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Understanding 'development
effectiveness'
An overview of concepts, actors and tools

SUMMARY

In the context of the limited availability of development aid, there is increased
demand for effective results. This means that both developed and developing
countries must commit to spending and using aid more effectively. Public funding is
not enough to cover all needs, but can leverage initiatives from civil society or the
private sector.

The multiplication of stakeholders and intervention methods, combined with the
necessity to address needs in the field more precisely has led to a global rethink of
how to assess development. High-level forums and stakeholder networks have helped
to fine-tune the main principles of development effectiveness and shift from a donor-
recipient relationship to a more cooperative framework. Methods and tools have
improved and led to better planning, implementation and appraisal of development
projects. The EU has been closely involved in designing and implementing the
effectiveness principles. The European Parliament often refers to them, insisting that
they must not be sacrificed for short- term interests.

While not aiming to appraise the effectiveness of EU development policies, this
briefing is designed to promote a better understanding the main concepts at stake.

In this briefing:
 Definitions and background
 Focus on results – transparency
 Partnerships for development
 Ownership and alignment
 European Parliament position
 Main references
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Definitions and background
The term 'development effectiveness' reflects increasing concern over the past two
decades about the results of development cooperation.

Choice of words
'Aid effectiveness' refers to the need to clearly assess
and improve the impact of foreign aid on developing
countries. 'Development effectiveness', or 'Effective
development cooperation' builds on this concern, while
concentrating more on the results – 'development'–
than on particular means to achieve these results. The
term captures the idea that foreign aid is only one
aspect of development policies. Indeed, public financial flows and, specifically, official
development aid (ODA)1 from OECD member states,2 are not enough to eradicate
extreme poverty, which is the main objective of development policies.3 'Development
cooperation' is now preferred to 'development aid' since the former better reflects the
shift from donor-recipient relations towards more complex relationships between the
various 'development partners', including NGOs and private philanthropists (whose
involvement is on the rise).

EU institutions and Member States together provided €68 billion in development aid in 2015:
this is more than half of global development aid but less than the commitment to collectively
spend 0.7 % of EU gross national income (GNI) on aid.

Increasing concern at global level
The concern about 'effectiveness' has grown in recent decades mainly because of the lack
of visible impacts of development aid: poverty has not been eradicated and there is no
clear correlation between aid and development. Some authors contend aid is inefficient
(Easterly) or mostly profitable to donors (Sogge). The issue began to be addressed
seriously by most aid providers and beneficiaries at the beginning of this century. In 2000,
the United Nations (UN) millennium development goals clearly put the focus on
measuring aid effectiveness and set quantified targets to be achieved by 2015. Since
2015, the sustainable development goals (SDGs) provide for the engagement of the
whole development community. Successive 'Financing for development' conferences
(Monterrey, Mexico, 2002; Doha, Qatar, 2008; Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, 2015) and the
'high-level forums' on aid effectiveness (Rome, Italy, 2003; Paris, France, 2005; Accra,
Ghana, 2008; Busan, South Korea, 2011), gathering a growing number of stakeholders,
have helped to outline the main aspects of development effectiveness and to assess
progress towards it.

The five seminal principles agreed upon in the 2005 Paris Declaration (ownership,
alignment, harmonisation, results, mutual accountability) were reaffirmed in the 2008
Accra Agenda for Action. Reformulated as four 'shared principles to achieve common
goals' they form the core of the 2011 Busan Partnership for Effective Development
Cooperation (ownership of development priorities by developing countries, focus on
results, inclusive development partnerships, transparency and accountability to each
other). Each of the international meetings assessed progress made towards the goals
agreed at the previous ones. Each progress report noted gaps between commitments and
achievements; however, on a positive note, more and more stakeholders committed to
the objectives, and helped to re-focus on the most problematic ones.

Borrowed from management
science, 'effectiveness' is
'producing the intended results'
while 'efficiency' is 'performing in
the best possible manner'. A
project can therefore be efficient
but ineffective (achieving the
wrong goals), or effective, but at an
excessive cost.

http://www.insightsquared.com/2013/08/effectiveness-vs-efficiency-whats-the-difference/
https://s3.amazonaws.com/media.hudson.org/files/publications/201703IndexofGlobalPhilanthropyandRemittances2016.pdf
http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_MEMO-16-1363_en.htm
http://reason.com/archives/2013/12/26/the-aid-debate-is-over
https://www.opendemocracy.net/transformation/david-sogge/inconvenient-truth-about-foreign-aid
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/?menu=1300
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2015/sep/26/7-reasons-sdgs-will-be-better-than-the-mdgs
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/index.html
http://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/thehighlevelforaonaideffectivenessahistory.htm
http://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/parisdeclarationandaccraagendaforaction.htm
http://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/49650173.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/49650173.pdf
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Several policy frameworks and operational guidelines reflect the EU and its Member States'
commitments to the effectiveness principles: the European Consensus on Development
(currently under revision), the EU Policy Coherence for Development communication (2005),
the Code of Conduct on the Division of Labour in Development Policy (2007) and the
Operational framework on aid effectiveness (2011).

Focus on results – transparency
'Having a sustainable impact should be the driving force behind investments and efforts in
development policy making'. 'Development cooperation must be transparent and
accountable to all citizens'. (The Busan Partnership, July 2012)

More than rough results, effectiveness is mostly about improvement in people's life.
Indicators have been designed to measure this more precisely, but making all the
information available about the use of resources and its impact remains a challenge for
many stakeholders.

Indicators and methodologies
As the OECD puts it: 'Today, what counts is not so much how many clinics have been built,
but whether citizens' health has improved'. Country-level indicators, such as the World
Bank World Development Indicators, the United Nations Development Programme
(UNDP) composite Human Development Index (which goes beyond the economics of
poverty and measures health, knowledge and standard of living), or even the Global
Partnership for Effective Development Cooperation (GPEDC) monitoring framework
(which measures efforts to implement the effectiveness principles), or the World Bank
aid effectiveness indicators,4 are not designed to capture the precise impact of
development projects.

The focus on results has led to the use of concepts and tools borrowed from project
management methodologies: from informing the decision to support a project (strategic
planning, impact assessment) to appraising results (outcome evaluation, reporting to the
public), through monitoring implementation (risk management, progress monitoring).
The Managing for Development Results (MfDR) network has developed communities of
practice and facilitated the exchange of methods and tools.

Like several UN agencies, EU-funded aid projects have to use the 'logical framework' (or
'logframe') approach to monitor the project cycle. It is a matrix where the long-term change
(the 'impact'), the medium-term effect (the 'outcome'), the products or services delivered (the
'output') and the concrete activities the project entails have to be documented, updated and
assessed throughout its cycle. The choice of indicators and targets must be justified.

Focusing on results also implies understanding what works, for whom and for how long:
in 2006, the Center for Global Development in Washington published a working paper
noting that development evaluation often neglected to assess the sustainability of the
impact of a project, the possible negative impacts of a project or whether the actual
beneficiaries were those initially targeted. To tackle these issues, the NGO International
Initiative for Impact Evaluation (3IE) funds research on impact evaluation, and feeds a
database on 'what works in development programmes and why?'.

Transparency and accountability
To measure the effectiveness of a development policy, the expected effects must of
course be defined, and all partners need to commit to achieving them. All development
partners have to be mutually accountable. Aid providers and recipient governments are
also accountable to their own citizens regarding the way they spend and use

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/atyourservice/en/displayFtu.html?ftuId=FTU_6.3.1.html
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/policies/eu-approach-aid-effectiveness_en
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/legislative-train/theme-europe-as-a-stronger-global-actor/file-revision-of-the-european-consensus-on-development
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52005DC0134&from=EN
https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/working-paper-code-of-conduct-division-of-labour-in-development-policy-sec-2007-248-200702_en_5.pdf
http://aei.pitt.edu/38121/1/st18239.en10.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/Busan partnership.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/41175611.pdf
http://datatopics.worldbank.org/sdgs/
http://hdr.undp.org/en/content/human-development-index-hdi
http://effectivecooperation.org/monitoring-country-progress/explore-monitoring-data/
http://www.oecd.org/dac/evaluation-systems-in-development-co-operation-9789264262065-en.htm
http://www.mfdr.org/1About.html
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2015/aug/17/how-to-write-a-logframe-a-beginners-guide
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/prag/annexes.do?annexName=E3d&lang=en
https://www.cgdev.org/publication/when-will-we-ever-learn-improving-lives-through-impact-evaluation
http://www.3ieimpact.org/en/about/
http://www.3ieimpact.org/en/evidence/
http://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/49656340.pdf
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development aid, through parliamentary oversight, as well as local government and civil
society organisation involvement.

Accountability implies transparency. Transparency is harnessed by sound data collection
and management. Mutual accountability requires data that are consistent and presented
in a standard format. The International Aid Transparency Initiative (IATI) was launched
in Accra in 2008; in 2011, participants at the Busan High Level Forum committed to share
timely information on development projects in a unified format, by December 2015. IATI
is implemented on a voluntary basis: 517 organisations, including EU bodies,5 have
published data on the IATI datastore. In 2016, the Aid Transparency Index – independent
from IATI – assessed 46 organisations ('larger donors' or 'instrumental to advancing the
course of aid transparency') and found that only 10 organisations had fully met the
commitment made in Busan to aid transparency.

In addition to its own participation in IATI, the EU provides technical assistance to help
development partner countries collect and use statistical data.

EU: first report on selected results (EU International Cooperation and Development)

In July 2016, the European Commission published its first 'Report on selected results' in
development cooperation. This first report marks an important step towards the transparency and
accountability of EU-funded aid. Nevertheless, the report itself acknowledges some limitations:

1. As it draws data from different projects, it only aggregates quantifiable results.
2. The actual EU contribution to the country's development progress is difficult to quantify. For

example it is difficult to track how many 'births attended by skilled health personnel with EU
support' contributed to the evolution of the country's 'under-five mortality rate'.

3. It deals only with projects completed between two and three years before its publication, so
that it does not allow for scrutiny over ongoing projects – the Commission is considering
reporting from ongoing projects in future publications.

Figure 1 – Results achieved in partner countries with EU support (projects that ended between
July 2013 and June 2014)

Source: European Commission, (DG DEVCO, 2016).

http://www.aidtransparency.net/
https://www.iatiregistry.org/
http://ati.publishwhatyoufund.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/02/ATI-2016_Report_Proof_DIGITAL.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Statistics_in_development_cooperation_-_interventions_to_support_statistics
https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/eu-results-report_2013-2014_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/rr_2015_factsheet_v11_0.pdf
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Partnerships for development
'Development depends on the participation of all actors, and recognises the diversity and
complementarity of their functions.' (The Busan Partnership, July 2012)

Efforts have been made to address the multiplication of development stakeholders and
streamline their cooperation, but the effectiveness of the various forms of partnership is
still difficult to assess.

Fragmentation and harmonisation
Development actors sometimes target the same
countries with very similar projects. This can lead each
donor to spread aid too thinly among a vast portfolio of
recipients, and, in the field, result in a hodgepodge of
projects that are not sustained in the medium or long
term. For countries receiving aid, it results in difficulties
with coordinating and reporting. Meanwhile, some
developing countries are neglected by the
development community (they are referred to as 'aid
orphans' but there is no common definition of the
concept). This fragmentation has long been identified
as an obvious obstacle to effectiveness. In 1960 the
most important public donors, at the time all of them
OECD members, decided to coordinate their policies
within what would become the Development
Assistance Committee (DAC).

Harmonisation between aid providers and recipient countries – concerning the definition
of development priorities, their implementation and reporting – was at the core of the
first high-level forum in Rome in 2003. However, in 2011 in Busan fragmentation was
again highlighted: 'The costs of fragmented engagement in the development process are
significant and are getting worse. This is an area where we are not seeing progress.'

New partnerships
There are major new aid providers with widely differing profiles: from emerging countries
such as Brazil or China, to private donors, topped by the Bill and Melinda Gates
Foundation (BMGF). In order to promote commonly agreed standards and monitor their
implementation at country level the Busan Forum decided to set up a Global Partnership
for Effective Development Cooperation (GPEDC). GPEDC is a multi-stakeholder platform
including the widest possible range of development actors: it has three co-chairs
representing recipients, donors, and countries (both donor and recipient), and includes
representatives of multilateral agencies and banks, parliaments, local authorities, civil
society, the private sector and the academic world. GPEDC has launched a set of
initiatives to explore innovative ways of improving development effectiveness, such as
the CSO Partnership or business hubs, which support better involvement of civil society
organisations and the private sector in development projects. GPEDC has so far held two
high level meetings, most recently in Nairobi (Kenya) in November 2016. The Nairobi
outcome document reaffirmed the stakeholders' commitment to effective development
in the framework of the SDGs, but did not provide for a mechanism to hold its signatories
to account.

Coordination among EU Member States

Development policy is a shared competence
between the EU and Member States, which
means they can act concurrently. To avoid
costly duplications, several coordination
mechanisms have been tested, such as the
limitation of the number of countries aided
by each donor, joint programming in
coordination with EU delegations, or
leadership given to one EU Member State,
entrusted by other donors to coordinate EU
development programmes in a given country
or sector ('division of labour'). Despite
encouraging results, this coordination
remains limited because some Member
States do not want to lose control on a key
aspect of their foreign policy.

https://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/Busan partnership.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2016/583863/EPRS_BRI(2016)583863_EN.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/deve/dv/cone_dev_policy_/cone_dev_policy_en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/IDAN/2015/542146/EPRS_IDA(2015)542146_REV1_FR.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/IDAN/2015/542146/EPRS_IDA(2015)542146_REV1_FR.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dac/aid-architecture/fragmentation-orphans.htm
http://www.oecd.org/dac/aid-architecture/fragmentation-orphans.htm
http://web.b.ebscohost.com/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=eb6fa9bc-e375-4a0e-b80c-1bd6549b8d4c%40sessionmgr104&vid=1&hid=124
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00220380500356225
http://www.oecd.org/dac/1896808.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/IDAN/2015/542146/EPRS_IDA(2015)542146_REV1_FR.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/IDAN/2015/542146/EPRS_IDA(2015)542146_REV1_FR.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dac/
http://www.oecd.org/dac/aid-architecture/49106391.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/49476643.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/49476643.pdf
https://www.gatesnotes.com/2017-Annual-Letter
http://effectivecooperation.org/monitoring-country-progress/explore-monitoring-data/
http://www.die-gdi.de/studies/article/the-global-partnership-for-effective-development-cooperation-origins-actions-and-future-prospects/
http://effectivecooperation.org/
http://effectivecooperation.org/monitoring-country-progress/global-partnership-initiatives/
http://csopartnership.org/about/
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/global-impact/business-partnership-action/
http://effectivecooperation.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/OutcomeDocumentEnglish.pdf
http://effectivecooperation.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/OutcomeDocumentEnglish.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/news-and-events/nairobi-outcome-document-road-achieve-sustainable-development-goals_en
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Effectiveness of the various development channels: still difficult to assess
When it comes to ODA, 'multilateral aid' is supposed to facilitate
coordination and improve the reach of aid. 'Multilateral aid', as
opposed to bilateral aid, refers to funds entrusted to multilateral
organisations such as the UN Development System (UNDS):
multilateral organisations can therefore decide how best to pool
and use this aid – at least the part that is not earmarked by donors, i.e. entrusted to
multilateral channels for a precise objective. However, non-earmarked multilateral aid
represented only 28 % of total ODA in 2013. The effectiveness of multilateral aid
delivered through the UNDS is also questioned by some authors, the UNDS being itself
fragmented between 31 specialised agencies, funds and programmes.

Cooperation projects can also take the shape of public-private partnerships (PPP) where
the private party delivers a service or a product on behalf of the government, often with
a combination of private and public funding. There are many legal forms of PPP6: in 2013,
a systematic literature review found that they often achieve good value for money
(efficiency), but there is limited evidence of their effectiveness. In 2016, another study
concluded that multi-stakeholder partnerships between civil society organisations,
businesses and public donor agencies have not yet proven effective, because of the lack
of donor agency engagement in the coordination.

Ownership and alignment
'Countries should define [their own] development model.' (The Busan Partnership, July 2012)

The ultimate aim of development aid is for developing countries to become less aid-
dependent. For this, they need to be the 'driver in the seat' of their own development.
However full democratic ownership remains a struggle where institutions are weak or
development partners have conflicting interests.

Using and improving developing countries' institutions and procedures
Successive high-level forums reiterated the argument that developing countries should
decide on their development priorities, and design policies adapted to their own
requirements. Cooperation programmes should meet those priorities and be based on
the recipient countries' institutions and procedures ('alignment'): for example they
should use the developing partner country's systems of procurement and public finance
management (PFM). Budget support, i.e. aid transferred and managed using the recipient
country's own budgetary procedures, is one such example of alignment.

In 2013, nine EU Member States did not use their developing partners' systems of public
finance management and procurement; all other Member States and the EU institutions used
their partners' systems, at least for a part of their aid (more than 70 % for four EU Member
States). The situation is improving with the years.

Ownership implies that recipient countries have functioning and reliable institutions. In
this respect capacity-building programmes are of prime importance, in particular in
fragile states, where aid is the least effective. Tackling corruption was also one of the
main commitments of participants at the Busan high-level forum on aid effectiveness, as
there is empirical evidence that corruption directly hinders development. The
participation of parliaments in the design and oversight of development policies also
allows for better ownership. Civil society organisations can act as watchdogs for
commitments and help to identify needs and deliver development aid as close as possible
to populations otherwise at risk of being neglected.

In 2015, DAC-member EU
Member States provided
35 % of their aid through
multilateral channels.

http://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/oecd-international-development-statistics_24142689
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/international-organization/article/div-classtitledemocracy-enhancing-multilateralismdiv/E040A4FBE598A3C813DA9890A6F3AFBD/core-reader
http://www.oecd.org/dac/aid-architecture/multilateralaid.htm
http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/multilateral_aid_2015_in_figures.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2017/599277/EPRS_BRI(2017)599277_EN.pdf
http://ppp.worldbank.org/public-private-partnership/overview/what-are-public-private-partnerships
http://www.oecd.org/dac/evaluation/IOBstudy378publicprivatepartnershipsindevelopingcountries.pdf
http://ecdpm.org/publications/donor-agencies-multi-stakeholder-partnerships/
https://www.oecd.org/dac/effectiveness/Busan partnership.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/study_of_eu_progress.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/study_of_eu_progress.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=LDM_BRI(2013)130637
https://eudevdays.eu/sessions/working-together-fragile-states-better-effectiveness
http://blog.transparency.org/2011/12/16/a-new-chapter-for-governance-development-warsaw-busan-and-beyond/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2015/549042/EXPO_STU%282015%29549042_EN.pdf
http://www.ipu.org/splz-e/busan11/guidance.pdf
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=COM%3A2012%3A0492%3AFIN%3AEN%3APDF
https://www.devex.com/news/csos-and-their-role-in-the-post-2015-framework-81300
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Tied aid
Loans or grants delivered on the condition that they are spent to procure goods or
services from specified suppliers or countries ('tied aid') are also considered as not
respecting the free will and ownership of the recipient country, while also increasing costs
by as much as 15 to 30 %. Various efforts have been made to untie aid: OECD-DAC
recommends untying all ODA supplied to least developed countries or highly indebted
poor countries,7 the implementation of this recommendation is periodically reviewed.
The BRICS countries,8 which are not DAC members, have different views: China for
example clearly presents its aid modalities as 'win-win' or 'mutual benefit': these consist
for example of infrastructure projects involving a proportion of Chinese materials and
staff.

EU-wise, in 2014, more than 80 % of aid was untied; Ireland and the United Kingdom had 100 %
of their aid untied, and 13 DAC-member EU Member States also had a level of untied aid
greater than the DAC average of 79 %. However, informal tying (e.g. open calls for tender in
sectors where donors' companies have a competitive advantage) has proved more difficult to
tackle and untying aid has not significantly boosted companies in developing countries.

Conditionalities
In practice, there are no such things as 100 % ownership or pure alignment. Donors, with
a greater bargaining power, often tend to put forward their own agenda. In some cases,
country priorities need to be validated by the donors: for instance, before providing
loans, the International Monetary Fund (IMF) or the World Bank assess the aided
country's Poverty Reduction Strategy, a document with precise benchmarks.

– Increasingly, the EU is linking its development policy to migration management purposes,
using incentives to facilitate readmission of illegal migrants to their countries of origin.
– Some authors also fear that EU's internal security considerations might impact on its
development policy.
– EU agreements on cooperation with third countries link the provision of aid to respect for
fundamental values, such as human rights, respect for the rule of law, and non-discrimination,
and include sanctions for failure in this respect: this political conditionality – although formally
agreed – can be considered as a non-alignment with the partner countries. Political
conditionality is probably one of the most hotly debated issues as regards aid effectiveness:
some authors and development professionals criticise it for not delivering change, while others
argue that the suppression of such clauses would erode the oversight of parliaments, the media
and civil society on the delivery of aid.

European Parliament position
The Parliament has shown continuing interest in development effectiveness. It frequently
refers to the concept in its resolutions on development policies; often to draw attention
to the commitments made by the EU in the high-level forums on aid effectiveness: in its
resolution of 22 November 2016 on 'increasing the effectiveness of development
cooperation', Parliament insisted that sufficient funding be given – urging the EU and its
Member States to meet their commitment to devote 0.7 % of GNI to aid – and asked the
Commission to report on a regular basis on the implementation of effectiveness
commitments. In this resolution and others (in particular on the future of ACP-EU
relations, 4 October 2016) it highlighted the role of national parliaments in securing
better ownership and transparency. Parliament has also advocated for better
coordination of EU donors (resolution of 11 December 2013). In its resolution of 14 April
2016, Parliament acknowledged the role of public-private partnerships in financing
development, provided the Busan principles were respected. In various resolutions, it has

http://www.oecd.org/dac/untied-aid
http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/Review of the Implementation of the 2001 Recommendation and the Accra and Busan Untying Commitments.pdf
http://af.china-embassy.org/eng/sgxw/t1263718.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/IDAN/2015/549031/EXPO_IDA(2015)549031_EN.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/study_of_eu_progress.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/study_of_eu_progress.pdf
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/13569775.2014.882572?needAccess=true
http://www.eurodad.org/Entries/view/1546643/2016/10/05/How-international-financial-institutions-and-donors-influence-economic-policies-in-developing-countries
https://www.imf.org/en/About/Factsheets/Sheets/2016/08/01/16/32/Poverty-Reduction-Strategy-in-IMF-supported-Programs
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2016)589815
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2016/582014/EPRS_BRI(2016)582014_FR.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/world/agreements/viewCollection.do?fileID=76214
http://www.ferdi.fr/sites/www.ferdi.fr/files/evenements/presentations/2011_11_29_Busan_report.pdf
http://ecdpm.org/great-insights/trade-and-human-rights/political-conditionality-eus-dev-cooperation-broader-debate/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305750X15000856
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/search/search.do?searchTab=y&searchType=0&text=development+effectiveness&snippet=true&noHeader=false&:procedureType_sid=3&lang=en&dismax=y
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&language=EN&reference=P8-TA-2016-0437
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&language=EN&reference=P8-TA-2016-0371
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//TEXT+TA+P7-TA-2013-0558+0+DOC+XML+V0//EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&reference=P8-TA-2016-0137&language=EN&ring=A8-2016-0043
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&reference=P8-TA-2016-0137&language=EN&ring=A8-2016-0043
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pointed out that EU development policy should primarily address poverty reduction.
Parliament often insists that this objective should not be second to other purposes – such
as strengthening security (resolution of 3 April 2014) or migration control (resolution of
7 June 2016) – that would put at risk the principle of developing countries' ownership of
development priorities.
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Endnotes
1 Official development assistance is defined as 'Flows of official financing administered with the promotion of the

economic development and welfare of developing countries as the main objective, and which are concessional in
character with a grant element of at least 25 percent', OECD glossary of statistical terms, 2003.

2 List of OECD members.
3 As laid down for example in the UN Millennium Declaration ('We will spare no effort to free our fellow men, women

and children from ... extreme poverty') or the TFEU (Lisbon Treaty), Article 208: 'Union development cooperation
policy shall have as its primary objective the reduction and, in the long term, the eradication of poverty'.

4 To measure progress towards the SDGs, the World Bank uses a dashboard of indicators, such as people living on less
than 'one dollar a day' (now, less than US$1.90 a day) or GDP trends; the World Bank Aid effectiveness indicators
include among others: net ODA received, and the percentage of the population with access to sanitation facilities.

5 The European Investment Bank; the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development; the European Commission's
Directorates-General for Development and Cooperation, for Humanitarian Aid and Civil Protection, and for
Neighbourhood and Enlargement Negotiations, and its Service for Foreign Policy Instruments.

6 New financing instruments also combine public grants with public or private loans (blended finance, climate finance).
7 The least developed countries are identified as such by the UN 'based on three criteria: per capita gross national

income (GNI), human assets and economic vulnerability to external shocks'. The highly indebted poor countries (HIPC)
are the 39 countries concerned by the Enhanced HIPC Initiative 'to ensure deep, broad and fast debt relief and thereby
contribute toward growth, poverty reduction, and debt sustainability'.

8 BRICS stands for Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa.
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