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SUMMARY

Aid coordination, part of the Paris Agenda on aid effectiveness, has shown itself to be
extremely challenging, with only modest and erratic progress made so far. Despite
foreseeable difficulties in its implementation, however, closer transatlantic
cooperation on aid coordination would boost the global aid-effectiveness agenda, and
make more plausible the achievement of the ambitious set of Sustainable
Development Goals (SDG). Based on common fundamental values and shared
strategic interests, the EU and US are together responsible for over three quarters of
global aid, and have the potential to increase their cooperation in areas such as the
security-development nexus, the integration of emerging donors, finding a better
balance between short-term crisis response and a longer-term development
perspective, and creating a common framework for public-private cooperation for
development. Building on the existing EU-US development dialogue, partners could
intensify mutual learning and improved information-sharing in those areas, and
engage in high level dialogue on the division of labour in order to enhance political
support for field-based cooperation. A US-EU inter-agency steering mechanism could
help to harmonise reporting requirements and the conditions placed on partner
governments and programmes, and facilitate more shared analysis, missions and
practical cooperation on the ground.

This briefing forms part of a broader research project on the perspectives on
transatlantic cooperation in the US election year, requested by the Chair of the
European Parliament's delegation for relations with the United States.
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 Looking ahead: Potential projects
 Challenges to be addressed
 Further reading
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Context and state of play
Achieving the ambitious Agenda 2030 set of Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), will
greatly depend on the ability of the European Union (EU) and the United States (USA),
together responsible for almost three quarters of official development aid (ODA) in 2015,
to implement the agenda domestically and to boost the coordination of their aid policies
at different levels. Moreover, the dramatic escalation of events in the EU neighbourhood,
leading to the current refugee crisis and increasing demographic pressure in Africa, makes
it more urgent than ever to address the root causes of migration coherently, including
the environmental, climate and governance challenges and the security-development
nexus. Transatlantic teamwork based on increased coordination of activities and use of
unexploited synergies could help to bring about the decisive change needed to address
the serious and intricate problems the world is facing.

The EU and the USA have already
laid the foundations for closer
transatlantic cooperation in the
area of development cooperation.
After years of ad hoc meetings,
the EU-US development dialogue
gained new momentum following
the 2009 EU-US summit1 which
agreed to increase information
sharing, coordination and policy
alignment in the area of
development cooperation.
Dialogue takes place at several
levels, with in principle annual
ministerial meetings, although in
practice these are less regular,
and biannual discussions between high-level officials, as well as technical exchanges
between staff, both at headquarters and in the field.2 Initially concentrating on the
Millennium Development Goals, food security and climate change, dialogue has since
turned towards a broader spectrum of issues and to the current topics on the
development agenda. In 2013, discussions covered issues such as the Syria crisis, the role
of the private sector in development, sustainable energy for Africa, civil society, and
institutional and aid management questions. Topics dealt with in the latest round of the
development dialogue (June 2016)included the implementation of Agenda 2030 and the
Addis Ababa Action Agenda on financing for development, countering violent extremism,
increasing resilience, and the migration/development nexus. In parallel, the EU-US
security/development dialogue was initiated in spring 2015, with the second session
having taken place in July 2016 in Washington DC.

In the field, many EU delegations cooperate with offices of the US Agency for
International Development (USAID), sharing country assessments, comparing strategies
and exploring synergies at sector level. Concerted efforts have, for instance, been
developed in food security/resilience, sectors where both sides are increasingly active in
the Sahel and the Horn of Africa3. The joint EU-US response in this region has brought
together different donors and country-level stakeholders under a single umbrella – AGIR
(the Global Alliance for Resilience Initiative) – to address the root causes of recurrent
food-related crises.

Total ODA to developing countries (2015)

Data source: OECD, 2015.

http://stats.oecd.org/
http://www.unmillenniumproject.org/goals/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2016)582013
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1860/Sahel JPC Strategy Presentation.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/echo/what/humanitarian-aid/resilience/sahel-agir_en
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Despite those achievements, the vast majority of EU and US foreign assistance is
programmed and implemented in an uncoordinated manner, which reduces the potential
positive impact of each dollar and euro spent. In cases where host countries do not fully
assume their important role in donor coordination, there is an increased need for better
in-country coordination, as initial policy-level discussions are perceived as making
insufficient impact on the ground.4 Based on the substantial existing foundation, and
taking the current shortcomings into account, the transatlantic partners should further
explore the potential for synergies, both at the level of headquarters, and in the specific
partner countries, in order to increase the overall efficiency of aid through greater
alignment and coherence.

Potential for convergence
The main points of convergence of EU and US development policies are the pursuit of
common fundamental values – human rights standards, gender equality, democracy
promotion, governance inclusive development – and mutual strategic interests in stability
and security, economic and social development or mitigation of climate change effects.
Of course despite those commonalities that underpin the respective development
policies, the approach to aid differs in several ways.5 United States foreign aid –of which
roughly 41% (2015) is focused exclusively on development and 16% on humanitarian
purposes – has always been strongly driven by security objectives and economic interests,
with its main aim being 'to advance US values and interests in the area of security and
prosperity'. As for EU development aid, it is strongly focused on eradication of extreme
poverty, recognised by the European Consensus on Development as both a moral
obligation and a contribution to Europe's long-term security.

However, some observers consider that the current gap between security-focused and
donor-led US aid and poverty-focused and partnership-based EU aid is narrowing slightly.
The recent EU push for a comprehensive approach in crisis management to ensure that
political, humanitarian, development and military instruments are used in a coherent way
to address crises and conflicts, shows an acknowledgment of the interdependence
between security and development. As for EU budget support for developing countries –
a key means to increase recipient country ownership of aid – this is now subject to more
conditions than in the past.6 In the case of the USA, although the OECD has recommended
greater use of country systems (almost a third of US ODA is tied to the delivery of US

Figure 2 - US and EU ODA by sector (2014)

Data source: OECD, 2014.

http://nationalaglawcenter.org/wp-content/uploads/assets/crs/R40213.pdf
http://stats.oecd.org/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2016)582014
http://www.oecd.org/dac/peer-reviews/theunitedstates2011dacpeerreviewmainfindingsandrecommendations.htm
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goods and services) and better cooperation with other donors, efforts have been made
to implement the Paris Declaration partnership commitments. For instance, between
2010 and 2012 the share of US aid provided directly to local institutions rose from 9.7%
to 14.3%, despite residual reluctance, except in the case of strategically important
countries, to provide government-to-government support.7

This slowly narrowing gap between the USA and the EU in the application of the Paris
partnership commitments, together with common values and a number of shared
strategic interests, provide a strong argument in favour of a common approach to some
of the most pressing challenges facing international development actors. Greater
potential for convergence and common action is evident in the following areas:

Improving the effectiveness of international efforts on the security/development
nexus
There is a clear need for transatlantic cooperation and a convergence in interests in order
to break the vicious cycle of poverty, fragility and conflict affecting a growing number of
states and regions. Of those people living on less than US$ 1.25 per day, 43% live in the
50 countries on the OECD 'fragility list'. By 2030, this proportion could reach 62%,
representing half a billion people, if decisive steps are not taken.8 The cost of this fragility,
understood broadly as state incapacity to assume basic functions, in 70% of cases because
of conflict, is estimated at 2.6% a year in terms of lost economic growth.9

At the 2011 Busan High-Level Forum on Aid Effectiveness, both the EU and USA
committed to the New Deal for engagement in fragile states. Using the OECD-
Development Assistance Committee (DAC) International Network on Conflict and Fragility
(INCAF), this common framework establishes mutual commitments, between main
donors and a group of fragile countries, to a country-owned and country-led exit from
fragility. The process, the pilot phase of which concluded in 2015, is focused on five
groups of goals linking traditional concerns of poverty alleviation and economic
development with security, justice and state legitimacy related objectives. The last OECD
States of Fragility 2015 report notes that aid remains rather unequally distributed among
50 fragile states, with 22% of disbursed ODA going to Iraq and Afghanistan alone. The
report also estimates that development aid allocation is 'still adapting to the new
objectives': in 50 fragile states, 3% of ODA is allocated to the development of access to
justice, 4% for strengthening the legitimacy of political systems and 1.4% for security
reform. The recent reform of the definition of ODA, to include certain military, security
and police costs (insofar as they contribute to aid outcomes), may foster spending in
those crucial peace- and state-building goals.

The commitments made under the New Deal, a key multi-stakeholder and country-
focused partnership which aims to leave no-one behind on the SDGs (under the SDG 17
pledge on 'partnership for the goals'), will have a greater chance of implementation with
the renewed joint support of the EU and the USA. Furthermore, the EU development
dialogue could be used to align strategies with regard to selected countries on a country-
by-country basis, and to avoid unequal aid distribution due to geopolitical reasons. The
reconfirmed transatlantic support for the New Deal could be accompanied by promotion
of the partnership with those fragile countries to rising, private and public, donors, as
recommended in the independent review of the New Deal for engagement in fragile
states (2016).10 With regard to capacity building and supporting good governance and
rule of law,11 transatlantic partners are leading donors and should gain more prominence

http://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/parisdeclarationandaccraagendaforaction.htm
http://www.oecd.org/dac/governance-peace/conflictfragilityandresilience/docs/List of fragile states.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dac/states-of-fragility-2015-9789264227699-en.htm
https://www.devex.com/news/oda-redefined-what-you-need-to-know-87776
https://wws.princeton.edu/sites/default/files/content/Capacity Building - The Role of the US-EU Partnership in Good Governance (2).pdf
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when working out a coordinated approach to fragile situations, especially in cases of
common strategic interest such as Mali, Afghanistan and Latin America. This could
contribute to better conflict prevention, which is ultimately much cheaper than dealing
with the long-term consequences, such as protracted crises.

Finding a better balance between short-term crisis response and a longer-term
development perspective
The growing rise in long-term humanitarian needs and the increased inter-linkages
between humanitarian and development assistance stretch the financial capacities of the
international humanitarian system beyond its limits, leaving over half of humanitarian
needs unfulfilled.12 As protracted crises become increasingly common, both the EU and
the USA face the difficult challenge of bridging the gap between humanitarian and
development policies and avoiding mutually counterproductive activities. Uncoordinated
short-term relief, such as, for example, massive donations of food supplies, can
undermine long-term development efforts, and perturb local markets.13 The gap
between humanitarian and development policies is also aggravated by the fact that the
principles of humanity, neutrality, impartiality and independence, on which humanitarian
aid is based, often come under pressure when confronted with a development approach
based on partnerships with local governments and serving the strategic interest of
donors.

The 2008-2009 Raising the bar transatlantic project in the field of humanitarian policy
already focused, among other topics, on linking relief, rehabilitation and development
(LRRD) in order to improve common understanding of this concept. Indeed, both partners
face similar challenges of clarifying boundaries and areas of possible integration between
their disaster assistance and development programmes. One of the calls reiterated in this
framework was to move from conceptual discussion towards a focus on operational and
pragmatic steps to promote LRRD.14 However, a political and conceptual consensus at
headquarters level, in the broader framework of EU-US development dialogue, is a
prerequisite for a concerted approach at the operational level. The EU and the USA have,
therefore, a strong interest in ensuring close cooperation – including joint analysis and
needs assessment – to develop a common understanding of each crisis situation in order
to coordinate their intervention. Geographically/crisis-focused multi-donor trust funds
are a promising and flexible way to overcome the divide on the ground, whilst enabling
participation of different stakeholders.

Integration of emerging donors in a reshaped world development architecture
Through their participation in multilateral organisations and multi-stakeholder initiatives,
including the OECD Development Assistance Committee (OECD-DAC), the USA and the EU
and its Member States have had an important influence on the norms and standards
sustaining today's global aid architecture. Transatlantic partners provide much effort and
resources to reaching major international agreements on development policy, such as
the Monterrey Consensus, the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness, the Accra Agenda
for Action on Aid Effectiveness, and the Millennium Declaration or Agenda 2030.
However, development aid architecture is undergoing deep changes. The rise in volume
of financial flows towards developing countries is accompanied by a diversification of
sources and of development actors, in particular emerging state donors, the private
sector, and multi-donor trust funds. The need to adapt both the UN system and the OECD-
DAC to this new configuration and to the new expectations raised by the SDG, while
preserving and reinforcing common values and interests, is a challenge which the EU and

http://eeas.europa.eu/us/grants/pilot_projects/conferences/2009/global_public_policy_institute_en.pdf
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the USA should face together in order to increase their impact. The integration of
emerging donors such as the Gulf States, China, Brazil or Turkey, with their specific
approaches to aid, into donor cooperation fora is not an easy task, and will need to be
preceded by some reform in order to counter the accusation that donor organisations are
purely 'Western clubs'. In this regard, the United Arab Emirates status as a participant in
OECD-DAC, and the imminent addition of Saudi Arabia and Qatar, is a step in this direction
that some other emerging donors, such as China or India, are unlikely to take in the near
future. On the operational level, the EU and the USA should pool their resources to jointly
examine existing cases of triangular cooperation to increase its effectiveness; identifying
best practices, and also possible shortcomings, is necessary to better engage with
emerging donors in the field.15 As for reshaping the UN development system, this has
gained new urgency following the adoption of Agenda 2030. The EU and USA should
jointly ensure implementation and, if necessary, continuation, of the reform proposal to
be presented in the second half of 2016 in the framework of the Economic and Social
Council states' dialogue on the longer-term positioning of the UN development system
(UNDS).16 Diplomatic efforts should be deployed by the transatlantic partners to
influence their respective non-OECD allies and to explain the need for comprehensive
reform. This should involve a higher degree of harmonisation and strengthening of the
system-wide coordination of the 31 organisations forming UNDS in order to support the
member states in delivering the SDGs.17 The partners should also coordinate their
approaches while exercising influence on their respective non-OECD allies (especially the
Gulf States and Turkey), to ensure greater transparency and traceability of aid flows, in
order to avoid the risk of financing terrorist and radicalisation activities which may be
hidden behind purported charitable assistance.18

Common framework for public-private cooperation for development
The USA has a long tradition of private philanthropy. Corporate philanthropic foundations
– such as the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation – figure among key development actors.
American NGOs, foundations and corporations today provide two thirds of private
development assistance (PDA) coming from OECD countries (US$ 30 billion of US$ 45
billion in 2011). The growth of global PDA is much faster than that of ODA (registering 7%
growth in ODA and 51% in PDA between 2006 and 2011), so that they are estimated to
be very close in volume today.19 The challenge in this regard is to ensure PDA's
complementarity to ODA, and its optimum alignment with its overall objectives.

Private-public partnerships (PPP) are considered as one of the main ways to achieve this
complementarity. PPPs are expected to generate a win-win situation in which the
commercial and strategic interest of the private sector works for the achievement of
overall development goals while catalysing supplementary funds. Since the creation of
the Global Development Alliance (GDA) in 2001, the USA has become a leader in
promoting public-private partnerships; more than 1 480 USAID PPP have been initiated,
representing a total value of US$ 1.5 billion, 47% of them in the health sector.20 Across
Europe, Member States’ development agencies grant unequal status to PPP: in some

https://www.devex.com/news/is-it-time-to-redefine-oda-87656
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countries – Germany, the United Kingdom and the Netherlands – there are specific
structures promoting and managing PPP; in others, such as France or Ireland, PPPs are
used much less. The EU as such increasingly
recognises the private sector as an indispensable
partner in development cooperation. Since 2007 it
has developed its own instruments to match private-
public funds, known as blending mechanisms.
Currently, there are seven geographically-focused
blending facilities, mixing EU grants with loans or
equity from public and private financiers. The
European Investment Bank (EIB) and the European
Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD)
have contributed to over half the projects approved
by the EU between 2007 and 2013, of which 63%
support energy and transport infrastructure
initiatives. At the global level, a myriad of multi-
donor trust funds focused on different issues and-/or
geographical areas receive contributions from
multiple public and private financial partners and
allocate these resources to numerous implementing
entities to support specific national, regional or
global development priorities.21 The common
transatlantic assessment of the impact of public-
private partnership on poverty reduction could be a
starting point for developing common standards for
engagement with business. Indeed, civil society organisations stress the need for
development policy-makers to establish criteria to ensure the measurable development
impact of private sector engagements, as well as transparency and compliance with
labour, social, environmental and fiscal standards, including respect for human rights.22

As transatlantic partners, the EU and USA could make joint efforts to promote:

 corporate social responsibility, achieving international binding agreements instead of
a proliferation of voluntary business self-regulation schemes, as a main prerequisite
to the positive development impact of the private sector;

 greater transparency around corporate participation in the UN process and
development funds, (including a UN framework to scrutinise for potential conflicts of
interest), in order to avoid a private interest-driven development agenda;23

 a common framework that sets clear guidelines for multi-stakeholder initiatives to
align with countries' own development strategies.

Looking ahead: Potential projects
European and American values in the development policy area overlap to a large degree.
Existing differences can be used as an opportunity for mutual learning (through joint
identification and/or exchange of best practice, joint country analysis, regular discussions
about how best to address the security/development nexus and the link between short
term assistance and long-term development in each particular case) and better division
of labour in various areas.

EU agreement with Power Africa
In July 2015, the EU and USA signed a
memorandum of understanding (MoU)
aimed at enhancing the coordination
between the US-led PPP Power Africa
and the EU in order to provide clean
power capacity throughout Sub-
Saharan Africa. The project will cover
five key areas across Sub-Saharan
Africa: expanding small-scale and off-
grid efforts; coordinating technical
assistance mechanisms; aligning policy
dialogue and reform efforts to improve
the business-enabling environment for
energy investments; exploring
opportunities for blended finance
facilities and other types of financial
support; and improving energy
efficiency. Cooperation will be further
consolidated as a result of the signature
in June 2016 of an MoU on US
participation in the EU Electrify
initiative.

http://blog.homestrings.com/eu-signs-mou-to-improve-coordination-with-power-africa/
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The following functional blocks of cooperation could
provide the framework for future initiatives and
projects across the various policy fields:

Military/civil involvement in dealing with
fragility/crisis
The USA is said to face a significant challenge, for
instance in the Middle East, in transitioning from a
militaristic approach to a role with greater civilian
input, one in which the EU has recognised
experience.24 For Hamilton and Burwell,25 beyond
mutual learning, the partners should target the
establishment of a joint planning centre for civilian
operations, and ultimately a 'Transatlantic fusion
centre', to bring together planning for missions
requiring both civil and military resources. Based on
extensive US experience in military contribution to
relief response in crisis situations, the EU and the USA
should develop common guidelines on military
involvement which preserve humanitarian principles,
while securing humanitarian and development
operations in crisis situations.

Public/private partnership in development
The USA has long-standing experience in engaging with public-private partnerships in all
areas of foreign assistance, the EU has only recently introduced PPPs in its development
policy.

Institutional fragmentation of the arrangements for development cooperation
Both partners, although for different reasons, suffer a high level of fragmentation in their
development policies. In the USA, there are 27 entities dealing with different aspects of
aid and different funding allocation models co-exist (presidential initiatives,
congressional earmarks, country-specific budgeting). Therefore, the US approach to
development often lacks coherence and appears to be based on individual projects.
Fragmented budgets and a proliferation of institutional actors make it difficult to build a
coherent programme and to adapt it to local priorities.26 On the other hand, EU
development cooperation - a parallel and shared competence of the EU and its Member
states27- is a patchwork of 29 diverse policies conducted by the European Commission
and the different institutional actors of 28 Member States.28 The experience gathered
since 2007 in the framework of the implementation of the EU Code of Conduct on
Complementarity and Division of Labour, and efforts made by the USA to increase
institutional coherence in the area of its development policy, could serve as a starting
point for knowledge sharing on this crucial issue, which currently hampers aid
effectiveness.

Striving for a division of labour
The division of labour among donor countries, at both sector and country level, is part of
the Paris Declaration engagement on harmonisation, subscribed to by both the EU and
the USA. It aims to reduce transaction costs resulting from multiplication of donor-
recipient relationships and avoid the appearance of aid orphans/darlings. The EU and the

Afghanistan as an example?
There seems to be considerable
complementarity between EU and US
assistance in this 'aid darling' country,
achieved through coordination meetings
in the framework of various donor
conferences. US civilian assistance has
focused on infrastructure projects,
economic development, education, and
agricultural development, as a counter to
narcotics programmes. European
assistance goes mostly to governance,
justice/rule of law, and health. However
US counterparts reportedly regret the
insufficient scope of this engagement.
Furthermore, on the ground, an
executive-level mechanism for
coordination of civilian assistance is still
lacking. It seems, however, that there is
scope for deepening this engagement, as
well as for better coordination of civilian
assistance via such a mechanism.

http://www.oecd.org/dac/aid-architecture/Aid Orphans Development Brief.pdf
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USA have expressed their intention to decrease aid fragmentation by concentrating their
assistance in fewer countries and sectors. However, progress has not been significant.

The USA and the EU (the European Commission and the Member States) could together
engage in high-level dialogue on the division of labour in order to enhance political
support for field-based cooperation. Using the EU Toolkit methodology for the
implementation of the division of labour and the operational framework of aid
effectiveness, the partners could identify comparative advantages (based, among others,
on geographical proximity, common cultural or linguistic ties, staff capacity or sector-
specific expertise), and consequently reduce the number of sectors and countries in
which each partner is active. The role of lead donor, or facilitator, could be taken by one
of the partners in each country, together with a Joint Assistance Strategy established by
the host country with the participation of all donors. The EU fast-track initiative on
division of labour may serve as a model for implementing the division of labour between
European and American partners. In order to increase effectiveness, an EU-US inter-
agency steering mechanism could help to harmonise the reporting requirements,
conditions placed on partner governments and programmes, and conduct more shared
analysis, missions and practical cooperation on the ground. Strengthening operational
cooperation on the ground in the chosen fast-track countries should initially include joint
review of long-term strategies, advanced coordination prior to regional and national
coordination meetings, and coordinated outreach to the private sector and civil society.

Improving awareness of global interdependences
Unlike EU development policy, US aid suffers from poor public support. Indeed, although
development assistance comprises on average less than 1% of the federal budget, the
majority of Americans largely overestimate the amount and consider that the country
spends too much on aid.29 The EU and the USA could organise simultaneous campaigns,
on the model of the EU Year of Development, to raise awareness of the crucial
importance of the different SDGs, and to enhance the understanding of the general
public. This could contribute to securing political support for US ODA.

Better coordination in international development fora
The EU and USA should coordinate their position on the key convergence areas in
advance of their negotiations in the main international development fora. This is
particularly relevant for joint support of OECD-DAC and UN system reforms, as well as
regional bodies.

Challenges to be addressed
While different in approach, EU and US development policies are based on the same core
values and several common interests in the pursuit of global public good. Moreover, the
specificities of the transatlantic partners' policy implementation, as well as some
common problems faced in the process, constitute some limits to practical cooperation,
but also provide a possibility for mutual learning and experience sharing. Intensified and
deeper cooperation between headquarters and also in the field, building on the EU-US
development dialogue, is a way for leading development donors to adopt coherent
policies and work out a better division of labour, avoiding unnecessary duplication as well
as mutually counterproductive activities.
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Although economic savings and positive impacts, in terms of poverty reduction of optimal
aid coordination across and within countries, are rather uncontroversial, the progress
made in this direction is limited. Indeed, aid coordination carries some political costs,
since the donors reduce their prominence and political influence in the process. This
hampers aid coordination both in the EU and, even more so, at the US level. Indeed, US
aid is recognised as an instrument serving US foreign policy goals, and Congressional
directives on fund allocations significantly limit the ability of USAID to negotiate division

Top 10 ODA recipients from EU and US (2014)

Data source: OECD, 2014.

http://stats.oecd.org/
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of labour arrangements.30 There are also many practical issues, such as different
programming cycles and lead periods, as well as the limited longer-term predictability of
US funding, that will make greater transatlantic coordination difficult. At EU level, where
29 development policies coexist despite common goals, national agencies are often
rooted in their own legal and institutional cultures and subject to shifting political factors.
The coordination challenge is such that, in December 2013, the European Parliament
requested the Commission to submit a proposal for legislation concerning the regulatory
aspects of EU donor coordination on development aid, in order to boost the existing EU
coordination mechanism. With the arrival on the development scene of large non-DAC
donors such as China, political and commercial competition is likely to further undermine
the coordination of bilateral aid.31

In this uneasy context, there is a need for an inclusive transatlantic leadership to build a
global partnership for development, based on mutual interest and global public good,
which would engage with emerging economies, the developing world and private
stakeholders, within the revamped UN Development System. The future post-electoral
situation in the USA will have great influence on its position on multilateral governance,
and will have a key impact on the future of any such partnership32 necessary to achieve
the promises of Agenda 2030.

Further reading
Del Biondo, Karen, Stanford University, The EU, the US and partnership in development
cooperation: Bridging the gap?, CDDRL working papers, December 2014.

Patrick W. Quirk, Transatlantic Academy, (Re)emerging aid donors in the reshaping world order.
How to calibrate U.S. and European foreign assistance to secure transatlantic interests, 2013-
2014 Paper Series No 5, 2014.
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