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APPENDIX C4: IMPLEMENTATION OF CONDITIONS

Overall policy Time period Number of operations
Region/country implementation rating covered evaluated

Africa

Burkina Faso Good 2000–00 1

Burundi Poor 1992–95 1

Cape Verde Good 2002–? 1

Central Africa Good 1988–90 1

Ethiopia Good 2002–? 1

Madagascar Good 1987–94 2

Malawi Moderate 1988–01 4

Mali Good 1991–01 2

Mauritania Good 2000–01 1

Mauritius Moderate 1987–89 1

Mozambique Good 1988–99 3

Niger Moderate 1999–03 2

Nigeria Moderate– 1987–92 2

Senegal Poor 1995–? 3

Tanzania Moderate 1987–00 4

Zambia Good 1991–? 6

Zimbabwe Moderate+ 1992–98 2

East Asia and Pacific

Cambodia Moderate 2000–? 1

Indonesia Good 1999–99 1

Papua New Guinea Poor 1996–97 1

Philippines Good 1987–95 2

Vietnam Good 1995–? 2

Europe and Central Asia

Bulgaria Good 1992–? 3

Georgia Moderate 1998–99 1

Kazakhstan Good 1994–97 1

Macedonia Good 1997–99 1

Romania Moderate 1992–98 2

Yugoslavia, Former Good 1990–92 1

Table C4.1: Implementation of Conditions

(Table continues on the following page.)
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Table C4.1: Implementation of Conditions (continued)

Overall policy Time period Number of operations
Region/country implementation rating covered evaluated

Latin America and the Caribbean

El Salvador Moderate+ 1991–95 2

Guatemala Good 1993–96 1

Jamaica Moderate 1987–96 3

Mexico Good 1987–94 6

Nicaragua Good 1992–97 2

Panama Good 1987–99 3

Trinidad and Tobago Good 1990–93 1

Venezuela Poor 1989–93 1

Middle East and North Africa

Egypt Moderate 1991–94 1

Jordan Good 1990–93 1

Morocco Moderate 1998–92 2

Tunisia Moderate– (moderate going with most recent) 1987–? 4

South Asia

Bangladesh Moderate– (moderate going with most recent) 1987–95 2

India Moderate 1992–93 1

Pakistan Good 2001–04 2

Sri Lanka Moderate 1990–95 1

Source: IEG staff assessment.

Note: May not add up to the total number of loans as some loans have not been evaluated, or were evaluated but rated non–evaluable, either because project documents did not con-

tain enough information or because the loan had no legally binding conditionality.




