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Evaluating PPP Progress

= Actual PPPs accomplished

» Legal/Regulatory Framework
= Political/Policy Support

= Public Sector Capacity

= Macroeconomic Environment
* Tendering Procedures

= Financial Instruments
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Level of Compliance In
Core Areas of PPP Legislation

| General Policy Framework m| Definitions and scope of the concessions law
@ Project Agreement @ Settlement of disputes and applicable law

0O General concessions legal framework B Selection of the concessionaire

B Support and financial securities
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40—
Effectiveness by Core Areas
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OECD Country Risk Classifications (2008)
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PPP Maturity Curve

Figure 2. PPP Market Maturity Curve
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EBRD Assessment of Success Based on
Completed Projects

Uzbekistan Tajikistan Kyrgyz Georgia Moldova Azerbaijan Mongolia Armenia
Republic
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PPP Status Summary
= Few completed PPP projects in CAREC

= The majority of the CAREC nations have
adopted concession laws, but these do not
demonstrate high levels of compliance with
International norms.

= UNECE and other bodies have identified public
sector capacity as the biggest challenge to PPP
Implementation in transition economies.

= CAREC should be fertile ground for PPP

s Infrastructure projects, but broad success will
bl Privt require and improved enabling environment.

» *Par[nershlps

=
s 7

PARTNERSHIPS TOR PROGRESS

01020040080MI



