COVID-19 Africa Public
Finance Response Monitor

Budgeting in the context of
COVID-19: Trends and tools
of reallocations

Contents
Acknowledgements................................................................................................................................................................... 2
Boxes, figures and tables.......................................................................................................................................................... 3
Acronyms and abbreviations ................................................................................................................................................... 3
1 Introduction ..................................................................................................................................................................... 5
2 Reprioritisation: Where, how and by whom was the money moved in the early response to the pandemic? 	������������� 6
a. Overview of the budget tools available to respond to COVID-19............................................................................... 6
b. Reprioritisation: Who were the main winners?.......................................................................................................... 8
c. Budget cuts: Who were the main losers? . ............................................................................................................... 10
d. Reallocation: Who made the decisions? .................................................................................................................. 13
e. Oversight: Who approved the budget decisions? ................................................................................................... 14
f. Planning: Were accurate estimates and forecasts produced?................................................................................... 15
g. Tracking: How was it recorded? . .............................................................................................................................. 16
h. Quality of delivery .................................................................................................................................................... 17
3 Associated risks and how to mitigate them.................................................................................................................... 18
a. Reprioritising in a context of crisis: The risk of misappropriation ........................................................................... 18
b. Multiple movements in the budgets: The importance of keeping track ................................................................ 20
4 Budget adjustments: Looking forward........................................................................................................................... 21
a. Budget 2021: What are the main trends in reallocation?........................................................................................ 21
b. Main lessons learned from 2020 budget reallocation in response to COVID-19..................................................... 22
5 Conclusions.................................................................................................................................................................... 23
References............................................................................................................................................................................... 24

Acknowledgements
This report forms part of a series of publications informed by CABRI’s COVID-19 Africa Public Finance Response
Monitor. The reports support policymakers in responding to crises by providing insight into managing and mitigating
crises, what elements of PFM systems need to be strengthened and how systems can prove more resilient and lower
the cost associated with exogenous crises in the future. This report was written by Claire Potdevin and reviewed by
Danielle Serebro and Philipp Krause of the CABRI Secretariat.

2

COVID-19 Africa Public Finance Response Monitor

Boxes, figures and tables
Box 1: Seychelles and the use of a deferred contingency fund lending.............................................................................................8
Box 2: Morocco’s investment in CAPEX, a trade-off between investments and recurrent spendings.............................................11
Box 3: Senegal’s pandemic management lessons from Ebola..........................................................................................................14
Box 4: Nigeria’s revised budget was supported by significant background documentation............................................................15
Box 5: Ugandan government budget reviews show a lack of prioritisation and funding for the response to shocks in 2020
17
Box 6: Uganda’s use of supplementary budgets to push non-COVID-19 agendas with limited transparency................................19
Box 7: Senegal’s lessons learned and integrated in the 2021 budget preparation..........................................................................22
Figure 1: 2020 Allocation to the ministry of health as percent of GDP, before and after the 2020 supplementary budget	����������� 9
Figure 2: Percentage increase to ministry of health in the 2020 supplementary budget.................................................................. 9
Figure 3: Percentage change to capital expenditure in the 2020 supplementary budget............................................................... 12
Figure 4: 2020 Allocation to the ministry of education as percent of GDP, before and after the 2020 supplementary budget 12
Figure 5: Percentage change in allocation to ministry of education, before and after 2020 supplementary budget..................... 13
Table 1: List and scale of rectification budgets adopted in response to COVID-19............................................................................7

Acronyms and abbreviations
CAPEX		

Capital Expenditure

MTEF		

Medium-Term Expenditure Framework

CAR		

Central African Republic

NGN		

Nigerian naira

COVID-19

Coronavirus SARS-Cov-2

CVE		

Cabo Verde Escudo

OECD		
		

Organisation for Economic Co-operation
and Development

DH		

Moroccan dirham

PBB		

Programme-Based Budgeting

DRC		

Democratic Republic of the Congo

ETB		

Ethiopian birr

PEFA		
		

Public Expenditure and Financial 		
Accountability

XOF		

West African CFA franc

PFM		

Public Finance Management		

FMIS		
		

Financial Management Information 		
Systems

SBL		

Supplementary Budget Law

SR		

Seychellois rupee

FY		

Fiscal Year

SSA		

Sub-Saharan Africa

GDP		

Gross Domestic Product

UGX		

Ugandan shilling

G&S		

Goods & Services

USD		

United States dollar

IMF		

International Monetary Fund

WASH		

Water, Sanitation and Hygiene

MDA		

Ministry, Department and Agency

W&S		

Wages and Salaries

NGO		

Non-Governmental Organisation

ZAR		

South African rand

Budgeting in the context of COVID-19: Trends and tools of reallocations

3

Introduction

In 2020, the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic resulted in
both a global health and an economic crisis. As a result,
budget authorities faced an increase in fiscal pressure
caused by a sudden drop in revenues related to the global
and local economic slowdowns, and a sharp increase in
expenditure stemming from the new health and economic
needs. This situation, without precedence at such a large
scale, forced the governments to reorganise their budgets
to adapt to the rapidly changing context.
Nations have responded by increasing allocations in
key sectors like health, as well as water, sanitation and
hygiene (WASH); extending social assistance programmes;
introducing cuts in tax; and providing liquidity through
credit and credit guarantees to alleviate the pressure
on households and businesses. Many African countries
entered the pandemic with limited fiscal space and often
a pre-existing debt burden. To limit the widening of
their fiscal gap and the risk of an uncontrolled increase
in debt, they resorted to cuts and shifting across budget
programmes and lines, often passing a revised budget.
Budget reallocation is a standard tool of public financial
management (PFM). The Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) defines reallocation
as “the readjustment of expenditures in relation to the
current budgetary or medium-term estimates” (OECD,
2004). Financial systems and legal frameworks include
rules and mechanisms to make it possible, with limits to
preserve the credibility of the budget. Extensive in-year
movement is often symptomatic of poor planning and
budgeting capacity and can hinder the transparency and
accountability of the government’s management of the
budget. However, reallocations can become key in the face
of an unexpected event like the 2020 pandemic.
This practice of reallocating finances to face a change of
context is common, but the exceptionally large scale of the
current circumstances allows us to compare reallocation
practices at a new level. Studying reallocations in the
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context of the pandemic can bring a new light on the
use of reallocations as a budget tool. First, it allows us to
study and compare the budget mechanism used across
the continent in responding to a sudden, unexpected
and large disruptive event which caused a surge in fiscal
pressure. Second, comparing trends in reallocation
between countries highlights whether common practices
can be identified. It can also help to identify broad factors
leading to a specific budget response over another, such
as specific institutional frameworks, political agendas or
existing budget rigidities. Finally, assessing countries’
capacity to respond to sudden change in budget estimates
and forecasts can highlight how easily existing PFM
systems can accommodate these large budgetary shifts, in
terms of decision making, accountability, traceability and
reallocation efficiency.
Using available budget data, and in particular CABRI’s
COVID-19 Public Finance Response Monitor database,
this paper offers an analysis of budget changes recorded
in 2020 to better understand the mechanisms, driving
forces and impact of the emergency budget revisions
that occurred in response to the COVID-19 pandemic.
We acknowledge that trends in budget reallocation are
dependent on a large number of factors, which include
the specificities and quality of the PFM system in place,
the political context, variations in revenues, and changes
in external financing such as donor aid flows or debt
relief. This paper focuses on state budgets and does not
integrate movements in off-budget funding, including
bilateral and multilateral funding, except when mentioned
otherwise. The next section offers a summary of the
trends in budget reprioritisation, after giving an overview
of the budget tools available for reallocating funds. The
paper then details the risks associated with in-year budget
reallocations, followed by some lessons learned.

Many African countries entered the pandemic with limited fiscal space.
To limit the widening of their fiscal gap and an uncontrolled increase in debt,
they resorted to cuts and shifting across budget programmes and lines.
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Reprioritisation: Where, how
and by whom was the money
moved in the early response
to the pandemic?
a. Overview of the budget tools
available to respond to COVID-19
In 2020, all nations faced unexpected budgetary pressure
related to increased spending needs in response to the
pandemic and associated falling revenue, limiting their
fiscal capacity to fund the response. Furthermore, most
African nations entered 2020 with narrow fiscal space,
which limited their capacity to increase spending to fund
the emergency response. High levels of poverty limit the
size of the tax plate, and states often suffer from high
levels of tax evasion (OECD, 2019). In 2019, 9 out of 35
Sub-Saharan African (SSA) nations were classified as being
at high risk of debt distress and 7 were already in debt
distress. This meant facing potentially higher borrowing
costs than other nations.
This makes the need for careful, efficient reallocation
all the more important. While rebudgeting is in normal
circumstances a fairly regular process, and sometimes an
established part of the budget annual cycle, the scope
and magnitude of the budget modifications required to
respond to the COVID-19 pandemic have been like no
other before. Nations had to work to short timelines to
revise their budget, with limited information about the
needs and consequences of the pandemic, and often
with the additional challenge of having to practise social
distancing. It took place for some in a complex political
context, sometimes just after national elections, for
instance in Togo, Guinea and Mali (UNODC, 2020).
Different emergency response mechanisms are
available, but their modalities and legal requirements
vary between countries. Regulations defining the use of
contingency funds, reprioritisations through virements
or advance spending differ according to the PFM
legislation and institutional framework of each nation.
Budget departments had to identify what mechanisms
were available to them, and under which limits. Lack of
clarity or absence of past experiences in using these
tools was at times problematic. In the Seychelles, while
the Constitution clearly states the legality and modalities
of budget supplements, it does not mention rules for
amending budgets, which initially led to a debate in
Parliament about the legality of the amended budget
proposed by the government (Lepathy, 2020). In Morocco,
the process of amending the budget had not occurred in
30 years.
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Different tools exist to allow in-year adjustment under the
limits of some predefined rules and were used for shortterm response while a new budget was being prepared.
These tools include virements, retroactive funding and
transfers. They allow for dealing with uncertainties and
unforeseen events, as well as inaccuracies in the estimates
of the original budget, often without having to go through
Parliament’s approval. Virements are often abundantly
used in countries with weaker PFM systems, as a response
to the limited planning and budgeting capacity, with
the number of annual virements amounting sometimes
to thousands. A monthly budget execution document
published by Cabo Verde’s Ministry of Budget traced
the reallocation to the Ministry of Health of 63 million
Escudos (USD676 000), which were previously allocated
to the Ministry of Planning (CABRI, 2021). Guinea, which
voted a supplementary budget law (SBL) for fiscal year (FY)
2020 as late as November, relied on internal movements
of funds and advances for most of the year to be able to
fund the COVID-19 activities, and without going through
Parliament. Gambia, Lesotho and Seychelles all reported
having used virements as a response to financing in the
early days of the pandemic (CABRI, 2021).
Rectification and supplementary budgets were the main
instruments of response, with most countries having
the legal option to go back to Parliament to deal with
unexpected events or a change in fiscal situation. An
SBL is usually the only way to modify expenditure and
revenue estimates in a significant manner. The scope of
the crisis and the limitations rules applying to virements
and advances meant that almost all nations decided
to eventually prepare at least one new budget, and in
some cases several. Out of 50 countries, 36 produced
a supplementary budget in response to the crisis (see
Table 1).
While ideally a budget rectification process should follow
similar rules of transparency as the original budget, in
practice supplementary budget procedures are often
simplified. Kenya’s 2012 PFM law makes no provision for
the supplementary budget to be published and does not
require the government to provide a justification as to
why the requested allocations were not foreseen in the
original budget (Lakin, 2012). In Morocco, the Parliament
had only 15 days to review and adopt the revised budget
law, instead of 58 days for a regular budget (Abou El Farah,

2020). In some cases, the oversight of the Parliament
was entirely by-passed, as in Cameroon, a presidential
system with a highly centralised budgetary system, where

the 2020 budget was revised by a presidential decree
(Ordonnance N°2020/001).

Table 1: List and scale of rectification budgets adopted in response to COVID-19
Did not adopt an SBL

Adopted a supplementary budget law
36 countries
Increased SBL (% change)

Decreased SBL (% change)

25 countries
Average increase: +10%

11 countries
Average decrease: -13%

13 countries

Benin

15%

Algeria

-31%

Botswana*

Central African Republic

15%

Angola

-11%

Burundi*

Cote d’Ivoire

4%

Cabo Verde

-16%

Comoros

Djibouti

8%

Cameroon

-11%

Egypt*

Gambia

13%

Congo

-9%

Guinea Bissau

Ghana

14%

Chad

-6%

Equatorial Guinea

Guinea

0.4%

DRC

-43%

Libya*

Lesotho*

2%

Gabon

-7%

Mozambique*

Madagascar

4%

Kenya*

-4%

Namibia*

Malawi*

6%

Liberia*

-3%

Rwanda*

Mali

9%

Sao Tome

-7%

South Sudan*

Mauritania

16%

Tanzania

Mauritius*

24%

Zimbabwe

Morocco
Niger

1%
11%

Nigeria

5%

Senegal

8%

Seychelles

14%

Sierra Leone

12%

Somalia

44%

South Africa*

2%

Togo

4%

Tunisia

5%

Uganda*
Zambia

14%
6%

* Countries for which the FY differs from 1 January–31 December.
Notes: eSwatini adopted a non-expansionary SBL, with large reallocations to the COVID-19 response but no change in
total estimates; the table records the first SBL adopted after March 2020, and excludes SBL adopted prior to 1 March
and after December 2020. Some countries produced a Mid-Term Budget Review which led to reallocations without
changing budget estimates (e.g. Namibia), while others passed additional SBL later in the year (e.g. Niger).
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Many PFM legal systems include contingency funds and
emergency funding accessible under a specific set of
circumstances. Contingency funds are designed to ensure
rapid access to liquidity in the face of unforeseen events,
with the law defining the context under which the fund can
be used (OECD, 2004). For instance, Liberia’s 2009 PFM law
limits the contingency appropriation to 5 percent of total
annual domestic revenues (Public Financial Management
Act of 2009, 2009). Some countries resorted to using their
contingency fund for the COVID-19 response. Tanzania
accessed a contingency reserve of USD3.2 million to
finance some of the health spending. Similarly, in Uganda,
the contingency fund allowed for financing of around onefifth of the Ministry of Health Preparedness and Response
Plan from January to June 2020 (OECD, 2020). Seychelles
had signed an agreement establishing access to disaster
funding, working as a form of contingency credit available
for disasters (see Box 1).

Box 1: Seychelles and the use of a
deferred contingency fund lending
Seychelles’s 2020 budget had limited financial
buffers for risk management, with the contingency
line in the budget being both limited in amount and
earmarked. In prior years, Seychelles had signed
with the World Bank Development Policy Loan for
a Catastrophe Deferred Drawdown Option (CatDDO)
of US$7 million, which could be mobilised to provide
rapid access to liquidity and bridge financing in case
of emergency spending for disasters, while waiting
for other sources of funding to be mobilised (IMF,
2017). The agreement applied to health disaster,
which allowed Seychelles to unlock the financing
and to become the first African country to use this
mechanism. In a context of high costs of borrowing,
this agreement also secured access to debt at
cheaper prices.

b. Reprioritisation: Who were the main
winners?
Several supplementary budgets registered a reduction in
final budget, reflecting the fall in revenues and leading
to large cuts and reallocations across programmes
and entities.About a third of supplementary budgets
registered a downward trend, averaging -13 percent
of the initial budgets. Among them, Benin, Algeria and
Angola reduced their initial budgets by, respectively, 13
percent, 6 percent and 9 percent. The Republic of the
Congo made an even more drastic reduction of 50 percent
(CABRI, 2021).
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A majority of countries that passed revised budgets
increased their total allocations. Despite the increased
revenue constraints and limited fiscal space, a large
number of countries decided nonetheless to increase their
expenditure estimates. The range of variation was large,
with significant increase in some countries like Somalia,
which increased its budget by almost half, and very minor
increase for countries like Guinea or Morocco.
The reallocation towards the health sector was the
most immediate decision for all countries. Sub-Saharan
African countries spend an average of only 5.1 percent of
their gross domestic product (GDP) on health, compared
to 9.9 percent for the rest of the world (WHO, 2018). To
address this gap, most nations made large transfers to the
health sector (see Figure 1). This immediate response was
similar during the Ebola crisis, for which Liberia increased
health expenditure by 111 percent (up to 60 percent
of the budget). For COVID-19, large investments were
announced for the prevention and treatment needs, such
as personal protective equipment, testing kits, ventilators,
and isolation or quarantine facilities. Health spending
as a share of budget allocation was positively impacted,
reaching 12.1 percent for Mozambique, against an
average 8.9 percent in the last decade ((UNICEF, 2020a).
Even Seychelles, which already had the highest level of
expenditure on health per capita on the continent, at
US$792 per head in the pre-COVID context, increased the
share of recurrent expenditure allocated to health from
16.8 percent to 17.3 percent, while it decreased for most
other budget heads (WHO, 2021; Ministry of Finance,
Trade, Investment and Economic Planning of Seychelles,
2020).
Health reallocation went to goods and services,
recruitments and sometimes infrastructure, but always
focusing on COVID-19-related activities. Ethiopia raised
its health budget by 46 percent in 2020, with the health
sector budget reaching ETB18.7 billion (USD450 million,
or 0.53 percent of GDP) during the FY 2020/2021, up
from 12.64 billion Birr (USD304 million) in FY 2019/2020
(see Figure 2). Kenya reallocated USD9.4 million towards
employment of new health workers. A significant share
was also allocated to health staff, either for salary
supplements or hiring of extra staff, for example in Kenya,
Malawi, South Africa and Zambia (UNICEF, 2020a). By end
of March, Ghana had already allocated USD56 million
of its Coronavirus Alleviation Programme to health
workers and the pharmaceutical industry. Cabo-Verdean
authorities announced CVE76 million (USD0.8 million) to
an emergency plan aiming to cover additional expenses
for personnel, training and medical equipment (CABRI,
2021).

Figure 1: 2020 Allocation to the ministry of health as percent of GDP, before and after the 2020 supplementary
budget
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Figure 2: Percentage increase to ministry of health in the 2020 supplementary budget
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The pandemic also highlighted the lack of investments
in the sector of WASH. In a continent where over 750
million people do not have access to improved sanitation,
practising barrier gestures is a challenge (AfDB, 2020).
Many countries invested in sanitation facilities in public
places. Government health departments included
products like sanitisers and soap, classified as essential
goods, in their operational budgets, reduced imports
duties (Burkina Faso, Comoros), or distributed it to the
population (Mali, Madagascar, Senegal) (CABRI, 2021).
Some states reinforced the roles played by local
governments through increased transfers. Local and
regional governments can play an important role at the
front line, enforcing the quality of service delivery and
monitoring at the sub-government level (Sharif & Saiz,
2020). While governments usually favoured a centralised
response, a few countries delegated partly to local
administrations. South African municipalities received
additional financing to improve water infrastructure,
sanitation, and to organise food and housing provision to
the homeless. In Uganda, funds allocated for surveillance,
sample collection, and contact tracing for districts were
channelled through local governments (CABRI, 2021).
Around 13 percent of the supplementary expenditure
allocated to the COVID response was allocated to local
governments (Parliament of Uganda, 2020b).
The consequences on employment of the response have
also forced governments to massively increase budgets
for social protection through economic and social
package supports. A survey of 21 SSA countries found that
individuals and small and medium-size businesses were
the main beneficiaries of budget reallocations, before the
health and WASH sectors, followed by large businesses and
industries (UNODC, 2020). On the continent as a whole,
socioeconomic support packages announced in 2020
ranged in cost from about 0.02 percent of GDP in South
Sudan to 10.4 percent of GDP for South Africa (Milken
Institute, 2021). In April 2020, South Africa announced
the allocation of ZAR40 billion for wage support, while
Seychelles allocated RS1.1 billion to guarantee salaries. A
significant number of countries supported food security
through cash, stamps and in-kind support, like Liberia,
which reappropriated USD25 million to facilitate food
distribution (CABRI, 2021).
The use of transfers took centre-stage as a major tool
for social protection. Several countries, such as Togo
and Mali, organised direct cash and in-kind transfers for
vulnerable households and those who had lost their source
of employment. Nigeria, which was already implementing
transfers prior to the pandemic to provide support to
vulnerable households, extended the coverage to an
additional 1 million beneficiaries (CABRI, 2021). For most
countries, these were new, one-off measures, meant to be
temporary. Cash transfers can be an important burden for
the budget, which few countries are able to implement for
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an extended period of time. Gambia’s, Kenya’s and Congo’s
cash transfers ranged between 41 percent and 47 percent
of the monthly GDP per capita (Gentilini et al., 2020).
The Seychelles government had to cancel a job retention
financial scheme earlier than previously announced to
limit the widening of the fiscal deficit in 2021 (Ministry of
Finance, Economic Planning and Trade, 2021).
Budget reprioritisation also happened on the revenue
side, with a series of fiscal stimulus packages to ease
pressure on businesses. Cancelling or postponing tax
payments can reduce liquidity pressure on small and
medium businesses, many of which had to close temporarily
or saw their activity drastically reduced. Governments
announced tax measures early on. By mid-2020, Angola
had announced the reduction of the Industrial Tax,
Burkina Faso had suspended the Management Learning
Tax for transport companies and hotels, and Congo had
announced a free extension of penalty payment. VAT and
custom duties exemption were also used widely on certain
products, like humanitarian aid and food support (Angola,
Chad), COVID-19-affected sectors (Senegal, Zambia) and
medications (Democratic Republic of the Congo – DRC,
Sudan, Tanzania, Tunisia, Zambia) (CABRI, 2021). Some
also provided fiscal stimuli in the form of concessional
loans and grants, like Senegal and South Africa, which
allocated, respectively, 0.5 percent and 0.4 percent of
GDP to a loan guarantee scheme (CABRI, 2021). Nigeria’s
support through loans and loan guarantees reached up to
7.50 percent of GDP (Gondwe, 2020).

c. Budget cuts: Who were the main
losers?
Many countries performed important cuts in their
recurrent spending through the goods and services
(G&S) appropriation category, particularly on what were
considered “non-essential budget items”. Obvious budget
cuts concerned travel, sports and entertainment (Ghana,
Cabo Verde, Lesotho), which had become temporarily
superfluous in a context of lockdown and closing of
borders (CABRI, 2021). In April, Cabo Verde announced
cuts in allocations for travel, training, recruitment, office
supplies and promotions in the civil service. Seychelles
reduced both wages and salaries (W&S) as well as G&S
allocations by, respectively, 1.5 percent and 6.3 percent,
through cuts in cultural events, entertainment and travels.
A 50 percent reduction was applied to all minor capitals
budgets, saving SR27.1 million (1.8 million USD) (Ministry
of Finance, Trade, Investment and Economic Planning of
Seychelles, 2020). Algeria’s supplementary finance bill
drastically reduced recurrent spending by 50 percent.
Some countries temporarily postponed the final decision,
like Angola, which temporarily froze 30 percent of its G&S
budget, pending completion of a budget review (CABRI,
2021).

Wages and salaries were in some cases targeted. The
nature of the expense makes it difficult to cut drastically,
and large civil servant wage bills are often considered a
source of rigidity in a country’s budget. To minimise the
weight of W&S, several governments announced the
freezing of new recruitment and promotion in the civil
services, as in Tunisia and Cabo Verde, or below inflation
salary adjustments like eSwatini. Some countries took
it further, like Seychelles, which applied a freeze on
recruitment and the scrapping of the 13th month pay. As
the latter is mandatory by law in the private and public
sectors, the Attorney General prepared a legislative
amendment to allow its temporary suspension, saving
the government SR541 million (USD36.6 million), or 5.8
percent of the original budget (Pointe, 2020). In countries
like Botswana and Malawi, government officials had
to pledge a share of their salaries to be transferred to
COVID-19 response funds.
The decision on capital expenditure (CAPEX) was not
unanimous, with an overall trend towards reducing
capital allocation but also many exceptions. Countries
under financial pressure often decide to cancel or
postpone public investment projects, as they provide
easy access to large lump sums (Tandberg & Allen, 2020).
The context of the pandemic made these cuts more
attractive, as the movement restrictions measures were
likely to slow down any public works, at least in the short
term. Similar decisions were made during the Ebola crisis,
during which Liberia and Sierra Leone announced large
decreases in their capital budgets. In the same way, many
countries announced cuts in CAPEX in 2020, including
Angola, Seychelles, Ghana and Djibouti (CABRI, 2021).
Cuts usually targeted specific sectors, as in Lesotho which
reprogrammed the equivalent of 0.35 percent of its GDP
from transportation infrastructure CAPEX to the health and
social response of COVID-19. However, other countries
made the decision to increase CAPEX allocations, like Chad
and Morocco (see Box 2), by 19 percent and 9.5 percent,
respectively (CABRI, 2021) (see Figure 3).
Experts warn that cuts in CAPEX should be well targeted
and done in a transparent manner. Projects with a low
cost but high economic and social return should preferably
be maintained. Countries like eSwatini moved CAPEX
allocation from less urgent work towards refurbishing
hospitals and completing new hospitals. Experts also
warn that avoiding cuts in operations and maintenance
is important to limit long-term impact (Tandberg & Allen,
2020). Some basic rules can help avoid sunk costs, for
instance by limiting cuts in CAPEX to projects that were
not started yet, as was done in Cabo Verde.

Box 2: Morocco’s investment
in CAPEX, a trade-off between
investments and recurrent
spendings
To finance emergency measures and account for the
reduced revenues, the government announced a
“rationalisation” of public finances. Budget cuts were
made in a number of targeted allocations classified as
“non-essential”, including transport, ceremonies and
international events, while maintaining others like civil
servants’ salaries and social spending. Unlike many
other countries, the government decided not to cut
into CAPEX, despite important cuts across most budget
heads, including a total of DH5.0 billion (USD1.4 billion)
taken from the education sector. Instead, the revised
budget showed an increase in public investment
spending by 9.6 percent, mostly in the chapter of
Charges Communes (a type of allocation targeting
primarily economic and social measures which do
not fall under a specific institution), for which the
CAPEX allocation increased by 71 percent. This was an
ambitious move given the constraints specific to 2020
(social distancing, reduced imports impacting supply),
and aimed to support the economic activity recovery.
Ultimately, capital spending execution for 2020 reached
104.9 percent, against 78 percent in 2019 (Trésorerie
Général du Royaume du Maroc, 2021).

Social and human capital sectors were also often
negatively impacted. Reprioritising funds towards
the COVID-19 response has also at times crowded out
spending in other non-health key areas, such as education
and nutrition. Education was often a big loser, in particular
in a context of schools closing for several months or
functioning under measures of social distancing, which
would have led to additional costs to ensure continuous
education services (Al-Samarrai, 2020). Countries
like Burundi, Zimbabwe and Zambia announced large
decreases in the education budget, with a cut in spending
per person estimated at 33 percent, 23 percent and 18
percent, respectively (UNICEF, 2020a). This again was not
a universal trend, as some countries included additional
education spending in their fiscal stimulus packages, like
Equatorial Guinea and Ethiopia (IMF, 2020a). Overall, large
variations can be observed between countries (see Figure
4 and Figure 5 ). Some, like Algeria, ensured that social
spending remained untouched, while Cameroon applied
a 20 percent cut to all administrative heads but excluded
social administrations (health, education, promotion of
women and family, employment and professional training,
and advanced education) (Matock, 2020). Closing of
schools also impacted other social sectors, including

Budgeting in the context of COVID-19: Trends and tools of reallocations

11

health and nutrition, with the interruption of deworming
programmes and school feeding programmes. School
feeding, which is funded at 30 percent in lower-income

countries, and up to 90 percent in low-middle-income
countries, might have been directly affected by budget
cuts (WFP, 2020).

Figure 3: Percentage change to capital expenditure in the 2020 supplementary budget
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Figure 4: 2020 Allocation to the ministry of education as percent of GDP, before and after the 2020 supplementary
budget
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Figure 5: Percentage change in allocation to ministry of education, before and after 2020 supplementary budget
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The reprioritisation to the health response did not
usually translate into an increase for other nonCOVID-related health programmes. Instead, the focus
on the COVID-19 response sometimes translated into
a neglect of other diseases. Despite the momentum of
transferring funding towards health, other programmes
have at times been adversely impacted. In Zimbabwe,
resources were allocated from HIV/AIDS programmes to
COVID-19 preparedness (UNICEF, 2020a). Research has
also highlighted the impact of budget reallocation on
malaria prevention and treatment programmes. Countries
highly impacted by malaria, like Côte d’Ivoire, Comoros
and Ghana, all deferred their nets and indoor-spraying
campaigns during the COVID-19 pandemic (Guerra et al.,
2020; Rogerson et al., 2020).
The lack of details in many budgets provides limited
information about the actual content of the cuts. The
opacity of the reappropriation was particularly noticeable
in line-budgeting systems, in which reports of cuts or
movements carried out at the line-item level provided little
to no information about the nature of the activity being
impacted. To face the drop in revenue and free funding for
the COVID-19 response, Liberia reduced its budget by 23
percent by conducting dramatic cuts across all institutions’
recurrent expenditure, reporting the changes only at the
budget head/appropriation category level. It shows that
the Ministry of Education’s allocation was reduced by 8
percent, including a -50 percent cut in goods and services
meant for the “administration”, but with limited data on

the services impacted. This increases the risks of cuts
being applied to essential services and highlights the lack
of prioritisation that went into the budgeting process.

d. Reallocation: Who made the
decisions?
In response to the need for rapid action, many countries
introduced new regulations and frameworks to manage the
crisis, including on the budgetary side. Some declared a state

of emergency which unlocked access to additional funds
and created high-level committees with special powers
to lead and monitor the COVID-19 response and make
decisions regarding resource allocations. Benin, Comores,
eSwatini, Guinea, Mozambique, Nigeria, Seychelles, Chad
and Togo all established such committees (NabyongaOrem et al., 2020). The establishment of a well-functioning
body (or bodies) of decision makers to organise effective
coordination with ministries, departments and agencies
(MDAs) and subnational entities was key to ensuring that
funding for the emergency COVID-related activities was
appropriately allocated (Saxena & Stone, 2020).
The modalities of the decision-making framework
differed between countries, with varying levels of
centralisation and stakeholder inclusion. While the
Ministry of Finance was always part of the budget decision,
a variable number of other actors were also involved.
Highly centralised bodies, such as the Presidential
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Task Force against COVID-19 in Nigeria and the Crisis
Committee led by the president in the Central African
Republic (CAR), were charged with most COVID-19-related
activities, including the implementation of the response
plan and budget reallocation. Senegal established two
high-level committees, one in charge of monitoring the
implementation of the response plan for COVID, and one in
charge of strategic decision making. These two committees
included members from the government (e.g. ministers of
finance and budget, health, local development), members
of the national Parliament and representatives from
civil society (Décret N° 2020-965). Some governments
established additional, more operational subcommittees
to address specific dimensions of the challenge. Cameroon
created a consultation framework between the Ministry
of Finance and the Ministry of Economy and Planning,
inviting the main economic players, who were specifically
charged with mitigating the effects of the crisis and
encouraging economic recovery. Angola chose to reduce
the government from 28 to 21 ministries, to reduce costs
and enhance government efficiency (Kunicova, 2020).
Countries took initiatives to address the challenges related
to top-down communication. In some countries, decisions on
how to reallocate resources and use emergency funds were
made by senior officials in ministries of finance, with limited
consultation of all concerned parties (Tobert et al., 2020). To
avoid this issue, several countries established coordination
mechanisms. In Gambia, committees were formed to
improve the coordination between the budget office and
relevant MDAs at subnational and central government levels,
bringing together heads of relevant departments, one at a
technical level and the other at a Cabinet level. Zimbabwe
eased the delegation rules and allowed MDAs to make more
flexible use of funds by rechannelling them towards COVID-19
health services as advance payments (CABRI, 2021). Algeria
directly sent funding from the central fund to subnational
levels, while Comoros created subnational-level committees
with the authority to make resource allocations. In Benin,
consultative platforms were established to discuss resource
mobilisation and allocation decisions in a participatory and
transparent manner (Nabyonga-Orem et al., 2020).

Some lessons can be drawn from the experience of
coordination mechanisms during previous public health
crises, such as the 2014–2015 Ebola outbreak. The Ebola
crisis highlighted the difficulty of properly integrating and
organising a coordination and decision-making framework.
In Liberia, the geographic distance between the different
response bodies, the lack of internet access and the
limited number and size of meeting spaces impeded
good communication, and created bottlenecks in decision
making (Schreiber, 2017). To improve the communication
between health and finance teams, the Ministry of Finance
moved some of its staff to the Ministry of Health (Bedasso
& Cole, 2020). The government then established weekly
meetings between government agencies, donors and
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non-governmental organisations (NGOs) for information
sharing and coordination, which proved to be successful
(Kunicova, 2020). During the 2020 pandemic, Senegal was
able to apply lessons learned during the last Ebola crisis
(see Box 3).

Box 3: Senegal’s pandemic
management lessons from Ebola
Senegal learned important lessons from the Ebola
crisis, which manifested in its handling of the
COVID-19 pandemic. In 2014, Senegal set up the
Health Emergency Operation Center to respond
to the Ebola outbreak in West Africa – it later
became a model in West Africa (CDC, 2016). Further
investments were made, and by early 2020 the Center
had 23 staff, including five doctors, and had been
coordinating for the past six years with the Ministry
of Health and international organisations, which
facilitated the communication and coordination
of activities for the health response when the new
pandemic started. In addition, the government
created a leading committee in April, in charge of
following the implementation of the Economic and
Social Resilience Plan prepared in response to the
crisis. The committee was composed of members
of the government, including the ministries of
health and economy, but also of representatives of
the leading and opposition groups in Parliament,
and members of civil society. The objective was
to provide clear political guidance, based on a
consensus between all actors, which contributed to
the successful health response.

e. Oversight: Who approved the
budget decisions?
A large number of countries declared states of
emergency or public health emergency, therefore
giving considerably more decision-making power to the
executive.While in Senegal and Botswana, the parliaments
voted for the activation of the state of emergency, in Gabon
and South Africa, the state of emergency was declared by
the president. A survey of 21 countries in West and Central
Africa found that 62 percent had adopted emergency
support packages by executive decrees approved by the
executive power. The remaining 38 percent involved
their national parliaments for the adoption of COVID-19
emergency support packages, which included items like
tax rebates and cash or in-kind support (UNODC, 2020).
National parliaments had to adapt their oversight role.
In the urgency of the context, governments sometimes
requested legislators to shorten budget processes.

Previous crises like the 2007 global financial crisis showed
that emergency situations can lead to the creation
of “improvised” budget procedures (Schick, 2010).
Nevertheless, parliaments often managed to maintain at
least part of their authority. The government of Tunisia
withdrew the supplementary budget bill after Parliament
criticised it for being too costly (Reuters, 2020). The
government of Seychelles requested disallowing the seven
days provided to Parliament to review the supplementary
budget, but Parliament refused that request (Pillay, 2020).
The Ugandan Parliament increased the health allocation
proposed by the government from UGX82.5 billion
(USD23.2 million) by more than UGX20 billion (USD5.6
million), considering the amount insufficient (CABRI,
2021).
Some governments bypassed the legislative power
using the state of emergency exceptional rules. For
instance, the revised budget 2020 in Senegal was never
approved by Parliament, as the Law 20/13 on the state
of emergency, voted by Parliament, significantly increased
the power of the president. This allowed the head of state
to approve the revised budget by ruling, even though
under normal circumstances the amplitude of the budget
revisions would have required the approval of Parliament.

f. Planning: Were accurate estimates
and forecasts produced?
Some countries revised their medium-term estimates
when revising their budget, but the majority did not.
The task of reprioritising the budget allocations was an
extremely complex one, often in a context of limited
capacity for planning and budgeting. The reallocation
of funds to health and essential services necessitated
producing estimates of resource requirements for the
health and economic response on the one hand, and
identifying low-priority spending on the other. Ideally, the
resource reallocation exercise would consider the impact
on the medium-term budget framework. Countries with
more robust PFM systems like Morocco, South Africa,
Nigeria and Uganda, attached an adjusted Medium-Term
Expenditure Framework (MTEF) to the supplementary
budget submitted to Parliament (see Box 4). However, the
majority of countries did not provide revised estimates
and forecasts when presenting their budget to Parliament.
Several countries applied large cuts across all sectors
and items, sometimes with limited linking to policy
priorities. High-priority expenditure, including to support
the vulnerable and to meet essential items, such as debt
service, should not be adversely impacted. Moreover,
cuts would ideally limit the impact on sectors already
largely impacted by COVID-19, such as tourism and small
businesses. Several countries, like Liberia, CAR and Congo,

resorted to large cuts across the board, with the risk of
adversely affecting the delivery of essential services.
Liberia, for instance, decreased the G&S budget allocation
of all budget heads, with a small number of exceptions
such as the ministries of health and finance and the
National Food Agency.

Box 4: Nigeria’s revised budget
was supported by significant
background documentation
As the pandemic hit, an amended budget was
rapidly prepared and submitted to the National
Assembly on 28 May 2020, reducing the expenditure
ceiling from NGN10.6 trillion (USD27.3 billion) to
NGN10.5 trillion (USD27.1 billion). It was submitted
along with a revised 2020–2022 Medium-Term
Fiscal Framework (MTFF), which accounted for the
reduced oil barrel benchmark price and related
fall in mineral revenue, the depreciation of the
national currency and the relative reduction in nonoil revenue forecasts. After review by the National
Assembly, it was signed into law on 10 July 2020
(Federal Government of Nigeria, 2020a). The 2020
amended budget included a COVID-19 intervention
programme, which facilitates the tracking of budget
allocations for COVID-19 interventions. Sixty-seven
intervention programmes were created, for a total
allocation of NGN500 billion, with each programme
placed under the responsibility of a specific
institution, for activities that included those related
to investment in the health systems laboratory
procurement for testing, and economic measures
of support to Micro, Small and Medium Enterprises
(Federal Government of Nigeria, 2020b). A COVID-19
Crisis Intervention Fund was created and added as a
line on budget (presented in economic classification
and divided between a recurrent expenditure
allocation). The Fund’s objectives included funding
for healthcare facilities, subnational government
support interventions, public works projects and
social interventions (Ejiogu et al., 2021).

Planning for emergency is made more difficult by
long-term rigidities in the budget. High staff bills or
important ratios of earmarked revenues make budget
reallocations more difficult. For instance, Ghana has
over 11 arrangements of revenue earmarking (Boakye,
2016). Additionally, compensation of employees,
interest payment and grants to other government units
represented, respectively, 31 percent, 23 percent and
18 percent of the 2020 resource allocation (AmankwahPoku, 2020), leaving little freedom of movement for
reprioritisation.
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The lack of details in budget documents also complicates
the process of reallocation. Budgets usually provide
information on overall sector budgets, but often give no
or limited details about programmes or sectoral activities.
This complicates the task of policymakers to identify
priority spending. Budgets organised in programmes can
facilitate this exercise, but in general, the link between
strategies, annual plans, sector policies and budgets is
weak. A survey of 28 countries assessed that although
21 had adopted a programme-based budgeting (PBB)
structure, less than half of them provided a narrative of
how the budget connects to and supports the achievement
of policy objectives (International Budget Partnership,
2020). In Uganda, the supplementary budgets provided
some information about the source of the funding and the
justification for the additional spending, but with limited
details. The Ministry of Finance indicated that it would use
a EUR600 million (USD716 million) loan previously voted
by Parliament as well as the fiscal space created by the
cancellation of some non-essential activities in the last
quarter of the FY 2019/2020. No details were provided
regarding the number, nature and costing of these
activities (Parliament of Uganda, 2020a).

g. Tracking: How was it recorded?
A detailed analysis of the budget reallocation is
complicated by the lack of disaggregation in some
supplementary budgets. The lack of detailed allocation
associated with special funds, or the absence of
disaggregated data in supplementary budgets, blurs the
tracking of the funds. A similar issue was pointed out
after the Ebola crisis, with a lack of clarity over how the
funds had been used. In Sierra Leone, official data showed
that the administrative unit for “Miscellaneous Services”
was significantly overspent during the crisis. There were
no details or explanations on how the funds had been
disbursed (Tobert et al., 2020).
Ideally, countries that use a PBB system will record
COVID-19-related expenditures within the classification
by programme. The option recommended by PFM
experts was to integrate COVID-related spending in the
existing programme structure, or at default to create
specific COVID-19 sub-programmes under the ministries
involved in the COVID-19 response, for instance by adding
a COVID-19 sub-programme to a Ministry of Health’s
programme focusing on infectious disease and pandemic
prevention (Hélis et al., 2020). This was done by South
Africa, which increased by 12 percent and 21 percent
respectively the communicable and non-communicable
diseases and primary healthcare programme (UNICEF,
2020b). The creation of specific COVID-19 programmes in
different ministries was also an option if a response plan was
already developed and with a designed leading entity for
each action. Finally, the creation of a single interministerial
COVID-19 programme was another solution, preferable
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if the government did not yet have a clear costed plan.
South Africa, whose PBB is well established, used existing
programmes, and allowed provinces to reprioritise up to
ZAR1 billion (USD70.7 million) within existing programme
envelopes for COVID-19 expenditure. Mali created a
“COVID Response” programme under the Ministry of
Health through its SBL. Similarly, Angola established an
interministerial commission to manage the COVID-19
response and introduced a specific COVID-19 programme
in the budget classification.
Tracking COVID-19-related expenditures through
administrative classifications was another, sometimes
simpler option. Many countries have not yet started
and properly transitioned towards PBB. Governments
resorted to amending the administrative classification by
creating a budget line for COVID-19 under the ministries
involved. In Guinea, subsections were created under the
administrative classifications, which allow coding of all
COVID-19 expenses by administrative, functional and
economic classification (CABRI, 2021).
Countries often resorted to including COVID-19related expenditures in a new line under economic
classifications. The classification (debt, W&S, G&S, etc.)
should be able to absorb any new budget allocations,
under the condition that the Chart of Account is modified
to realign these with the other modified classifications,
like Seychelles which adjusted its PFM rules and processes
to allow existing budget lines to be used for COVID-19
expenditure (CABRI, 2021). However, several countries
chose to create a new COVID-19 line. Nigeria introduced
two lines under CAPEX related to a COVID-19 Crisis
Intervention Fund, while W&S and G&S activities were
reported under “Other Service Wide Votes” in recurrent
expenditure. Similarly, Kenya created a new economic
classification category entitled “Economic Stimulus”.
Some governments used their financial management
information system (FMIS) in an innovative way to track
the reallocation. In Benin, the FMIS was modified and
coupled with other mechanisms to be able to track in-kind
donations made to the COVID-19 fund. Senegal’s FMIS
monitors COVID-related spending on a daily basis, while
Togo’s tracks the cash transfer payments to beneficiaries,
reducing the risk of fraud or delays (Imbert et al., 2021).
Many countries resorted to the use of special extrabudgetary funds, which can create additional
difficulties in the tracking of COVID-19-related revenue
and expenses. Extra-budgetary funds were used to
accommodate funding from numerous sources, including
public funds, development partners and private donations,
some of them earmarked for specific spending. This can
complicate the tracking of revenue and expense (Boukezia
& Wendling, 2020). These funds, often newly created, also
did not always fall under the regular tracking mechanisms
and FMIS.

h. Quality of delivery
Although it is still early to assess the impact on service
delivery of the emergency budget reallocations, assessing
the quality of the spending will be key to learning
from the crisis response. The context of increased fiscal
pressure enhances the importance of efficient budget
spending, including that of reallocations. The analysis is
made more difficult by the lack of data on service delivery,
often missing in African budget documents (PEFA, 2020).
The limited progress of PBB reforms, which when well
implemented can facilitate the evaluation of the quality of
spending on specific activities, is a factor. The context of
emergency and poor quality in the recording of COVID-19related spending is an additional challenge.
A limited number of countries have released reports
on COVID-19-related reallocation and spending. Large
differences between policy announcements and the
actual implementation of social protection responses
were reported by donors and NGOs (UNICEF, 2020a).
Monitoring progress in the disbursement of funds
allocated to specific programmes can inform on the level of
implementation, although few countries have monitored
and released COVID-19-specific budget execution reports
to date. A few governments provided regular updates on
the progress against their COVID-19-related spending.
Mauritania published regular progress reports on
COVID-19 response activities, classified by interventions
and with the detail of each measure, such as electricity
vouchers, in-kind distribution and cash transfers, and the
number of recipients (Ministry of Finance of Mauritania,
2021). Some countries, like Mali, included the tracking of
the COVID-19 programme in the regular quarterly in-year
reports (Ministère de l’Économie et des Finances du Mali,
2021).
Rates of execution tend to follow previous trends, with
some counter-performance on capital spending. The
case of Ebola showed that countries tend to maintain
past trends in budget execution when dealing with a
response crisis. An analysis of the PEFA score in Sierra
Leone and Liberia during the Ebola response year showed
that although they adjusted their budgets to the new
context, in similar ways to what we see now for COVID-19,
budget implementation practices followed similar
trends as in earlier years. Deviations in specific sectors
(overspending or underspending) remained similar after
the reprioritisation (Tobert et al., 2020). Countries with
a history of project execution problems, like Botswana,
saw this issue exacerbated by COVID-19 restrictions (RSM
Botswana, 2021). Some countries reported spending
beyond their initial COVID-19 allocations, like Mauritania,
which could be a sign of initial underbudgeting. Reports
on COVID-19 allocation showed that CAPEX funds were
generally the most underspent, due to issues related to
project design, contracting and project monitoring.

When data availability allows, conducting a more indepth assessment of the resource and expenditure
tracking will provide valuable PFM lessons. For example,
a case study of Uganda showed that the supplementary
budgets allocated to national and regional referral
hospitals were allocated under a relatively prescriptive
activity-based approach, which limited the flexibility
of the response by the health staff, and complicated
reallocations when those were needed (Margini et al.,
2020). A report by the Budget Bureau also highlighted
a lack of prioritisation (see Box 5). In Burkina Faso, the
government acknowledged that an issue of fragmented
health financing arrangements and a lack of coordination
between sectoral bodies had been a major challenge in
the financing of the health response in that country, which
had one of the highest COVID death rates in Africa in 2020.
Limited transfer of funds from the Ministry of Health to
health facilities was identified as one of the issues (Think
Well Global, 2020).

Box 5: Ugandan government
budget reviews show a lack of
prioritisation and funding for the
response to shocks in 2020
A report by the Budget Bureau highlighted the limited
response for Covid-19 but also for events like the
locust invasions in 2019/2020 (Ministry of Finance,
Planning and Economic Development, 2020).
Another analysis showed that the budget 2020/2021
did not properly address allocations towards critical
budget items in the health sector, such as key medical
equipment, while other items like workshops and
seminars, travel abroad, and furniture, received large
allocations and sometimes increased ones (Budget
Monitoring and Accountability Unit, 2020). These
show the limited forward planning for unexpected,
non-incremental expenses, and the difficulty of
developing credible budgets under rapidly changing
circumstances. Furthermore, the approval of a
supplementary budget only three months after
the vote of the original budget, which includes the
ratification of an extra spending of UGX1.357 trillion,
and an additional allocation of UGX1.982 trillion for
classified expenditure and capital investment, also
raises the question of the use of ratification budgets
as a way to push forward spending under more
limited parliamentary scrutiny (The Independent,
2020).
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Associated risks and how
to mitigate them

a. Reprioritising in a context of crisis:
The risk of misappropriation
Emergency situations like COVID-19 can lead to reduced
discussions and scrutiny over budget reallocations.
Governments can also use the opportunity to push ahead
parallel agendas in their process of budget reallocation,
either by not requiring parliamentary approval of
significant in-year budget reallocations, or by emphasising
the urgency of the situation to accelerate the passing of
new budget bills without proper scrutiny. In Uganda, the
opposition in Parliament and civil society organisations
(CSOs) denounced the fact that the supplementary budget
adopted between March and June 2020 had allocated
the largest share to the sectors of defence and security
(see Box 6). A report by the Malawian ombudsman found
that the COVID-19 coordination committee, in charge
of coordinating the COVID-19 response, had allocated
almost 80 percent of its funds to staff allowances and
benefits (Office of the Ombudsman, 2020). In Cameroon,
despite its pledge to use funds transparently as part of a
requirement to receive International Monetary Fund (IMF)
funding, the government published no information on the
allocation of the funds deposited into two COVID-19 funds
prior to starting spending (Transparency International,
2021).
Some states used the crisis to push through political
agendas when revising their budgets. The passing of
emergency supplementary budgets, often prepared under
less scrutiny and presented as a response to a situation
of national challenge, gave governments opportunities
to push through non-COVID-related reforms. Both
Uganda and Kenya included in their SBL high increases
in their defence and security budgets. Nigeria used it as
an opportunity to pass difficult fiscal reform, namely the
suppression of subsidies on oil, which is likely to have
significant social effects and had previously been met
with large demonstrations, forcing the government to
postpone the measure (Ejiogu et al., 2021).
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The reallocation process can also go awry because
of policy errors. In contexts of crises, policymakers and
budget officers must make quick decisions regarding fund
reprioritisations, often with gaps in data and information.
This can lead to cuts which end up impacting essential
service delivery. Budget reallocations often lead to taking
funding away from the provision of essential services,
including in health, education and other basic services.
Budget analyses showed that funds were taken from
essential health services to fund the COVID-19 response
in Chad, Niger and DRC (Global Financing Facility, 2021). In
Kenya’s first 2020/2021 supplementary budget, allocations
towards social protection and the number of beneficiaries
were reduced (Ochieng & Kinuthia, 2021). Organisations
also warned about the fiscal impact on local governments
and municipalities, which are often responsible for
essential service delivery to citizens at the local level.
According to some estimates, local governments in Africa
could lose up to two-thirds of their financial resources
(Oumar et al., 2020).
The overall lack of public consultation during the
process of budget revision should be highlighted. This is
in part explained by the measures of lockdown and social
distancing, which reduced opportunities for consultations,
but a few examples of good practices show that ways
can be found. While already low for initial budgets,
with an average score of 10.7 in the 2019 Open Budget
Survey in SSA compared to 13.8 for the world average,
opportunities for the population to participate in in-year
budget decisions became almost non-existent (Open
Budget Survey - Data Explorer, 2019). Many of the 2020
SBL contained no information about revised fiscal or policy
objectives. Information was occasionally provided in the
executive speech to the Parliament chamber, but overall
little was done to explain the changes to citizens and
engage them on a series of issues that were very directly
impacting them.

Box 6: Uganda’s use of supplementary budgets to push non-COVID-19 agendas
with limited transparency
The Ugandan Constitution (art. 156) allows the preparation of a supplementary budget when an allocation
defined by the Appropriation Act is insufficient or when a new need for expenditure arises which was not
planned for. The government presented in total four successive addendums to the budget between March and
June 2020; however, the largest amount of the supplementary budget voted by Parliament was not related to
the COVID-19 response. Large amounts of the rectification budgets related to shortfalls in wage estimates (201
billion) and defence CAPEX for the procurement of classified defence equipment (400.0 billion). Comparatively,
the amendment related to COVID-19 amounted to 284.0 billion. Some members of Parliament also pointed out
the government’s use of budget revisions within the 3 percent supplementary limit for non-critical expenditures,
resorting later to the supplementary budget for critical expenditure like wage allocation gaps and COVID-19
response, undermining the oversight of Parliament on budget allocations (Parliament of Uganda, 2020a).
Additional movements below the 3 percent ceiling requiring Parliament approval were presented to the chamber,
which did not apply to COVID-19 activities.
Under the COVID-19 supplementary budget allocation adopted by the SB Addendum 2, security was the
main recipient at 29 percent, against 22 percent for health. The government originally requested an additional
UGX82.6 billion for the health sector (USD23.2 million, or 3.2 percent of the Ministry of Health’s original budget),
far below the initial request from the Ministry for UGX464 billion (USD130 million), and was revised upward to
UGX104.2 billion (USD29.3 million) by Parliament. NGOs and opposition members in Parliament criticised the lack
of prioritisation, with the largest share of the COVID-19 response going to the security sector, and pointed out
that a lot of the security activities should be funded either by the initial budget, like patrols and surveillance, or fall
under the Ministry of Health’s activities, such as contact tracing (Africa Freedom of Information Centre, 2020).
The lack of details in budget reallocations, the extensive use of classified budgets, and the absence of
reporting on budget execution, hinder the transparency and credibility of the budget and increase the risks
of fund misuse. While details of all activities with costing were provided for the health sector, the budgetary
estimates for the security sector were limited to the institutions (Uganda Police Force, Prison Services, etc.) and
general economic classification (recurrent or capital), without detailing by activity (Parliament of Uganda, 2020a).
An analysis of the government procurement portal also showed that only about 6 percent of the budget allocated
to the COVID-19 response was published on the portal, of which 95 percent was awarded directly to suppliers. The
Parliament of Uganda was reportedly also involved in the irregular allocation of 10 billion shillings to MPs’ personal
bank accounts, which later had to be returned by court ruling to the National Taskforce on COVID-19, the district
taskforces or the Parliamentary Commission which had dispatched the money (Africa Freedom of Information
Centre, 2020 Parliament of Uganda, 2020a).

Countries need to set up the right framework by
reinforcing scrutiny and discussion over reallocation and
budget movements. Keeping parliaments informed of
budget movements, even when the legal requirement is
lifted under a state of emergency, is an important way to
maintain legislative oversight over the budget. Publishing
documents related to the allocation of COVID-19 spending
and its use also enables citizens and CSOs to play a
controlling role. Several countries have taken the initiative
in that direction. Gabon and Cote d’Ivoire announced
that they would organise an independent audit of all
COVID-19-related spending, while Kenya’s Senate ad hoc

of COVID-19 funds by county governments, after allegations
of COVID-19 funds being diverted to non-COVID-19

interventions (CABRI, 2021; Mueni, 2020). The examples
of Nigeria’s subnational government – an Amended Citizen
Budget 2020 by the Nigerian states of Ondo and Kwara, and
Citizen Engagement meetings for COVID-19 in Adawama
State – are worth noting as examples of rare best practice
(Adamawa State, 2020; Kwara State Government, 2020;
Ondo State, 2020).

committee on COVID-19 requested the Auditor General and
Budget Controller to conduct special audits on the utilisation
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b. Multiple movements in the budgets:
The importance of keeping track
Tracking the movements of funds can be challenging.
In a context of emergency procedures, which require
accelerated budget preparation and approval, opening
of credit advances, and important volumes of virement,
this increased flexibility needs to be reinforced by an
increase in ex-post controls, in particular audits. Crises
like COVID-19 or Ebola require large flows of cash and
in-kind support to be provided under short timelines
to alleviate the pressure on the population (Boukezia &
Wendling, 2020). It can be challenging to keep track of
fund movements when processing large movements for
countries with weaker PFM systems. As witnessed during
the Ebola crisis, emergency responses and the financial
response they bring can open windows of opportunity for
misuse (Torbert et al., 2020).
Establishing a transparent, documented and auditable
budgeting process is key to limiting the opportunities
for fund misuse during and after the process of
reprioritisation. Several countries, including eSwatini,
CAR and Nigeria, indicated when requesting support
from the IMF that they would use specific budget lines to
facilitate the tracking and reporting of the release of funds
of all crisis-mitigation spending (CABRI, 2021). Looking
back at the case of Ebola, the Open Budget Survey (OBS)
assessment covering this period in Liberia and Sierra
Leone found that both countries’ transparency scores
declined as compared to the previous assessment, with
some basic budget documents not published or published
late, and often with gaps in information. For example,
Sierra Leone’s in-year reports showed inconsistencies
between the expenditure and the initial budgets and
were presented under different classifications (functional
and economic, while the original budget was approved
according to administrative classifications), making the
comparability impossible. Supreme Audit Institutions in
both countries published audits of emergency funds and
highlighted fund mismanagement, but neither report
could explain all changes made to the budgets, due to lack
of information received from the government (Tobert et
al., 2020).
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The lack of budget documentation to track and justify
the movement of funds needs to be addressed. As
the pandemic and its impact grew, many governments
announced new policies, but without citing the source
of funding or the amount. Very few countries provided a
detailed costed action plan with their proposed budget
law rectification, a justification of the increase or decrease,
the source of funding for new expenses, or the estimated
fiscal impact. eSwatini’s supplementary budgets provided
data on the movements between budget heads, including
budget cuts to all ministries for reallocation to health,
education and the Deputy Prime Minister’s Office, but
without justification or description of the activities. The
lack of budget documentation also applies to movements
between funds. This issue was already observed during
the Ebola crisis, during which basic budget documentation
needed for basic monitoring was often unavailable. None
of the mid-year reports published in 2020 by Cameroon,
DRC or Tunisia contained specific disaggregated sections
allowing for control of COVID-19-related expenditure.1
A few countries published some information, but often
in an incomplete manner. Kenya published monthly
reports for May and December, but with several gaps
in-between. Some countries are publishing data which
to some extent allows for the tracking of funds. Mali’s
end-of-year report includes in the annex a report of the
appropriation and execution of COVID-19 measures at
programme level, and the country has published monthly
reports on the activity of the special Solidarity Fund.2
The lack of budget movement tracking can lead to other
issues beyond transparency, such as difficulties of cash
management and accumulation of arrears. A crisis can
often be a tipping point at which public finances are
destabilised. Tracking the potential sources of fiscal risk
is part of the budget preparation, and they need to be
assessed continuously (CABRI, 2017). A high number of
virements and related arrears can lead to misalignment
between the appropriated budget and spending. It can,
for instance, increase the risk of missing information on
debt and new liabilities, particularly in a context where
governments are increasing their debts to respond to
the need for increased financing brought about by the
pandemic. Several countries reported putting in place
measures to clear and prevent the accumulation of arrears
(CABRI, 2021). In Benin, for example, the Ministry of
Finance has the power to open imprest accounts (Régies
d’Avance), which are put under the control of selected
administrators, for urgent expenditure.3 The rules related
to the reporting of these advance accounts seem to be
loosely followed, which results in important untracked
arrears (PEFA, 2014).

1

Cameroon (Exécution Budgetaire a Fin Septembre); DRC (DG des Politiques et Programmation Budgétaire, Commentaires sur les Etats de Suivi
Budgétaire à Fin Octobre 2020); Tunisia (Résultats provisoires de l’Exécution du Budget de l’Etat, Août 2020).

2

Rapport d’Activités du Fond Spécial de Solidarité et de Soutien

3

Décret n°2003-657 du 14 août 2003 relatif aux Régies de Recettes et aux Régies d’avances de l’Etat.
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Budget adjustments:
Looking forward

a. Budget 2021: What are the main
trends in reallocation?
The budgets for the new fiscal year had to be prepared,
once again, in a situation of high uncertainty about the
future and under the pressure of rising deficits. But now,
beyond the first emergency response implemented in
health, social protection and support to the private sector,
countries also need to plan for medium-term recovery
while re-anchoring on their fiscal objectives. It is also an
opportunity to communicate with MDAs on needs and
priorities. Revised budgets were prepared in haste in
2020 and might not have allowed sufficient discussion
and strategising. Instead, the 2021 budget (and incoming
2021/2022 budgets) had to re-evaluate the need for
prioritising policies in a context of continuously reduced
fiscal space, prepare the medium-term recovery and
deal with a largely degraded fiscal position (IMF, 2020b).
The FY 2021 also represents an opportunity to improve
the accountability of COVID-19 measures, as well as the
traceability of the response, based on lessons learned
from the previous year.
Fiscal constraint is going to remain a problem, making the
prioritisation of sectors a recurrent issue. As countries
transition out of emergency mode, the importance of
reassessing prioritisation in a context of huge deficits, and
the return to normalcy in budgeting, must be planned
carefully. Emergency spending is likely to continue in
many countries for at least another year. Restoring regular
management and control procedures will be key and will
require progressively integrating any COVID-19-related
spending back into the budget. Countries need to revise
MTEFs and medium-term plans, review the prioritising of
large capital investments, and reassess rigidities and the
relevance of big-ticket items. In Botswana, to strengthen
the efficiency of government spending in the light of
COVID-19, the Ministry of Finance introduced a ZeroBased-Budgeting approach during the preparation of the
2021/2022 budget to the MDAs, with support to help
them assess their base spending without relying on an
incremental approach.
Despite a higher deficit in almost all countries, several
governments passed an increased budget in 2021 to fund
the economic recovery. Countries recorded budget increases
of 3.1 percent for Morocco, 11.2 percent for Cameroon
and up to 30.2 percent for Nigeria. Governments had to

further reprioritise accordingly to find the fiscal space, often
confirming trends recorded in 2020. Overall, most 2021
budgets registered an increase in health (compared to the
initial 2020 budget) and in the social sector in general, with
medium-term forecasts indicating a slight fall in the subsequent
years. The health sector in Cameroon received an increased
allocation of 3.6 percent (year-on-year), 6 percent in Morocco
and 46 percent in Egypt. In some cases, increased budgets
reflect the challenge of the value loss of the national currency
experienced by many African economies in 2020, which
impacts the price of imports and debt servicing. In Seychelles,
the increase recorded for budget 2021 is due in large part to
the Rupee losing 50 percent of its value in 2020 (Ministry of
Finance, Economic Planning and Trade, 2021). In Lesotho, the
2020/2021 budget increased by almost 14 percent nominally,
but 8 percent when accounting for inflation (UNICEF Lesotho,

2020).
CAPEX made a large return in most budgets. The need to
kick-start the economy again has resulted in governments
reinforcing public investment budgets. Allocations for
CAPEX compared to initial 2020 budget laws increased by 8
percent in Cameroon, 16 percent in Morocco, 23 percent
in Benin, and a booming 68 percent in Nigeria. As in 2020,
there were exceptions, like Morocco, which went against
the general trend again and reduced CAPEX allocation by
10 percent, despite a 3 percent overall budget increase.
Reversing the 2020 trends, non-health social sectors saw
large increases in the 2021 budget. After suffering from
cuts in many countries in 2020, the education sector saw
a rebound in budget allocations, generally above the initial
2020 budget. Governments decided to expand spending
in social sectors. In Seychelles, the Ministry of Education
received one of the largest shares of the 2021 budget, at
25.8 percent of the total budget, registering a 9.0 percent
increase year-on-year. Tunisia increased the allocation to
education by 31.4 percent, and to social affairs by 19.9
percent. Togo increased the allocation to education by
10.0 percent, to the water sector by 66 percent and to
agriculture by 21.9 percent. Similar movements can be
observed in other countries which, despite increased
financing deficits, are partially catching up on the
reduced 2020 expenditure caused by the pandemic by
enhancing investments in human capital sectors.
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b. Main lessons learned from 2020
budget reallocation in response to
COVID-19
The role of the budget as a tool to face unexpected
events can be further strengthened.
Mechanisms to face unexpected events exist, but there
is room for improvement in how they are being used.
The development of the pandemic remains unclear, and
the capacity to anticipate and respond to shocks is likely to
be tried again. The experience of the pandemic has shown
that the use of reallocation mechanisms can be improved.
For instance, contingency funds were largely non-existent.
Although a contingency fund would not have been able to
provide a sufficient buffer given the scale of the crisis, it can
still provide a readily accessible reserve in times of need,
allowing more planning time for reprioritisation of budget
allocations. Generally, states are likely to face a prolonged
context of fiscal uncertainty as the development of the
pandemic evolves. Policymakers must stay vigilant on the
use of resources, and reactive budget modifications might
be needed for the coming years following the evolution of
the pandemic and its consequences. Early in 2021, Nigeria
had to prepare an emergency SBL after failing to plan and
budget appropriately for the procurement of vaccines
(Onuah, 2021). On the other hand, some countries have
already integrated lessons from the previous health crises
(see Box 7).

Box 7: Senegal’s lessons learned
and integrated in the 2021 budget
preparation
The Senegal 2021 budget integrates lessons on the
need to prepare flexible budgets and pre-emptively
identify potential fund reallocation. This came with
the creation of additional reserve appropriations,
therefore predefining freezing of specific nonpriority items, for which allocations get unlocked
only when revenue collected meets a certain level or
when predetermined actions have been completed.
This approach requires a strong collaboration
between the Ministry of Finance and Line Ministries
and Agencies to identify specific budget items to
be put on hold as well as the conditions to make
the funds available for spending. The 2020 revised
budget also includes contingencies appropriation, to
address the high uncertainty regarding the evolution
of the pandemic in the second half of the year.
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New tools to facilitate strategic reallocations and
budget reprioritisation need to be developed.
Mechanisms to facilitate more strategic rebudgeting
need to be introduced. Budget managers will continue
to be confronted with changing circumstances and
variation in budget pressures. Making budgets more
responsive to crises would provide African states with
emergency and adaptable budget reallocation tools to
respond to future disasters, the risk of which is increasing.
Lessons learned from COVID-19 successes and failures of
budget emergency reallocations must be further studied.
Budgeting accurately for emergency measures requires
competencies and data to allow appropriate and targeted
emergency budget reprioritisation. Some are calling
for a redesigning of the rules for emergency budgeting,
for instance by developing mechanisms which would
make budgetary appropriations contingent on specific
economic or emergency scenarios (Anessi-Pessina et al.,
2020). In addition, differentiating between “core” budget
allocations related to “non-essential services” during the
budget preparation phase, rather than in the midst of a
crisis requiring rapid budget reprioritisation, could lead to
more efficient and rapid decision making. Implementing
mechanisms of emergency loans contingent on the
occurrence of a disaster could be further explored.
Coordination between agencies is key. Because of the
scale and complexity of the crisis, most decision making
was done in a heavily centralised way, often under the head
of state’s office or in the Ministry of Budget or Finance.
While the involvement of the health ministers was key,
involving the ministries of education, social affairs and
public works should also have been considered, given their
role in the delivery of basic services and social protection.
Similarly, this raises questions about the financial
autonomy of agencies and subnational-level entities.

Traceability and transparency ought to be
reinforced when reallocating funds.
The traceability of budget reallocations so far has been
insufficient, with limited data published regarding the
budget movements, including prior to the publication
of revised budgets. Methods must be developed that are
adapted to PFM systems at an early stage of development.
Ideally, a government will be able to track the movements
of funds within existing programmes; however, many
African countries do not yet have the PFM capacity to
do so. The development of simpler solutions, such as the
creation of a fund with solid control and IFMIS tracking in
place, or the opening of a new line under administrative
classifications, can provide a good alternative to avoid
money going “off the radar”. This requires developing a
clear definition of what qualifies as COVID-19-related
allocations.

Conclusions

The COVID-19 pandemic put unequalled pressure on
states’ budgets across the world, but African nations
faced the pandemic with extra challenges. They often
entered the crisis from a context of limited fiscal space,
weaker social protection systems and a history of
underinvestments in health systems compared to richer
countries. Ministries of finance had to react immediately
to respond to the dual pressure of emergency expenditure
and plummeting revenues, which required making radical
reprioritisation choices on the existing budget allocations,
to try to minimise an inevitable increase in fiscal deficits
and debt levels.
Transfers and virements, as well as in some cases
contingency funds, provided initial buffers, but did not
suppress the need for supplementary budgets. A vast
majority of countries resorted to passing supplementary
budgets, as most PFM laws limit the volume and directions
of virements to a certain ceiling, beyond which the
changes must be presented to Parliament, and/or require
revising the budget estimates when significant differences
in revenue and expenditure projections occur.
A majority of countries increased their initial budget
through an SBL, despite reduced revenues, leading to
larger fiscal deficits. The reallocation trends were overall
similar across countries, with large reappropriations of
funds towards the health sector, social protection schemes
for both individuals and businesses, as well as tax relief for
individuals and employers. Most other sectors suffered
budget cuts, in particular G&S and minor capital. This
applied to social sectors like education, nutrition and nonCOVID-related health services. W&S posts were usually
protected, with savings nonetheless effected through the
freezing of new recruitments and promotions.
Most countries applied budget cuts to “non-essential
services”, although the definition of what fell into
that category varied. Expenses related to events and
travel were the first to be cut, in a context of general
confinement and social distancing. Reprioritisation of
capital investments varied between countries, with some
governments applying large cuts to redirect to the shortterm COVID-19 response, while other reinforced the
CAPEX allocations to support employment and muchneeded health infrastructure. Reallocations to CAPEX
showed a focus on health, WASH and transport. A few
countries resorted to applying across-the-board cuts with
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little prioritisation or planning, with the risk of impacting
essential service delivery.
Supplementary budgets and virements often lacked
transparency due to a lack of publication of basic budget
documents. Most SBL budgets were published with limited
background documentation (e.g. revised MTEF, Citizen
Budget). Few countries published an exhaustive report
of the budget movements related to COVID-19 cuts and
reappropriation. The adopted SBL did not systematically
allow for an easy comparison of appropriations between
the original and the revised budgets.
Parliamentary oversight and public consultation were
minimal, below normal budget levels. Parliaments were
often forced to expedite their review, and in some cases
were not consulted at all, with governments making use
of the extra power of decision granted by the state of
emergency contexts, which allowed them to resort to
decrees to pass new budgets. Public consultations were
virtually non-existent. While the pandemic context brings
in additional challenges such as social distancing, which
makes the role of scrutiny conducted by Parliament and
civil society more difficult, a few examples of good practice
prove that alternative solutions exist.
Emergency reallocations come with risks of misallocation
and misalignments with policy objectives, but these
can be mitigated by establishing solid tracking systems.
Publishing an exhaustive, disaggregated list of budget
revisions allows for ex-post analysis and review, both
by audit bodies to assess the transparency of budget
movements, and by the Ministry of Finance and line
ministries to assess the efficiency of the reallocation with
regard to the quality of service delivery.
Lessons can be drawn from this experience to
reinforce the role of the budget as a tool to respond to
unexpected events. This can be done during the initial
budget preparation process: 1) by anticipating risks with
emergency reserves, flexible contingency funds and
predefined “essential spending”; and 2) if an emergency
reallocation needs to occur, by establishing frameworks
which allow for transparent decision making and good
coordination between agents, maintaining a form of public
and legislative scrutiny, producing enough information
to enable efficient tracking of the funds, and yet offer
sufficient flexibility to allow for a rapid intervention.

Budgeting in the context of COVID-19: Trends and tools of reallocations

23

References
Abou El Farah, T. (2020, July 6). Loi de finances rectificative: Un exercice
peu commun pour nos parlementaires. La Vie Eco. Loi de finances
rectificative: Un exercice peu commun pour nos parlementaires.
Adamawa State. (2020). Minutes of Meeting of Citizens
Engagement on the Effect of COVID-19 Pandemic for Inclusion
Into the 2020 Revised Budget held in 3 Senatorial Zones on
the 14th—15th July 2020. https://mof.ad.gov.ng/download/
adamawa-state-citizen-engagement-meetings-for-covid19/?wpdmdl=668&refresh=60d7f1f5783eb1624764917
AfDB. (2020). For 20 million Africans first-time access to clean water is
proving crucial amid COVID-19. https://www.afdb.org/en/news-andevents/20-million-africans-first-time-access-clean-water-provingcrucial-amid-covid-19-37092
Africa Freedom of Information Centre. (2020). Local
Governments’Response in the Fight Against COVID-19. A Case
of Selected Districts in Uganda. Democratic Governance Facility.
https://www.dgf.ug/sites/default/files/rescrc/Covid%2019%20
Report.pdf
Al-Samarrai, S. (2020). The Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on
Education Financing. World Bank, Washington, DC. https://thedocs.
worldbank.org/en/doc/734541589314089887-0090022020/
original/CovidandEdFinancefinal.pdf
Amankwah-Poku, A. (2020, October 8). COVID – 19 Budgetary Response
& Mitigating Against Future Budgetary Pressures in Ghana. CABRI/
OECD Webinar. COVID-19 response to resilience: Managing
extraordinary budgetary pressures in African and OECD countries.
https://www.cabri-sbo.org/en/events/cabri-oecd-webinar-covid19-response-to-resilience-managing-extraordinary-budgetarypressures-in-african-and-oecd-countries
Anessi-Pessina, E., Barbera, C., Manes-Rossi, F., Sancino, A., Sicilia, M.,
& Steccolini, I. (2020). Reconsidering public budgeting after the
COVID-19 outbreak: Key lessons and future challenges. Journal of
Public Budgeting,Accounting & Financial Management, Vol. 32(No.
5), 957–965. https://doi.org/10.1108/JPBAFM-07-2020-0115
Bedasso, B., & Cole, N. (2020, April 17). L’Afrique face aux contractions
budgétaires et au Covid-19. https://www.cabri-sbo.org/fr/
blog/2020/africas-covid-19-budget-crunch
Boakye, S. (2016). Revenue Earmarking in Ghana: Management and
Performance Issues. Institute for Fiscal Studies. https://www.
researchgate.net/publication/315670753_Revenue_Earmarking_in_
Ghana_Management_and_Performance_Issues#read
Boukezia, R., & Wendling, C. (2020). Fiche Technique: Les outils
de reporting dans le cadre de la lutte contre la pandémie de
COVID-19. IMF. https://www.afritacouest.org/servlet/servlet.
FileDownload?file=00P3h000004iIEMEA2
Budget Monitoring and Accountability Unit. (2020). COVID-19
Interventions Report—Financial Year 2019/20. Ministry of Finance,
Planning and Economic Development of Uganda. https://covid19.
gou.go.ug/uploads/document_repository/authors/minstry_
of_finance,planning_and_economic_development/document/
COVID-19_Interventions_Report.pdf
CABRI. (2017). 2017 CABRI Conference Report: Managing Budgetary
Pressures. https://www.cabri-sbo.org/en/publications/2017-cabriconference-report-managing-budgetary-pressures
CABRI. (2021). Public Finance Response Monitor. https://www.cabri-sbo.
org/en/pages/covid-19-public-finance-monitor
CDC. (2016). Senegal: Emergency Operations Center Becomes a Model
in West Africa. https://www.cdc.gov/globalhealth/security/stories/
senegal_eoc_west_africa.html

24

COVID-19 Africa Public Finance Response Monitor

Décret N° 2020-965 Du 17 Avril 2020 Portant Création et Fixant Les
Règles d’organisation et de Fonctionnement Du «Comité de Suivi
de La Mise En Œuvre Des Opérations Du FORCE COVID 19», (2020)
(testimony of Presidency of Senegal).
Ejiogu, A., Okechukwu, O., & Ejiogu, C. (2021). Nigerian budgetary
response to the COVID-19 pandemic and its shrinking fiscal
space: Financial sustainability, employment, social inequality and
business implications. Journal of Public Budgeting, Accounting &
Financial Management, 32(5), 919–928. https://doi.org/10.1108/
JPBAFM-07-2020-0101
Federal Government of Nigeria. (2020a). 2020 Appropriation
(Amendment) Bill. https://www.budgetoffice.gov.ng/index.
php/2020-revised-amendment-bill/2020-revised-amendment-bill/
download
Federal Government of Nigeria. (2020b). Appropriation Bill (Repeal and
Enactment) Act, 2020. https://www.budgetoffice.gov.ng/index.php/
appropriation-repeal-and-enactment-act-2020?task=document.
viewdoc&id=818
Gentilini, U., Almenfi, M., Dale, P., Palacios, R., Natarajan, H., Rabadan,
G. A. G., Okamura, Y., Blomquist, J., Abels, M., Demarco, G., &
Santos, I. (2020). Social Protection and Jobs Responses to COVID-19:
A Real-Time Review of Country Measures (“Living paper” version
13 (September 18, 2020). World Bank, Washington, DC. https://
documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/295321600473897712/pdf/
Social-Protection-and-Jobs-Responses-to-COVID-19-A-Real-TimeReview-of-Country-Measures-September-18-2020.pdf
Global Financing Facility. (2021). One Year into the Pandemic:
Using Data to Protect and Promote Essential Health Services
as Part of COVID-19 Response and Recover. https://www.
globalfinancingfacility.org/sites/gff_new/files/documents/GFF-IG123-Protecting-Essential-Health-Services.pdf
Gondwe, G. (2020). Assessing the Impact of COVID-19 on Africa’s
Economic Development. UNCTAD. https://unctad.org/system/files/
official-document/aldcmisc2020d3_en.pdf
Guerra, C. A., Tresor Donfack, O., Motobe Vaz, L., Mba Nlang, J. A.,
Nze Nchama, L. O., Mba Eyono, J. N., Riloha Rivas, M., Phiri, W. P.,
Schwabe, C., Aldrich, E., Ratsirarson, J., Fuseini, G., & García, G. A.
(2020). Malaria vector control in sub-Saharan Africa in the time
of COVID-19: No room for complacency. BMJ Global Health, 5(9),
e003880. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2020-003880
Hélis, J.-L., Nguenang, J.-P., Bambara, A., Dagues, J.-F., Touré,
A., & Roumegas, P. (2020). Fiche Technique: Assurer une
meilleure traçabilité des opérations budgétaires, comptables
et financières dans le cadre de la lutte contre la pandémie
de COVID19 (Technical Notes and Manuals). International
Monetary Fund. https://www.afritacouest.org/servlet/servlet.
FileDownload?file=00P3h000004iIFFEA2
Imbert, B., Ramangalahy, S., Schouten, C., & Kreko, A. (2021, January
19). Improving Fiscal Transparency in Francophone Africa. IMF PFM
Blog. https://blog-pfm.imf.org/pfmblog/2021/01/-improving-fiscaltransparency-in-francophone-africa-.html
IMF. (2017). Seychelles Climate Change Policy Assessment. (IMF Country
Report No. 17/162). IMF. https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/
CR/Issues/2017/06/20/Seychelles-Climate-Change-PolicyAssessment-44997
IMF. (2020a). IMF Policy Tracker. Policy Responses to COVID-19. https://
www.imf.org/en/Topics/imf-and-covid19/Policy-Responses-toCOVID-19

IMF. (2020b). Special Series on COVID-19. Budgeting in a Crisis: Guidance on Preparing the Budget 2021. https://www.imf.org/-/media/
Files/Publications/covid19-special-notes/en-special-series-on-covid19-budgeting-in-a-crisis-guidance-on-preparing-the-2021-budget.
ashx
International Budget Partnership. (2020). Health and education spending: More transparent budget data is essential for equitable outcomes. https://www.internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/
sector-transparency-one-pager-september-2020.pdf
Kunicova, J. (2020). Driving the COVID-19 response from the center. Institutional Mechanisms to Ensure Whole-of-Government
Coordination. World Bank Group, Washington, DC. https://
openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/34786/
Driving-the-COVID-19-Response-from-the-Center-Institutional-Mechanisms-to-Ensure-Whole-of-Government-Coordination.
pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
Kwara State Government. (2020). Amended Citizens’ Budget 2020.
Budget of Reconstruction & Reformation. Ministry of Finance &
Planning. https://kwarastate.gov.ng/wp-content/uploads/2020-Citizens-Budget-Amended.pdf
Lakin, J. (2012). Budget Brief No.15 – Drafting Regulations for Kenya’s
Public Financial Management Act 2012: Key Concerns Related to
Transparency. International Bugdet Partnership. https://www.internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/brief15.pdf
Lepathy, M.-A. (2020). In the National Assembly: Amended 2020 budget:
LDS questions legality of procedure. Nation. https://www.nation.sc/
articles/4153/in-the-national-assembly-amended-2020-budget
Margini, F., Pattnaik, A., Tapley, J., Angellah, N., & Byakika, S. (2020).
Case Study: The Initial COVID-19 Response in Uganda. ThinkWell and
Ministry of Health Uganda.
Matock, J. (2020, juin). Budget 2020: Ce qui va changer. News Du Camer. http://www.newsducamer.com/budget-2020-ce-qui-va-changer/
Milken Institute. (2021). Africa Policy Monitor. COVID-19 Africa Watch.
https://covid19africawatch.org/africa-policy-monitor/
Ministère de l’Économie et des Finances du Mali. (2021). Rapport sur la
situation d’exécution provisoire du Budget de l’État au 31 Décembre
2020. République du Mali. http://www.finances.gouv.ml/sites/default/files/Rapport_compil%C3%A9.pdf
Ministry of Finance, Economic Planning and Trade. (2021). 2021
Budget—Budget Speech & Assumptions and Objectives of the 2021
Budget, Part 2. Republic of Seychelles. http://www.finance.gov.sc/
uploads/national_budget/2021%20BUDGET%20BOOK%20PART%20
2-%20BUDGET%20SPEECH%20&%20ASSUMPTIONS%20AND%20
OBJECTIVES%20OF%20THE%202021%20BUDGET.pdf
Ministry of Finance of Mauritania. (2021). Rapport sur l’exécution
du fonds 3SL2C. Decembre 2020. Trésor Public de la République
Islamique de Mauritanie. https://tresor.mr/fr/afficher.php?tb=lKesq5qj&id=amY=
Ministry of Finance, Planning and Economic Development. (2020).
COVID-19 Interventions Report, Financial Year 2019/20.
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwj9mcLn9OfyAhVSVhoKHY2FCQQQFnoECAMQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fcovid19.gou.
go.ug%2Fuploads%2Fdocument_repository%2Fauthors%2Fminstry_
of_finance%2Cplanning_and_economic_development%2Fdocument%2FCOVID-19_Interventions_Report.pdf&usg=AOvVaw30rmjThoyW2ufnT9jDWoxw

Ministry of Finance Trade Investment and Economic Planning of
Seychelles. (2020). 2020 Budget(Amendment)—Budget Speech &
Assumptions and Objectives of the 2020 Budget (Amendments).
Republic of Seychelles.
Mueni, J. (2020, August 6). Senate orders audit probe on county
COVID-19 budgets. Capital News. https://www.capitalfm.co.ke/
news/2020/08/senate-orders-audit-probe-on-county-covid-19-budgets/
Nabyonga-Orem, J., Kwesiga, B., Muhongerwa-Karenzi, D., Coulibaly,
S., Bigeard, A., & Tumusiime, P. (2020, April 24). Financement
national de la santé pour la réponse au COVID-19 en Afrique. Blog
CSU2030. https://www.uhc2030.org/fr/nouvelles-et-evenements/
blog-csu2030/domestic-health-financing-for-covid-19-response-inafrica-555351/
Ochieng, A., & Kinuthia, J. (2021). Changes in Supplementary Budget I
for FY 2020/2021: What they say about Kenya’s priorities amidst the
COVID-19 pandemic. International Bugdet Partnership. https://www.
internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/kenya-changes-in-supplementary-budget-2020_2021.pdf
OECD. (2004). The Legal Framework for Budget Systems. An international Comparison. OECD Journal on Budgeting, 4(3).
OECD. (2019). Tax Transparency in Africa: Africa Initiative Progress
Report 2018. https://www.oecd.org/tax/transparency/africa-initiative-report-2018.pdf
OECD Development Center. (2020). COVID-19 and Africa: Socio-economic implications and policy responses. OECD. https://www.oecd.org/
coronavirus/policy-responses/covid-19-and-africa-socio-economic-implications-and-policy-responses-96e1b282/
Office of the Ombudsman. (2020). Misplaced Priorities. A Report on an
Investigation into Allegations Concerning Lack of Transparency and
Accountability in the Implementation of Malazi’s Naitonal COVID-19
Prepardness and Response Plan. (First Report). http://www.ombudsmanmalawi.org/files/pdf/Misplaced%20Priorities%20Final.pdf
Ondo State. (2020). Ondo State 2020 Revised Citizens’ Budget. https://
ondobudget.org/citizen_budget/2020%20Revised%20Citizens%20
Budget.pdf
Onuah, F. (2021, February 25). Nigeria will need supplementary budget
for COVID-19 vaccines. Reuters. https://www.reuters.com/article/
health-coronavirus-nigeria-vaccine-idUSL1N2KV18Y
Open Budget Survey - Data Explorer. (2019). Public Participation in the
Budget Process. http://survey.internationalbudget.org/#rankings
Oumar Sylla, Edlam Abera Yemeru, & Jean Pierre Elong Mbassi. (2020).
COVID-19 in African cities. Impacts, Responses and Policies Recommendations. UN-HABITAT. https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/
files/2020/06/covid-19_in_african_cities_impacts_responses_and_
policies_2.pdf
Ordonnance N°2020/001 du 03 juin 2020 modifiant et complétant
certaines dispositions de la loi n°2019/023 du 24 décembre
2019 portant loi de finances de la République du Cameroun pour
l’Exercice 2020, (2020) (testimony of Presidency of the Republic of Cameroon.). https://www.prc.cm/fr/actualites/actes/
ordonnances/4330-ordonnance-n-2020-001-du-03-juin-2020modifiant-et-completant-certaines-dispositions-de-la-loi-n-2019023-du-24-decembre-2019-portant-loi-de-finances-de-la-republique-du-cameroun-pour-l-exercice-2020
Parliament of Uganda. (2020a). Report of the Budget Committee on the
Supplementary Expenditure Schedule No.2: Addendum 1 ad 2 for FY
2019/20.

Budgeting in the context of COVID-19: Trends and tools of reallocations

25

Parliament of Uganda. (2020b). Press Release: Parliament boosts
COVID-19 battle with Shs 284 billion in supplementary budget.
https://www.parliament.go.ug/news/4596/parliament-boosts-covid19-battle-shs-284-billion-supplementary-budget
Parliament passes UGX 3.7 trillion supplementary budget. (2020, October 21). The Independent. https://www.independent.co.ug/parliament-passes-ugx-3-7-trillion-supplementary-budget/
PEFA. (2014). Seconde évaluation de la performance de la Gestion et
du Système des Finances Publiques au Bénin selon la méthodologie
PEFA. https://docplayer.fr/4804378-Seconde-evaluation-de-la-performance-de-la-gestion-et-du-systeme-des-finances-publiques-aubenin-selon-la-methodologie-pefa.html
PEFA. (2020). Global Trends in Public Financial Management Performance. PEFA Secretariat, Washington D.C. https://www.pefa.org/
global-report-2020/report/global-pfm-performance
Pillay, L. (2020, April 1). ‘Amended 2020 budget needs to be treated
with urgency,’ says finance minister. Nation. https://www.nation.sc/
articles/4157/amended-2020-budget-needs-to-be-treated-with-urgency-says-finance-minister
Pointe, E. (2020, November 18). Government scraps 13th month pay
for 2020. Seychelles Nations. https://www.nation.sc/articles/6851/
government-scraps-13th-month-pay-for-2020
Public Financial Management Act of 2009, (2009) (testimony of Republic of Liberia). https://www.wto.org/english/thewto_e/acc_e/lbr_e/
wtacclbr15_leg_13.pdf
Reuters. (2020, October 29). Tunisian parliament committee rejects
costly extra budget bill. Reuters. https://www.reuters.com/article/
instant-article/idAFL8N2HJ7HS
Rogerson, S. J., Beeson, J. G., Laman, M., Poespoprodjo, J. R., William, T.,
Simpson, J. A., Price, R. N., Anstey, N., Fowkes, F., McCarthy, J., McCaw, J., Mueller, I., Gething, P., & the ACREME Investigators. (2020).
Identifying and combating the impacts of COVID-19 on malaria. BMC
Medicine, 18(1), 239. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-020-01710-x
RSM Botswana. (2021). The Power of Being Understood. 2021 Budget
Summary. RSM International Limited. https://www.rsm.global/
botswana/sites/default/files/media/New%20folder/botswana_budget_summary_2021-2022.pdf
Saxena, S., & Stone, M. (2020). Preparing Public Financial Management
Systems for Emergency Response Challenges (Special Series on Fiscal
Policies to Respond to COVID-19). IMF.
Schick, A. (2010). Crisis Budgeting. OECD Journal on Budgeting, 2009(3).
https://doi.org/10.1787/16812336
Schreiber, L. (2017). Chasing an Epidemic: Coordinating Liberia’s
Response to Ebola, 2014-2015. Princeton University. https://successfulsocieties.princeton.edu/sites/successfulsocieties/files/LS_EbolaDiseaseSurv_Liberia_Final_April%202017_1.pdf
Sharif, M. M., & Saiz, E. (2020, March 27). Africa: Opinion—Local Governments Are in the Frontline of Coronavirus Response. All Africa
Global Media. https://allafrica.com/stories/202003300033.html

Tandberg, E., & Allen, R. (2020). Managing Public Investment Spending
During the Crisis. IMF. https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwiZl_3so7TxAhVPwzgGHV8PD4QQFjAAegQIAhAD&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.
imf.org%2F-%2Fmedia%2FFiles%2FPublications%2Fcovid19-special-notes%2Fen-special-series-on-covid-19-managing-public-investment-spending-during-the-crisis.ashx&usg=AOvVaw1wxDxtniVi_p0MS5lwlijP
Think Well Global. (2020, December). COVID-19 Summary
Update on Burkina Faso. https://thinkwell.global/wp-content/
uploads/2020/05/COVID-19-Burkina-Faso-Update-December-2020Final.pdf
Tobert, S., Cho, C., & Herrera, G. (2020, November 5). Government
budgets responding to crisis: What we can learn from the Ebola
emergency. International Budget Partnership. https://www.
internationalbudget.org/2020/11/government-budgets-respondingto-crisis-what-we-can-learn-from-the-ebola-emergency/
Torbert, S., Cho, C., & Herrera, G. (2020). Government budgets
responding to crisis: What we can learn from the Ebola emergency.
International Bugdet Partnership. https://www.internationalbudget.
org/2020/11/government-budgets-responding-to-crisis-what-wecan-learn-from-the-ebola-emergency/
Transparency International. (2021, March 30). IMF COVID-19 emergency
loans: A view from four countries. https://www.transparency.org/
en/news/imf-covid-19-emergency-loans-cameroon-ecuador-egyptnigeria
Trésorerie Général du Royaume du Maroc. (2021). Rapport
Trimestriel sur l’Execution de la Loi—4ème Trimestre
2020. https://www.finances.gov.ma/Publication/tgr/2021/
Executionlf4emetrimestre2020.pdf
UNICEF. (2020a). COVID-19: Upending Investments in Human Capital
Across Eastern and Southern Africa. https://www.unicef.org/esa/
media/7306/file/UNICEF-ESA-COVID19-Upending-InvestmentsHuman-Capital-2020.pdf
UNICEF. (2020b). Health Budget Brief—South Africa. UNICEF. https://
www.unicef.org/esa/media/7331/file/UNICEF-South-Africa-2020Health-Budget-Brief.pdf
UNICEF Lesotho. (2020). National Budget BriefFinancial Year 2020/21.
https://www.unicef.org/esa/media/8721/file/UNICEF-LesothoNational-Budget-Brief-2020-21.pdf
UNODC. (2020). Covid-19 Emergency Support Packages in West and
Central Africa: An overview and analysis of fraud and corruption
risks. https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/corruption/covid-19emergency-support-packages-in-west-and-central-africa.html
WFP. (2020). State of School Feeding Worlwide 2020. World
Food Programme. https://docs.wfp.org/api/documents/WFP0000123923/download/
WHO. (2018). World Health Organization Global Health Expenditure
database: Current health expenditure (% of GDP). World Health
Organization. http://apps.who.int/nha/database
WHO. (2021). Global Health Expenditure Database. https://apps.who.
int/nha/database/ViewData/Indicators/en

26

COVID-19 Africa Public Finance Response Monitor

For information on CABRI, or to obtain copies of this publication, please contact:
CABRI Secretariat
Cnr John Vorster & Nellmapius Drive,
Centurion, 0062
South Africa
Telephone: +27 (0)12 492 0022
Email: info@cabri-sbo.org
cabri-sbo.org
@cabri.sbo
@CABRI_SBO
CABRI – Collaborative Africa Budget Reform

