/DC2015-0002-E-FinancingforDevelopment.pdf
http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/622841485963735448/DC2015-0002-E-FinancingforDevelopment.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23745169/DC2017-0002.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23745169/DC2017-0002.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23758671/DC2017-0009_Maximizing_8-19.pdf
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications/cpsds
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications/cpsds
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1547058-flawed-conditions-the-impact-of-the-world-bank-s-conditionality-on-developing-countries.pdf
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1547058-flawed-conditions-the-impact-of-the-world-bank-s-conditionality-on-developing-countries.pdf
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1546956-history-repppeated-how-public-private-partnerships-are-failing-.pdf
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1546956-history-repppeated-how-public-private-partnerships-are-failing-.pdf
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1546956-history-repppeated-how-public-private-partnerships-are-failing-.pdf
https://www.worldbank.org/en/about/partners/maximizing-finance-for-development#2
https://www.worldbank.org/en/about/partners/maximizing-finance-for-development#2
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23775499/DC2018_0005ForwardLookupdate_329.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23775499/DC2018_0005ForwardLookupdate_329.pdf
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/78684d22-f9bb-4218-beac-181a0d30e753/201905-IFC-SBO-FY20-FY22-Gearing-up-to-Deliver-IFC-3-0-at-Scale.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mF-.FRI
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/78684d22-f9bb-4218-beac-181a0d30e753/201905-IFC-SBO-FY20-FY22-Gearing-up-to-Deliver-IFC-3-0-at-Scale.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mF-.FRI
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/78684d22-f9bb-4218-beac-181a0d30e753/201905-IFC-SBO-FY20-FY22-Gearing-up-to-Deliver-IFC-3-0-at-Scale.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mF-.FRI
https://www.devcommittee.org/sites/www.devcommittee.org/files/download/Documents/2019-04/DC2019-0003-PIBRDIFC%20capital%20package%204-13.pdf
https://www.devcommittee.org/sites/www.devcommittee.org/files/download/Documents/2019-04/DC2019-0003-PIBRDIFC%20capital%20package%204-13.pdf
https://www.devcommittee.org/sites/www.devcommittee.org/files/download/Documents/2019-04/DC2019-0003-PIBRDIFC%20capital%20package%204-13.pdf
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/23100
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/23100
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23745169/DC2017-0002.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEVCOMMINT/Documentation/23745169/DC2017-0002.pdf
http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/622841485963735448/DC2015-0002-E-FinancingforDevelopment.pdf
http://pubdocs.worldbank.org/en/622841485963735448/DC2015-0002-E-FinancingforDevelopment.pdf
https://www.miga.org/sites/default/files/archive/Documents/MIGA%20Strategy%20-%20Report%202018-2020.pdf
https://www.miga.org/sites/default/files/archive/Documents/MIGA%20Strategy%20-%20Report%202018-2020.pdf
https://www.miga.org/sites/default/files/archive/Documents/MIGA%20Strategy%20-%20Report%202018-2020.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/898721564074799426/pdf/IDA19-An-Overview-Ten-Years-to-2030-Growth-People-Resilience.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/898721564074799426/pdf/IDA19-An-Overview-Ten-Years-to-2030-Growth-People-Resilience.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/898721564074799426/pdf/IDA19-An-Overview-Ten-Years-to-2030-Growth-People-Resilience.pdf
https://link.springer.com/epdf/10.1057/s41301-019-00206-3?author_access_token=RhcWWUdsqg8Fe_nkCXB0SVxOt48VBPO10Uv7D6sAgHs87mliyLHfcYslklXLIpLmXz6QF1SWBZjxgaK3W1dYFgkqxL7zGx3Gew5eVlLwFu3S2r0vDz9DDAGQaIreRU-JN-ACTE5PVAMlpbGfWUqGXQ%3D%3D
https://link.springer.com/epdf/10.1057/s41301-019-00206-3?author_access_token=RhcWWUdsqg8Fe_nkCXB0SVxOt48VBPO10Uv7D6sAgHs87mliyLHfcYslklXLIpLmXz6QF1SWBZjxgaK3W1dYFgkqxL7zGx3Gew5eVlLwFu3S2r0vDz9DDAGQaIreRU-JN-ACTE5PVAMlpbGfWUqGXQ%3D%3D
https://link.springer.com/epdf/10.1057/s41301-019-00206-3?author_access_token=RhcWWUdsqg8Fe_nkCXB0SVxOt48VBPO10Uv7D6sAgHs87mliyLHfcYslklXLIpLmXz6QF1SWBZjxgaK3W1dYFgkqxL7zGx3Gew5eVlLwFu3S2r0vDz9DDAGQaIreRU-JN-ACTE5PVAMlpbGfWUqGXQ%3D%3D
https://link.springer.com/epdf/10.1057/s41301-019-00206-3?author_access_token=RhcWWUdsqg8Fe_nkCXB0SVxOt48VBPO10Uv7D6sAgHs87mliyLHfcYslklXLIpLmXz6QF1SWBZjxgaK3W1dYFgkqxL7zGx3Gew5eVlLwFu3S2r0vDz9DDAGQaIreRU-JN-ACTE5PVAMlpbGfWUqGXQ%3D%3D
https://link.springer.com/epdf/10.1057/s41301-019-00206-3?author_access_token=RhcWWUdsqg8Fe_nkCXB0SVxOt48VBPO10Uv7D6sAgHs87mliyLHfcYslklXLIpLmXz6QF1SWBZjxgaK3W1dYFgkqxL7zGx3Gew5eVlLwFu3S2r0vDz9DDAGQaIreRU-JN-ACTE5PVAMlpbGfWUqGXQ%3D%3D
https://www.odi.org/sites/odi.org.uk/files/resource-documents/12907.pdf
https://www.odi.org/sites/odi.org.uk/files/resource-documents/12907.pdf
https://us.boell.org/sites/default/files/rowden_wallstreetconsensus.pdf
https://us.boell.org/sites/default/files/rowden_wallstreetconsensus.pdf
https://policies.worldbank.org/sites/ppf3/PPFDocuments/090224b082538b9a.pdf
https://policies.worldbank.org/sites/ppf3/PPFDocuments/090224b082538b9a.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/998361534181363354/Nepal-Country-partnership-framework-for-the-period-of-FY2019-FY2023
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/998361534181363354/Nepal-Country-partnership-framework-for-the-period-of-FY2019-FY2023
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/998361534181363354/Nepal-Country-partnership-framework-for-the-period-of-FY2019-FY2023
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-ghana-2017
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-ghana-2017
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-ghana-2017
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/creating+markets+in+kazakhstan
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/creating+markets+in+kazakhstan
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/creating+markets+in+kazakhstan
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-ethiopia
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-ethiopia
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-ethiopia
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-angola
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-angola
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-kenya
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-kenya
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-kenya
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/creating+markets+in+nepal+country+private+sector+diagnostic
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/creating+markets+in+nepal+country+private+sector+diagnostic
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/creating+markets+in+nepal+country+private+sector+diagnostic
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/creating+markets+in+nepal+country+private+sector+diagnostic
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-burkina-faso
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-burkina-faso


25

Repeat Prescription: The impact of the World Bank’s Private Sector Diagnostic Tools on developing countries

Finance Corporation, June 2019), https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/
publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_list-
ing_page/cpsd-rwanda.

31	 International Finance Corporation and World Bank, “Creating Markets in 
Burkina Faso: Country Private Sector Diagnostic.”

32	 International Finance Corporation, “Disclosure - Invest Ghana,” December 
2019, https://disclosures.ifc.org/#/projectDetail/AS/602979.

33	 International Finance Corporation, “Disclosure - Ashesi University II,” 
December 2019, https://disclosures.ifc.org/#/projectDetail/ESRS/39192.

34	 International Development Association, “Ghana Economic Transformation 
Project” (Washington, DC: World Bank, June 2019), http://documents.world-
bank.org/curated/en/351101562378424349/pdf/Ghana-Economic-Trans-
formation-Project.pdf.

35	 African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights Sessions:, “420 Reso-
lution on States’ Obligation to Regulate Private Actors Involved in the Pro-
vision of Health and Education Services - ACHPR / Res. 420 (LXIV) 2019,” 
December 2019, https://www.achpr.org/sessions/resolutions?id=444.

36	 Katie Malouf Bous and Jason Farr, “False Promises: How Delivering 
Education through Private Schools and Public-Private Partnerships Risks 
Fueling Inequality Instead of Achieving Quality Education for All” (Oxfam, 
April 8, 2019), https://doi.org/10.21201/2019.4290.”publisher”:”Oxfam”,”-
source”:”Crossref”,”URL”:”http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720”,”note”:”DOI: 
10.21201/2019.4290”,”shortTitle”:”False Promises”,”language”:”en”,”au-
thor”:[{“family”:”Malouf Bous”,”given”:”Katie”},{“family”:”Farr”,”given”:”Ja-
son”}],”issued”:{“date-parts”:[[“2019”,4,8]]},”accessed”:{“date-parts”:[[“202
0”,1,16]]}}}],”schema”:”https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/
raw/master/csl-citation.json”} 

37	 Various Civil Society organisations, “An Open Letter to the World Bank 
and Its Donors,” accessed January 16, 2020, https://www-cdn.oxfam.
org/s3fs-public/letter_world_bank_october_2019.pdf; Momina Afridi, 
“Equity and Quality in an Education Public-Private Partnership: A Study 
of the World Bank-Supported PPP in Punjab, Pakistan” (Oxfam, August 
2, 2018), https://doi.org/10.21201/2018.3002; ActionAid International, 
“Multi-Country Research on Private Education in Compliance with the Right 
to Education | ActionAid International,” June 2019, https://actionaid.org/
publications/2019/multi-country-research-private-education-compli-
ance-right-education; Global Campaign for Education, “Private Profit Public 
Loss 2016: Why the Push for Low-Fee Private Schools Is Throwing Quality 
Education off Track” (South Africa, 2016), https://www.right-to-education.
org/sites/right-to-education.org/files/resource-attachments/GCE_Pri-
vate_Profit_Public_Loss_2016_En.pdf; “Eurodad.Org - History RePPPeated 
- How Public-Private Partnerships Are Failing.”

38	 Eurodad, “Can Public-Private Partnerships Deliver Gender Equality?” 
(Eurodad), accessed January 16, 2020, https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/
can-public-private-partnerships-deliver-gender-equality.pdf.2020, https://
eurodad.org/files/pdf/can-public-private-partnerships-deliver-gen-
der-equality.pdf.”,”plainCitation”:”Eurodad, “Can Public-Private Partner-
ships Deliver Gender Equality?” (Eurodad

39	 “Eurodad.Org - History RePPPeated - How Public-Private Partnerships Are 
Failing.”

40	 Malouf Bous and Farr, “False Promises.””publisher”:”Oxfam”,”-
source”:”Crossref”,”URL”:”http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720”,”note”:”DOI: 
10.21201/2019.4290”,”shortTitle”:”False Promises”,”language”:”en”,”au-
thor”:[{“family”:”Malouf Bous”,”given”:”Katie”},{“family”:”Farr”,”given”:”Ja-
son”}],”issued”:{“date-parts”:[[“2019”,4,8]]},”accessed”:{“date-parts”:[[“202
0”,1,16]]}}}],”schema”:”https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/
raw/master/csl-citation.json”} 

	 Day Ashley L., et al. (2014) The role and impact of private schools in devel-
oping countries: a rigorous review of the evidence, DFID bit.ly/2kuWody; 
Srivastava, P. (2013) “Low-fee private schooling: issues and evidence” in P. 
Srivastava (Ed.) Low-fee Private Schooling: aggravating equity or mitigating 
disadvantage? Oxford Studies in Comparative Education Series (Symposium 
Books, Oxford, 2013).

41	 Malouf Bous and Farr.”publisher”:”Oxfam”,”source”:”Crossref”,”URL”:”http://
hdl.handle.net/10546/620720”,”note”:”DOI: 10.21201/2019.4290”,”short-
Title”:”False Promises”,”language”:”en”,”author”:[{“family”:”Malouf 
Bous”,”given”:”Katie”},{“family”:”Farr”,”given”:”Jason”}],”issued”:{“-
date-parts”:[[“2019”,4,8]]},”accessed”:{“date-parts”:[[“2020”,1,16]]}}}],”
schema”:”https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/
csl-citation.json”} 

42	 Verger, A. and M. Moschetti (2017) Public-Private Partnerships as an 
Education Policy Approach: Multiple Meanings, Risks and Challenges. 
Education Research and Foresight Series, No. 19. Paris, UNESCO; Aslam, 
M., S. Rawal, and S. Saeed. (2017). Public-Private Partnerships in Education 

in Developing Countries: A Rigorous Review of the Evidence. Ark Education 
Partnerships Group; Baum, D. (2018) The Effectiveness and Equity of Pub-
lic-Private Partnerships in Education: A Quasi-Experimental Evaluation of 
17 Countries. Education Policy Analysis Archives Vol. 26, No. 105.

43	 Jo Walker et al., “The Power of Education to Fight Inequality | Oxfam Inter-
national” (Oxfam International, September 2019), https://www.oxfam.org/
en/research/power-education-fight-inequality.1,16]]}}}],”schema”:”https://
github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.
json”} 

44	 Global Campaign for Education, “Private Profit Public Loss 2016: Why the 
Push for Low-Fee Private Schools Is Throwing Quality Education off Track”; 
“Sweden’s Education System Failures - Business Insider,” December 
2019, https://www.businessinsider.com/swedens-education-system-fail-
ures-2013-12?international=true&r=US&IR=T.

45	 “#SABERexposed ‘The World Bank’s SABER: A Knowledge Source 
or an Ideologically-Honed Weapon to Compel Neoliberal Educational 
Reforms?’, By Mark Ginsburg and Steven Klees.,” accessed January 
16, 2020, https://worldsofeducation.org/en/woe_homepage/woe_de-
tail/16508/saberexposed-%E2%80%9Cthe-world-bank%E2%80%99s
-saber-a-knowledge-source-or-an-ideologically-honed-weapon-to-com-
pel-neoliberal-educational-reforms%E2%80%9D-by-mark-ginsburg-and-
steven-klees.

46	 Malouf Bous and Farr, “False Promises.””publisher”:”Oxfam”,”-
source”:”Crossref”,”URL”:”http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720”,”note”:”DOI: 
10.21201/2019.4290”,”shortTitle”:”False Promises”,”language”:”en”,”au-
thor”:[{“family”:”Malouf Bous”,”given”:”Katie”},{“family”:”Farr”,”given”:”Ja-
son”}],”issued”:{“date-parts”:[[“2019”,4,8]]},”accessed”:{“date-parts”:[[“202
0”,1,16]]}}}],”schema”:”https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/
raw/master/csl-citation.json”} 

47	 International Finance Corporation and World Bank, “Creating Markets in 
Ghana: Country Private Sector Diagnostic.”

48	 Jo Walker et al., “The Power of Education to Fight Inequality | Oxfam Inter-
national.”1,16]]}}}],”schema”:”https://github.com/citation-style-language/
schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json”} 

49	 Compliance Advisor Ombudsman, “Appraisal Report: Bridge International 
Academies,” October 2019, http://www.cao-ombudsman.org/documents/
CAOAppraisalReport_BridgeInternationalAcademies_English.pdf; Oxford 
Human Rights Hub, “World Bank Ombudsman Raises ‘Substantial Con-
cerns’ about Investment in Bridge International Academies | OHRH,” Ocot-
ber 2019, https://ohrh.law.ox.ac.uk/world-bank-ombudsman-raises-sub-
stantial-concerns-about-investment-in-bridge-international-academies/.

50	 ActionAid International, “Multi-Country Research on Private Education in 
Compliance with the Right to Education | ActionAid International.”

51	 “The Abidjan Principles,” December 2019, https://www.abidjanprinciples.
org/.

52	 “The Abidjan Principles - Full Text,” August 2019, https://static1.square-
space.com/static/5c2d081daf2096648cc801da/t/5d5f200b80e7760001a91
43a/1566515220020/Designed_A4_WEB_Abidjan+Principles__august2019.
pdf.

53	 United Nations Human Rights, Office of the High Commissioner, “Sustain-
able Development Goal 4 and the Privatisation of Education,” Accessed 
2019, https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Education/SREducation/Pages/
PrivatisationOfEducation.aspx.

54	 Malouf Bous and Farr, “False Promises.””publisher”:”Oxfam”,”-
source”:”Crossref”,”URL”:”http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720”,”note”:”DOI: 
10.21201/2019.4290”,”shortTitle”:”False Promises”,”language”:”en”,”au-
thor”:[{“family”:”Malouf Bous”,”given”:”Katie”},{“family”:”Farr”,”given”:”Ja-
son”}],”issued”:{“date-parts”:[[“2019”,4,8]]},”accessed”:{“date-parts”:[[“202
0”,1,16]]}}}],”schema”:”https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/
raw/master/csl-citation.json”} 

55	 ActionAid International, “The Impact of Privatisation on the Fulfilment of 
the Right to Education in 7 African Countries | ActionAid International,” June 
2019, https://actionaid.org/publications/2019/impact-privatisation-fulfil-
ment-right-education-7-african-countries.

56	 The Global Initiative for Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, “African 
Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights Adopts Landmark Res-
olution on Privatisation of Education and Health and Recognises the 
Abidjan Principles — GI-ESCR,” December 2019, https://www.gi-escr.
org/latest-news/2019/6/13/african-commission-on-human-and-peo-
ples-rights-adopts-landmark-resolution-on-privatisation-of-educa-
tion-and-health-and-recognises-the-abidjan-principles; African Commis-
sion on Human and Peoples’ Rights Sessions:, “420 Resolution on States’ 
Obligation to Regulate Private Actors Involved in the Provision of Health 
and Education Services - ACHPR / Res. 420 (LXIV) 2019.”

https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-rwanda
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-rwanda
https://www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/publications_ext_content/ifc_external_publication_site/publications_listing_page/cpsd-rwanda
https://disclosures.ifc.org/#/projectDetail/AS/602979
https://disclosures.ifc.org/#/projectDetail/ESRS/39192
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/351101562378424349/pdf/Ghana-Economic-Transformation-Project.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/351101562378424349/pdf/Ghana-Economic-Transformation-Project.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/351101562378424349/pdf/Ghana-Economic-Transformation-Project.pdf
https://www.achpr.org/sessions/resolutions?id=444
https://doi.org/10.21201/2019.4290
http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://www-cdn.oxfam.org/s3fs-public/letter_world_bank_october_2019.pdf
https://www-cdn.oxfam.org/s3fs-public/letter_world_bank_october_2019.pdf
https://doi.org/10.21201/2018.3002
https://actionaid.org/publications/2019/multi-country-research-private-education-compliance-right-education
https://actionaid.org/publications/2019/multi-country-research-private-education-compliance-right-education
https://actionaid.org/publications/2019/multi-country-research-private-education-compliance-right-education
https://www.right-to-education.org/sites/right-to-education.org/files/resource-attachments/GCE_Private_Profit_Public_Loss_2016_En.pdf
https://www.right-to-education.org/sites/right-to-education.org/files/resource-attachments/GCE_Private_Profit_Public_Loss_2016_En.pdf
https://www.right-to-education.org/sites/right-to-education.org/files/resource-attachments/GCE_Private_Profit_Public_Loss_2016_En.pdf
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/can-public-private-partnerships-deliver-gender-equality.pdf.2020
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/can-public-private-partnerships-deliver-gender-equality.pdf.2020
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/can-public-private-partnerships-deliver-gender-equality.pdf
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/can-public-private-partnerships-deliver-gender-equality.pdf
https://eurodad.org/files/pdf/can-public-private-partnerships-deliver-gender-equality.pdf
http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://bit.ly/2kuWody
http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720
http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://www.oxfam.org/en/research/power-education-fight-inequality.1,16
https://www.oxfam.org/en/research/power-education-fight-inequality.1,16
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://www.businessinsider.com/swedens-education-system-failures-2013-12?international=true&r=US&IR=T
https://www.businessinsider.com/swedens-education-system-failures-2013-12?international=true&r=US&IR=T
https://worldsofeducation.org/en/woe_homepage/woe_detail/16508/saberexposed-%E2%80%9Cthe-world-bank%E2%80%99s-saber-a-knowledge-source-or-an-ideologically-honed-weapon-to-compel-neoliberal-educational-reforms%E2%80%9D-by-mark-ginsburg-and-steven-klees
https://worldsofeducation.org/en/woe_homepage/woe_detail/16508/saberexposed-%E2%80%9Cthe-world-bank%E2%80%99s-saber-a-knowledge-source-or-an-ideologically-honed-weapon-to-compel-neoliberal-educational-reforms%E2%80%9D-by-mark-ginsburg-and-steven-klees
https://worldsofeducation.org/en/woe_homepage/woe_detail/16508/saberexposed-%E2%80%9Cthe-world-bank%E2%80%99s-saber-a-knowledge-source-or-an-ideologically-honed-weapon-to-compel-neoliberal-educational-reforms%E2%80%9D-by-mark-ginsburg-and-steven-klees
https://worldsofeducation.org/en/woe_homepage/woe_detail/16508/saberexposed-%E2%80%9Cthe-world-bank%E2%80%99s-saber-a-knowledge-source-or-an-ideologically-honed-weapon-to-compel-neoliberal-educational-reforms%E2%80%9D-by-mark-ginsburg-and-steven-klees
https://worldsofeducation.org/en/woe_homepage/woe_detail/16508/saberexposed-%E2%80%9Cthe-world-bank%E2%80%99s-saber-a-knowledge-source-or-an-ideologically-honed-weapon-to-compel-neoliberal-educational-reforms%E2%80%9D-by-mark-ginsburg-and-steven-klees
http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
http://www.cao-ombudsman.org/documents/CAOAppraisalReport_BridgeInternationalAcademies_English.pdf
http://www.cao-ombudsman.org/documents/CAOAppraisalReport_BridgeInternationalAcademies_English.pdf
https://ohrh.law.ox.ac.uk/world-bank-ombudsman-raises-substantial-concerns-about-investment-in-bridge-international-academies/
https://ohrh.law.ox.ac.uk/world-bank-ombudsman-raises-substantial-concerns-about-investment-in-bridge-international-academies/
https://www.abidjanprinciples.org/
https://www.abidjanprinciples.org/
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c2d081daf2096648cc801da/t/5d5f200b80e7760001a9143a/1566515220020/Designed_A4_WEB_Abidjan+Principles__august2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c2d081daf2096648cc801da/t/5d5f200b80e7760001a9143a/1566515220020/Designed_A4_WEB_Abidjan+Principles__august2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c2d081daf2096648cc801da/t/5d5f200b80e7760001a9143a/1566515220020/Designed_A4_WEB_Abidjan+Principles__august2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5c2d081daf2096648cc801da/t/5d5f200b80e7760001a9143a/1566515220020/Designed_A4_WEB_Abidjan+Principles__august2019.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Education/SREducation/Pages/PrivatisationOfEducation.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Education/SREducation/Pages/PrivatisationOfEducation.aspx
http://hdl.handle.net/10546/620720
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://actionaid.org/publications/2019/impact-privatisation-fulfilment-right-education-7-african-countries
https://actionaid.org/publications/2019/impact-privatisation-fulfilment-right-education-7-african-countries
https://www.gi-escr.org/latest-news/2019/6/13/african-commission-on-human-and-peoples-rights-adopts-landmark-resolution-on-privatisation-of-education-and-health-and-recognises-the-abidjan-principles
https://www.gi-escr.org/latest-news/2019/6/13/african-commission-on-human-and-peoples-rights-adopts-landmark-resolution-on-privatisation-of-education-and-health-and-recognises-the-abidjan-principles
https://www.gi-escr.org/latest-news/2019/6/13/african-commission-on-human-and-peoples-rights-adopts-landmark-resolution-on-privatisation-of-education-and-health-and-recognises-the-abidjan-principles
https://www.gi-escr.org/latest-news/2019/6/13/african-commission-on-human-and-peoples-rights-adopts-landmark-resolution-on-privatisation-of-education-and-health-and-recognises-the-abidjan-principles


26

Repeat Prescription: The impact of the World Bank’s Private Sector Diagnostic Tools on developing countries

57	 Ian Macpherson, Susan Robertson, Geoffrey Walford, Education, Privatisa-
tion and Social Justice: Case Studies from Africa, South Asia, and South-East 
Asia (Symposium Book, 2014).

58	 Global Campaign for Education, “Private Profit Public Loss 2016: Why the 
Push for Low-Fee Private Schools Is Throwing Quality Education off Track.”

59	 ActionAid International, “Multi-Country Research on Private Education in 
Compliance with the Right to Education | ActionAid International.”

60	 International Monetary Fund, “Multiple Dimensions of Human Development 
Index and Public Social Spending for Sustainable Development” (Washing-
ton, DC: International Monetary Fund, September 2019), https://www.imf.
org/en/Publications/WP/Issues/2019/09/26/Multiple-Dimensions-of-Hu-
man-Development-Index-and-Public-Social-Spending-for-Sustainable-486
10?cid=em-COM-123-39477.

61	 “Eurodad.Org - Public Development Banks: Towards a Better Model,” 
accessed January 16, 2020, https://eurodad.org/Public-Develop-
ment-Banks-towards-a-better-model.

62	 Anna Marriott and Jessica Hamer, “Investing for the Few:  The IFC’s Health 
in Africa Initiative” (Oxfam GB, September 2014), https://oxfamilibrary.
openrepository.com/bitstream/handle/10546/325654/bn-investing-
for-few-ifc-health-in-africa-100914-en.pdf;jsessionid=F61F1C54D-
D84190068C2D6822319FB59?sequence=1; Benjamin M Hunter, Anna Marri-
ott, and Oxfam Gb, “Development Finance Institutions: The (in)Coherence of 
Their Investments in Private Healthcare Companies,” 2018, 12.

63	 Marriott and Hamer, “Investing for the Few:  The IFC’s Health in Africa 
Initiative”; Wemos, “Wemos Discussion Paper: Aid for Trade: Best Public 
Value for Public Money” (Amsterdam: Wemos, October 2019), https://www.
wemos.nl/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Wemos_discussion-paper_Aid-
for-Trade_Best-Public-Value-for-Public-Money_Oct-2019.pdf; INITIATIVE 
FOR SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC RIGHTS, “Achieving Equity in Health: Are 
Public Private Partnerships the Solution?” (Kampala, Uganda, April 2019), 
https://iser-uganda.org/images/downloads/achieving_equity_in_health.
pdf; “Eurodad.Org - History RePPPeated - How Public-Private Partnerships 
Are Failing.””plainCitation”:”Marriott and Hamer, “Investing for the Few:  The 
IFC’s Health in Africa Initiative”; Wemos, “Wemos Discussion Paper: Aid for 
Trade: Best Public Value for Public Money” (Amsterdam: Wemos, October 
2019

64	 M.J. Romero, “Public Private Partnerships and Universal Health Care in 
Latin America - at What Cost?” (Brussels: Eurodad, October 2019), https://
eurodad.org/health-PPP.

65	 Suwit Wibulpolprasert, Cha-Aim Pachanee, “Addressing the Internal Brain 
Drain of Medical Doctors in Thailand: The Story and Lesson Learned -,” 
April 2008, https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/14680181080080010
104.

66	 Sonia Languille, “Public Private Partnerships in Education and Health in the 
Global South: A Literature Review,” 2017, http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/
abs/10.1080/21699763.2017.1307779?journalCode=rjcs21.

67	 M.J. Romero, “Public Private Partnerships and Universal Health Care in 
Latin America - at What Cost?”

68	 World Health Organization, “Financing for Universal Health Coverage: Dos 
and Don’ts | P4H Network” (Geneva: World Health Organization, September 
2019), https://p4h.world/en/news/financing-universal-health-cover-
age-dos-and-donts; World Bank Group, “High-Performance Financing for 
Universal Health Coverage: Driving Sustainable, Inclusive Growth in the 
21st Century,” G20 FINANCE MINISTERS AND CENTRAL BANK GOVERNORS 
MEETING VERSION (Washington, DC: World Bank, June 2019), https://www.
mof.go.jp/english/international_policy/convention/g20/annex8_2.pdf.

69	 Tilman Tacke and Robert J Waldmann, “The Relative Efficiency of Public 
and Private Health Care,” CEIS Research Paper (Tor Vergata University, 
2011), https://ideas.repec.org/p/rtv/ceisrp/202.html.

70	 World Bank Group, “High-Performance Financing for Universal Health 
Coverage: Driving Sustainable, Inclusive Growth in the 21st Century.”

71	 Diane McIntyre and Joseph Kutzin, “WHO | Health Financing Country Diag-
nostic: A Foundation for National Strategy Development” (Geneva: WHO, 
2016), http://www.who.int/health_financing/documents/country-diagnos-
tic/en/.

72	 WB WHO, “Tracking Universal Health Coverage: 2017 Global Mon-
itoring Report,” 2017, http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/
en/640121513095868125/pdf/122029-WP-REVISED-PUBLIC.pdf.

73	 M.J. Romero, “Public Private Partnerships and Universal Health Care in 
Latin America - at What Cost?”; Renée De Jong, “ARE UHC KIDDING ME? 
5 ALTERNATIVES TO EQUITABLY FUND HEALTH FOR ALL - Wemos,” July 
2019, https://www.wemos.nl/en/are-uhc-kidding-me-5-alternatives-
to-equitably-fund-health-for-all/.”event-place”:”Brussels”,”URL”:”https://
eurodad.org/health-PPP”,”author”:[{“literal”:”M.J. Romero”}],”issued”:{“-

date-parts”:[[“2019”,10]]},”accessed”:{“date-parts”:[[“2020”,1,16]]}}},{“id”:136
0,”uris”:[“http://zotero.org/users/4628263/items/RSJ4U2TD”],”uri”:[“http://
zotero.org/users/4628263/items/RSJ4U2TD”],”itemData”:{“id”:1360,”-
type”:”post-weblog”,”title”:”ARE UHC KIDDING ME? 5 ALTERNATIVES 
TO EQUITABLY FUND HEALTH FOR ALL - Wemos”,”URL”:”https://
www.wemos.nl/en/are-uhc-kidding-me-5-alternatives-to-equitably-
fund-health-for-all/”,”author”:[{“literal”:”Renée De Jong”}],”issued”:{“-
date-parts”:[[“2019”,7]]},”accessed”:{“date-parts”:[[“2020”,1,16]]}}}],”s
chema”:”https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/
csl-citation.json”} 

74	 International Monetary Fund, “Multiple Dimensions of Human Development 
Index and Public Social Spending for Sustainable Development.”

75	 Renée De Jong, “ARE UHC KIDDING ME? 5 ALTERNATIVES TO EQUITABLY 
FUND HEALTH FOR ALL - Wemos.”1,16]]}}}],”schema”:”https://github.com/
citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json”} 

76	 People’s Health Movement, Partners In Health, Sama, Medicus Mundi Inter-
national, and Public Services International, and People’s Health Movement 
and others, “A Civil Society Assessment of the Political Declaration of the 
UN High Level Meeting on Universal Health Coverage,” September 2019, 
https://phmovement.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/Civil-Society-As-
sessment-of-UHC-HLM-declaration_16-Sept.docx.pdf; Oxfam Internation-
al, “World Bank Group’s Billion Dollar Private Sector Health Initiative in 
Africa Is Failing to Reach the Poor | Oxfam International,” September 2014, 
https://www.oxfam.org/en/press-releases/world-bank-groups-billion-
dollar-private-sector-health-initiative-africa-failing.

77	 African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights Sessions:, “420 Reso-
lution on States’ Obligation to Regulate Private Actors Involved in the Provi-
sion of Health and Education Services - ACHPR / Res. 420 (LXIV) 2019.”

78	 INITIATIVE FOR SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC RIGHTS, Global Initiative for 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, and Human Rights Centre Clinic, 
“Private Actors and the Right to Health: Towards A Human Rights Impacts 
Assessment Framework,” December 2019, https://static1.squarespace.
com/static/5a6e0958f6576ebde0e78c18/t/5dfb832f7894511787b0
2d52/1576764300874/Private+Actors+and+the+Right+to+Health+Re-
port+-+December+2019.pdf.

79	 María José Romero, “Public Development Banks: Towards a Better 
Model,” April 2017, http://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1546743-public-develop-
ment-banks-towards-a-better-model.pdf.

80	 Committee on Economic, and Social and Cultural Rights, “General Com-
ment No. 14:  The Right to the Highest Attainable Standard of Health,” Au-
gust 2000, 14, E/C.12/2000/4, https://www.refworld.org/pdfid/4538838d0.
pdf.

https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/WP/Issues/2019/09/26/Multiple-Dimensions-of-Human-Development-Index-and-Public-Social-Spending-for-Sustainable-48610?cid=em-COM-123-39477
https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/WP/Issues/2019/09/26/Multiple-Dimensions-of-Human-Development-Index-and-Public-Social-Spending-for-Sustainable-48610?cid=em-COM-123-39477
https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/WP/Issues/2019/09/26/Multiple-Dimensions-of-Human-Development-Index-and-Public-Social-Spending-for-Sustainable-48610?cid=em-COM-123-39477
https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/WP/Issues/2019/09/26/Multiple-Dimensions-of-Human-Development-Index-and-Public-Social-Spending-for-Sustainable-48610?cid=em-COM-123-39477
https://eurodad.org/Public-Development-Banks-towards-a-better-model
https://eurodad.org/Public-Development-Banks-towards-a-better-model
https://oxfamilibrary.openrepository.com/bitstream/handle/10546/325654/bn-investing-for-few-ifc-health-in-africa-100914-en.pdf;jsessionid=F61F1C54DD84190068C2D6822319FB59?sequence=1
https://oxfamilibrary.openrepository.com/bitstream/handle/10546/325654/bn-investing-for-few-ifc-health-in-africa-100914-en.pdf;jsessionid=F61F1C54DD84190068C2D6822319FB59?sequence=1
https://oxfamilibrary.openrepository.com/bitstream/handle/10546/325654/bn-investing-for-few-ifc-health-in-africa-100914-en.pdf;jsessionid=F61F1C54DD84190068C2D6822319FB59?sequence=1
https://oxfamilibrary.openrepository.com/bitstream/handle/10546/325654/bn-investing-for-few-ifc-health-in-africa-100914-en.pdf;jsessionid=F61F1C54DD84190068C2D6822319FB59?sequence=1
https://www.wemos.nl/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Wemos_discussion-paper_Aid-for-Trade_Best-Public-Value-for-Public-Money_Oct-2019.pdf
https://www.wemos.nl/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Wemos_discussion-paper_Aid-for-Trade_Best-Public-Value-for-Public-Money_Oct-2019.pdf
https://www.wemos.nl/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Wemos_discussion-paper_Aid-for-Trade_Best-Public-Value-for-Public-Money_Oct-2019.pdf
https://iser-uganda.org/images/downloads/achieving_equity_in_health.pdf
https://iser-uganda.org/images/downloads/achieving_equity_in_health.pdf
https://eurodad.org/health-PPP
https://eurodad.org/health-PPP
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/14680181080080010104
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/14680181080080010104
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/21699763.2017.1307779?journalCode=rjcs21
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/21699763.2017.1307779?journalCode=rjcs21
https://p4h.world/en/news/financing-universal-health-coverage-dos-and-donts
https://p4h.world/en/news/financing-universal-health-coverage-dos-and-donts
https://www.mof.go.jp/english/international_policy/convention/g20/annex8_2.pdf
https://www.mof.go.jp/english/international_policy/convention/g20/annex8_2.pdf
https://ideas.repec.org/p/rtv/ceisrp/202.html
http://www.who.int/health_financing/documents/country-diagnostic/en/
http://www.who.int/health_financing/documents/country-diagnostic/en/
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/640121513095868125/pdf/122029-WP-REVISED-PUBLIC.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/640121513095868125/pdf/122029-WP-REVISED-PUBLIC.pdf
https://www.wemos.nl/en/are-uhc-kidding-me-5-alternatives-to-equitably-fund-health-for-all/
https://www.wemos.nl/en/are-uhc-kidding-me-5-alternatives-to-equitably-fund-health-for-all/
https://eurodad.org/health-PPP
https://eurodad.org/health-PPP
http://zotero.org/users/4628263/items/RSJ4U2TD
http://zotero.org/users/4628263/items/RSJ4U2TD
http://zotero.org/users/4628263/items/RSJ4U2TD
https://www.wemos.nl/en/are-uhc-kidding-me-5-alternatives-to-equitably-fund-health-for-all/
https://www.wemos.nl/en/are-uhc-kidding-me-5-alternatives-to-equitably-fund-health-for-all/
https://www.wemos.nl/en/are-uhc-kidding-me-5-alternatives-to-equitably-fund-health-for-all/
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://github.com/citation-style-language/schema/raw/master/csl-citation.json
https://phmovement.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/Civil-Society-Assessment-of-UHC-HLM-declaration_16-Sept.docx.pdf
https://phmovement.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/Civil-Society-Assessment-of-UHC-HLM-declaration_16-Sept.docx.pdf
https://www.oxfam.org/en/press-releases/world-bank-groups-billion-dollar-private-sector-health-initiative-africa-failing
https://www.oxfam.org/en/press-releases/world-bank-groups-billion-dollar-private-sector-health-initiative-africa-failing
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a6e0958f6576ebde0e78c18/t/5dfb832f7894511787b02d52/1576764300874/Private+Actors+and+the+Right+to+Health+Report+-+December+2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a6e0958f6576ebde0e78c18/t/5dfb832f7894511787b02d52/1576764300874/Private+Actors+and+the+Right+to+Health+Report+-+December+2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a6e0958f6576ebde0e78c18/t/5dfb832f7894511787b02d52/1576764300874/Private+Actors+and+the+Right+to+Health+Report+-+December+2019.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a6e0958f6576ebde0e78c18/t/5dfb832f7894511787b02d52/1576764300874/Private+Actors+and+the+Right+to+Health+Report+-+December+2019.pdf
http://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1546743-public-development-banks-towards-a-better-model.pdf
http://eurodad.org/files/pdf/1546743-public-development-banks-towards-a-better-model.pdf
https://www.refworld.org/pdfid/4538838d0.pdf
https://www.refworld.org/pdfid/4538838d0.pdf


Eurodad

The European Network on Debt and Development (Eurodad) 
is a network of 50 civil society organisations (CSOs) from 
20 European countries, which works for transformative 
yet specific changes to global and European policies, 
institutions, rules and structures to ensure a democratically 
controlled, environmentally sustainable financial and 
economic system that works to eradicate poverty and 
ensure human rights for all.



Contact

Eurodad
Rue d’Edimbourg 18-26
1050 Brussels
Belgium

Tel: +32 (0) 2 894 4640

www.eurodad.org

facebook.com/Eurodad
twitter.com/eurodad

http://www.eurodad.org
http://facebook.com/Eurodad
http://twitter.com/eurodad

	_GoBack
	Executive Summary
	Introduction
	1. What is the CPSD and how does it connect with the WBG’s strategy?
	2. CPSD in practice
	3. CPSD on health and education
	Conclusion
	Annex I: CPSD Recommendations across countries
	Annex II: CPSD Policy recommendations in Health and Education

