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DSA/EADI Conference – York, 19-22 September 2011 

 
1. Simon, Mikaela and Siân variously attended all or part of the DSA/EADI Conference in 

York, attended by 600+ researchers and policy-makers from around Europe. We had a 
stand for the European Think-Tanks Group, organised a panel discussion on EU 
Development Policy, and participated in other sessions, including the dinner hosted by 
ODI for those involved in the European Report on Development. 

2. Apart from the networking and dissemination opportunities for EDCSP, of which there 
were many, the main take-aways were: 

i. Some indications – though perhaps not as many as we would have wished – that 
development studies researchers and professional associations are really grappling 
with profound challenges to the old way of thinking about international development. 
The theme of the conference was resource scarcity and uncertainty, which captures 
part of the problem, but other issues - like how to manage the global economy, or the 
future of multilateralism, or the implications of growing convergence between rich 
and poor countries - were little discussed. SM wrote a piece back in the summer 
asking whether it was ‘time to re-invent development studies’. The right answer to 
that question is ‘yes’ – but there are also bigger questions about what development 
cooperation is ‘for’, and how the instruments need to be designed to achieve new 
objectives in a changing world. See EDCSP and ETTG work on the new Financial 
Perspectives for more on this.  

ii. Meanwhile, the future of the MDGs hangs over the field, and linked to that a 
continuing debate on definition and measurement of progress. Sabina Alkire 
presented on the latest findings of the multi-dimensional poverty index, Allister 
McGregor talked about well-being, others presented on rights, gender, children etc . . . 
We missed the opening Dudley Seers lecture by Mario Giampietro which added 
sustainability to this list. There is a recording here, and a short video of the event here. 
Lawrence Haddad has summarised and commented on the argument.  

iii. On the core theme of resource scarcity, the running is being made by ODI and 
collaborators from the ETTG, leading on the preparation on the European 
Development Report (EDR) on the scarcity nexus between water, energy, and land 
(WEL). The focus will be on policies for private and public sector interaction to manage 
scarcity without sacrificing human development. There will be four key themes, viz: 

 Managing demand for the resource by influencing consumption of resources 
through getting prices right 

 Expanding or diversifying the supply of the resource by promoting an 
enabling environment for investment on the supply side  

 Promoting (resource) efficiencies 

http://www.simonmaxwell.eu/blog/time-to-re-invent-development-studies.html
http://international-development.eu/2011/06/24/the-eus-multi-annual-financial-framework-post-2013-options-for-eu-development-cooperation/
http://international-development.eu/2011/06/24/the-eus-multi-annual-financial-framework-post-2013-options-for-eu-development-cooperation/
http://www.mynous.org/ie/sites/default/files/EADIConf011_MarioGiampietro_DudleySeersOpeningLecture_19_09.WMA
http://telcraft.org/social-reporting/ikm--york/viewvideo/58/daily-summery/opening-dudley-seers-lecture-mon-19th-sept.html
http://www.developmenthorizons.com/2011/09/eadi-dsa-conference-day-1-peak.html
http://www.odi.org.uk/work/projects/details.asp?id=2323&title=erd-20112012-european-report-development
http://www.odi.org.uk/work/projects/details.asp?id=2323&title=erd-20112012-european-report-development
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 Improving resilience to cope with shocks and stresses 

iv. Foreign land deals were subject to discussion on many panels. In the first ERD panel, 
Tony Venables noted that as land deals increase around the world, attention must 
focus on how these can be made to work better for citizens (with attention on land 
rights and compensation). Note Oxfam also released a report on the issue last week, 
“Land and Power: The growing scandal surrounding the new wave of investments in 
land”. 

v. The dinner organised by ODI, and hosted by Alison Evans, brought together about 40 
people, from various organisations involved in the ERD and more generally in EU 
development cooperation. Guests included Dr Jan Paehler, representing DEVCO’s 
Policy Formulation team, and Fabian Hamilton MP. The discussion was held under the 
Chatham House rule, but leadership was a prominent theme. 

vi. The convergence issue manifested itself mainly in a number of discussions about 
Middle Income Countries. This has been a recurring theme of EDCSP work, and 
Jonathan Glennie has published an ODI Working Paper on this topic for EDCSP. Ravi 
Kanbur raised the issue in the opening plenary, noting that there were fewer and 
fewer LICs, and suggesting that IDA rules needed to be modified to allow them to 
continue receiving aid. SM then chaired a workshop on the new Geography of Global 
Poverty: Implications for Development Assistance. There were three excellent papers 
in this session, respectively by Andy Sumner and Ravi Kanbur, Svea Koch and Nisha 
Agrawal. Ravi had concentrated on how IDA rules might be amended to make it 
possible to continue providing aid to MICs. These papers took a step back, noting that 
most poor people lived in middle income countries that had resources of their own, 
and then asking what the case might be to continue providing aid. Should there be aid 
programmes for poor people wherever they lived (‘the poor people in Saudi Arabia’ 
question)? Should aid be provided for other reasons (the ‘protect our strategic 
partnerships’ question)? And if aid should be provided, what was the best way to do it 
(‘the by-pass Government and work with civil society’ question).There was inevitably a 
certain amount of deck-clearing on the definitions and numbers, with analysis of 
different measures of income and debate about the value of arbitrary income 
thresholds, and these are not trivial topics; but the debate concentrated on the policy 
questions. This was valuable because the issue of aid to MICs has a high profile in 
donor countries, including the UK (where aid to India is much-debated) and in the EU 
(where the current buzz-word is ‘differentiation’). Some made a strong case for aid to 
MICs, on the grounds of poverty targeting, solidarity and civic action, financing of 
global public goods, or positive spill-overs to neighbouring countries; others were 
more sceptical and believed that aid should be phased out quite quickly, certainly to 
fast-growing countries like India, perhaps more slowly to countries like Zambia or 
Nigeria where middle income status mainly reflected the impact of the commodity 
boom. There was a debate between the two sides on what aid was ‘for’ exactly. Some 
emphasised that aid was basically money, and foreign exchange at that - and that the 
case for aid disappeared if countries had significant reserves. Others emphasised that 
aid was also a way to transfer knowledge, express solidarity, transmit values, and buy 
policy influence. There was consensus about the important role of civil society 
organisations within countries, especially in advocating for the rights of the poor in 
middle income but highly stratified and unequal countries. Perhaps the future of aid in 

https://progs.odinet.org.uk/cape/F00884/F00884%20Shared/Events/DSA-EADI%20York%202011/ERD%20Panel%20I%20Tony%20Venables.ppt
http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/land-and-power-the-growing-scandal-surrounding-the-new-wave-of-investments-in-l-142858
http://international-development.eu/2011/08/01/the-role-of-aid-to-middle-income-countries-a-contribution-to-evolving-eu-development-policy/
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MICs was to support such organisations, and link them to counterparts in developed 
countries. A new North-South partnership, with knowledge and influence channelling 
both ways. NB Others are working on this topic. See, for example, this paper on global 
poverty trends, and this one on the same topic, by Laurence Chandy from Brookings.  

vii. On EU topics specifically, and also relevant to differentiation, Stephen Dearden 
presented a 2009 paper of his entitled, “An Analysis of European Commission 
Administered Country Aid Allocations”, which compared EDF and Commission 
managed aid over the budget period 2000-2007. He found that the share of EC Official 
Development Assistance received by the least developed countries, increased from 
approx 32% in 2000 to 45% by 2003 (and has since remained constant); and concluded 
that the EC achieved its “development orientation‟ in the allocation of funds in the 
period 2000 to 2007 to ACP states through the application of its allocation model. 
Meanwhile, the allocation of aid to non-ACP countries showed little “development 
orientation‟ overall (however these results are variable - in the case of the Latin 
America and Asia groups there was still a strong inverse relationship to their countries 
HDI). 

viii. Our own panel on European development cooperation featured James Mackie 
(ECDPM), Imme Scholz (DIE), Alison Evans (ODI), Sachin Chaturvedi (Research and 
Information Systems for Developing Countries, New Delhi) and Maurizio Carbone 
(University of Glasgow) on the panel, with SM chairing. The discussion began with 
what researchers could bring to the table on European development cooperation. 
Panellists discussed the importance of the research community anticipating changes, 
identifying timely topics, developing partnerships, conceptualising work according to 
the policy cycle, translating complex ideas and processes into easily digestible 
information for policy-makers and cooperation with others. Each panellist, however, 
raised a  different set of burnings issues on the agenda:  for James, it was Member 
States and the EC working together; for Imme, it was the deep shifts in power 
relations and global ‘uncertitude’; for Maurizio, it was donor coordination and the 
trade-off between ‘EU actorness and EU effectiveness’; for Sachin, it was partnerships, 
North-South and South-South; for Alison, it was whether Europe actually matters on 
development, especially in light of the internal crisis in the euro-zone. This latter point 
moved the debate onto a discussion about the gradual erosion of the common aspects 
of the European project and the impact this would have on European development 
cooperation. It was argued that ‘the European project is currently less than the sum of 
its parts’ with the EU’s voice barely heard in multilateral fora.  Are we moving into a 
post-consensus world?  When and under what conditions do multilateral responses 
contribute to better policy-making?  This was the question Simon put to the audience 
and the panel. In what context do negotiations work?  Responses included simple 
solutions; incentives; funding; public opinion; and the importance of leadership. 
Finally, there were calls for the revision of the demand side of European development 
cooperation – how Europe can provide through its comparative advantage; for the 
instruments to be better suited to the demand side, in particular for the beyond aid 
agenda;  and for evidence of the benefits of deeper collaboration in today’s context to 
be demonstrated. 

ix. There were also some EU connections in sessions on climate change. Edith Kurzinger 
organised an excellent session entitled ‘How to reform and bypass the ineffective and 

http://www.brookings.edu/opinions/2011/0517_global_poverty_trends_chandy.aspx
http://www.brookings.edu/opinions/2011/0517_global_poverty_trends_chandy.aspx
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Files/rc/papers/2011/01_global_poverty_chandy/01_global_poverty_chandy.pdf
https://www.conftool.com/gc2011/index.php/Dearden-791.pdf?page=downloadPaper&filename=Dearden-791.pdf&form_id=791
https://www.conftool.com/gc2011/index.php/Dearden-791.pdf?page=downloadPaper&filename=Dearden-791.pdf&form_id=791
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inefficient climate regime’. Edith had brought some real experts together, including 
international relations. Her own introductory presentation was on the climate talks as 
a dead horse, and what the options might be There was a fascinating presentation by 
Thomas Grammig, drawing on innovation theory by Keith Pavitt at SPRU to identify 
appropriate entry points for policy (for example (this was about HFCs in various 
guises), domestic air conditioners are produced on a  large scale, whereas industrial 
refrigeration units are produced in batches, so different incentives apply). And a 
presentation by Astrid Carrapatoso, an international relations academic, dealt with 
the advantages of inter-regional climate dialogues, like ASEM, or those between China 
and the EU. 

x. Issues surrounding non-DAC donors were discussed at the conference - four panels 
were dedicated to the non-DAC donors working group. The growing power and 
discourse surrounding non-DAC donors is important in regards to the future of 
multilateralism, and the role of the EU in an ever more contested multilateral arena.  
In one panel, trilateral initiatives were explored, with a focus on the China-DAC Study 
Group. Soyeun Kim also made a presentation looking at Japan and South Korea’s 
journeys to the DAC. ODI’s Lidia Cabral posted a blog with some reflections on the 
issue. 

 

3.  Many other topics accessible through the conference website. 

________________ 

SM/MG/SH 

September 2011 

 
 

https://www.conftool.com/gc2011/index.php/Brant-286.pdf?page=downloadPaper&filename=Brant-286.pdf&form_id=286
https://www.conftool.com/gc2011/index.php/Brant-286.pdf?page=downloadPaper&filename=Brant-286.pdf&form_id=286
https://www.conftool.com/gc2011/index.php/Kim-315.pdf?page=downloadPaper&filename=Kim-315.pdf&form_id=315&form_version=final
http://blogs.odi.org.uk/blogs/main/archive/2011/09/30/aid_non_DAC_donors_south_to_south_cooperation.aspx
http://www.eadi.org/index.php?id=1355http://www.eadi.org/index.php?id=1355

