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 Foreign Assistance Briefing Book 
 

A Letter from Our CEO and President 
 

On behalf of InterAction’s member organizations, we are pleased to present our 2016 Foreign Assistance Briefing 
Book. InterAction is the largest alliance of U.S.-based nonprofits, commonly referred to as U.S. NGOs, operating 
around the world to advance the lives of people living in the poorest and most marginalized conditions. This 
briefing book captures and applies the lessons learned from NGOs’ decades of on-the-ground experience 
responding to humanitarian crises and helping to build equitable and sustainable societies throughout the world. 
We have selected a range of areas in which we believe the U.S. plays an important leadership role through its 
foreign assistance, including global health, food security, and humanitarian response and identified opportunities 
for action as a member of the 115th Congress or the new administration. Each issue area is outlined in a succinct 
two-page document.  

Whether our members specialize in improving access to education, promoting democratic governance, or 
providing emergency assistance to people fleeing conflicts, they are all united by one common mission—making 
the world a more peaceful, just, and prosperous place. InterAction members represent the diversity of America; 
many are faith-based or faith-founded and over 60,000 congregations support their work. They embody the 
American people’s compassion and desire to build a better, safer world. 

Partnering with U.S. NGOs should be a key part of the U.S. government’s strategy for promoting effective global 
development and humanitarian assistance. Our members’ activities are directly supported by an estimated $8.3 
billion per year of private funding thanks to generous contributions from the American people, foundations, and 
businesses; this leverages the $3.7 billion per year our members receive from the federal government. As it 
implements reforms and initiatives such as the Global Food Security Act, Electrify Africa, and the Water for the 
World Act, the U.S. government should continue to explore ways to leverage the knowledge, expertise, and 
private resources from the NGO community by prioritizing the participation of U.S. NGOs as a thought leader, 
private donor, partner, and implementer.  

At the heart of America’s foreign assistance portfolio is poverty-focused development assistance, which is our 
country’s most important tool for life saving assistance in the world’s poorest and most unstable societies. 
Development assistance through partnerships between the U.S. government, NGOs, and the private sector 
advances both the ability of people to improve their own welfare and U.S. political, economic, and security 
interests. Fostering economic growth in some of the world’s poorest places helps build new markets for U.S. 
businesses. Building peaceful communities through good governance will help decrease the number of countries 
that are vulnerable to violent conflicts, terrorism, and international crimes—advancing our security here at home. 
Through a bipartisan consensus, Republican and Democratic leadership have consistently viewed development 
assistance as a core tool of U.S. foreign policy to address American interests while promoting our democratic 
ideals and role as a compassionate nation.   

Our foreign assistance efforts have contributed to improving the basic well-being of the world’s poorest one billion 
people. Over the past 15 years, the world has halved extreme poverty and made drastic improvements on critical 
indicators in the areas of literacy, girls’ education, hunger, infant mortality, and overall life expectancy. Today, the 
world aims to extend beyond the much-needed task of addressing basic needs by committing to the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs). These include commitments to broader, deeper, and more ambitious goals that aim 
to end hunger and poverty by 2030 through empowering individuals, civil society, and national governments to 
build resilient nations with effective institutions.  

To successfully achieve the SDGs, the U.S. government and NGOs must evolve our structures and roles. Critical 
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to this evolution is a sustained and increased emphasis on partnerships between the U.S. government and 
NGOs, as well as the private sector, civil society, and foreign governments. Increasing these kinds of partnerships 
will promote effective solutions to development challenges through country ownership and increased engagement 
with civil society. Through working closely with U.S. NGOs that have decades-long relationships with local 
communities, the U.S. government can better respond to the needs of local populations. It is also essential for the 
U.S. government to provide more flexible, long-term funding enabling governments and NGOs to implement 
programs that address current challenges while building resilient communities that can effectively respond to 
natural disasters and prevent future conflict.  

This briefing book contains a wealth of information and policy recommendations on how the U.S. government, 
NGOs, and other partners can work together on a range of pressing foreign assistance challenges. Nearly every 
InterAction staff member contributed in some way by coordinating the work of members, writing and editing, and 
reaching out to knowledgeable subject experts. We are grateful to InterAction member organizations and the 
InterAction staff for their contributions, professionalism, and dedication. We hope that our efforts will be useful to 
our readers.  

Please view InterAction’s website for more resources at www.interaction.org. If you would like further information 
about these papers, please contact InterAction at (202) 667-8227. 

 

 
 

Samuel A. Worthington 
CEO, InterAction 

Lindsay Coates 
President, InterAction 
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Foreign Aid: Sustaining U.S. Investments Overseas 
 

The U.S. government is a world leader in foreign aid contributions; and its voice, support, and convening power 
are essential to global peace and security. The often cited “3Ds” of U.S. foreign policy—namely diplomacy, 
development, and defense—highlight the broad aims of U.S. foreign assistance as well as the centrality of aid for 
development purposes. Foreign aid seeks to support people in the world’s poorest nations through the 
interventions of NGOs and other actors, which aim to reduce poverty, improve governance, and expand access to 
education and health care. Concurrently, U.S. foreign aid is deployed to promote American national security, 
commercial interests, and democratic ideals. 

The U.S. is the world’s largest foreign aid donor, providing nearly a quarter of total official development 
assistance. In FY2015, U.S. foreign assistance was estimated at $48.57 billion, or 1.3% of the total federal budget 
authority. A percentage breakdown of this total reveals that 43% of this assistance was utilized for bilateral 
economic development programs; 35% went to military aid and non-military security assistance; 16% to 
humanitarian activities conducted though NGOs and other partners; and 6% to support the work of multilateral 
institutions. The U.S. uses a variety of mechanisms to provide its assistance—including cash transfers; 
infrastructure building; disbursal of commodities and equipment; and other forms of technical assistance.  

U.S. spending for development aid has significantly increased in recent years in an attempt to meet the 
challenges of a globalized world facing instability in various regions. Much of this increase has gone to global 
health programs fighting disease; security-related assistance to promote stability and combat the threat of terror; 
and humanitarian aid to address the critical needs arising from man-made and natural disasters. When adjusted 
for inflation, U.S. foreign assistance funding over the previous decade is the highest it has been since the post-
World War II era.    

In terms of the national and regional focus of U.S. foreign assistance in FY2015, allies, partners, and countries in 
conflict comprised the top five aid recipients, including: Afghanistan, Israel, Iraq, Egypt, and Jordan. Regionally, 
Africa was the top U.S. aid recipient in FY2015 drawing 32% of assistance, with the Near East garnering 31% and 
South and Central Asia receiving 23%.  

Sustained vigilance should be maintained regarding the assumptions, priorities, and funding levels of U.S. foreign 
aid with global crises such as conflict, climate change, pandemics, and displacement continuing to ebb and flow. 
As a world leader, the U.S. cannot afford to divest—even in part—from its support of improved health, education, 
poverty reduction, and improved governance programs. Continued active partnerships with U.S. civil society 
actors and multilateral institutions which support these ends is also critical. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 U.S. foreign aid is a critical component of U.S. foreign policy. Though foreign policy analysts forecast the 

rise of emerging national powers and the advent of a multi-polar world, the U.S. remains the indispensable 
nation to lead global efforts to address the greatest challenges facing humanity. Whether it is humanitarian 
emergencies, climate change, security, or global health, the U.S. will be called upon as a central actor in the 
search for resolutions. Maintaining this position and expanding U.S. global partnerships will largely depend on 
sound foreign policy and effective utilization of foreign assistance. 

 The importance and persistence of the U.S. government’s foreign assistance reform agenda. This 
includes key aid reform initiatives such as: the Presidential Policy Study Directive on Global Development 
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(PPD); the Quadrennial Diplomacy and Development Review (QDDR); the U.S. Agency for International 
Development’s reform agenda USAID FORWARD; and the passage of the Foreign Aid Transparency and 
Accountability Act with bipartisan support.   

 The NGO sector is concerned by the continued use of Overseas Contingency Operations (OCO) funds 
to replace base funding for development assistance. While poverty-focused international development 
and humanitarian funding for FY2016 reached adequate levels, the practice of replacing base funds with 
OCO funding exposes critical poverty focused programming to future cuts should OCO funds not be available. 
In recent years, the NGO sector has urged Congress to move OCO funding into the base such as: 
International Disaster Assistance (IDA), Migration and Refugee Assistance (MRA), and Contributions for 
International Peacekeeping (CIPA) accounts. Shifting account funding in this manner would help protect life-
saving U.S. investments in development and humanitarian assistance overseas, while also benefitting 
America’s economy and national security.   

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Engagement and advocacy around the annual appropriations process—especially for State, Foreign 

Operations, and Related Programs [Annual]: The congressional budget and appropriations process runs 
broadly from February to September of each year. During this cycle, various stakeholders from NGOs, 
advocacy groups, congressional offices, and lobbyists—review, assess, and advocate for the adequate 
funding of line items which support effective work in their sectors. For those committed to international 
development and humanitarian assistance, the primary focus of such advocacy is the appropriation for State, 
Foreign Operations, and Related Programs. These programs and their component accounts cover a vast 
array of U.S. foreign operations—including migration and refugee assistance, diplomatic engagement and 
security, support to multilateral organizations, and international disaster assistance.   

 Quadrennial Diplomacy and Development Review [By 2019]: The QDDR is joint efforts of the U.S. 
Department of State and USAID conducted every four years. The purpose of the review is to identify major 
global and operational trends that constitute threats or opportunities, delineate priorities and reforms, and 
seek to ensure our civilian institutions are in the strongest position to shape and respond to a rapidly changing 
world. Engagement in this process allows for the mapping and remapping of longer term strategic goals and 
thinking in U.S. foreign affairs and assistance. The last QDDR (Enduring Leadership in a Dynamic World) was 
released in 2015. The forthcoming edition will be under study by the incoming administration and slated for 
release in 2019. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Adjusting Assistance to the 21st Century: A Revised Agenda for Foreign Assistance Reform, 2014,   

brook.gs/2dlSlMr 

 Aid Works: America Making A Difference, 2015, bit.ly/2dotUwO 

 Congressional Caucus for Effective Foreign Assistance, bit.ly/2cwWuYi 

 Foreign Aid 101: A Quick Guide to Understanding U.S. Foreign Aid, 2014, bit.ly/2d16uzj 

 Foreign Aid: An Introduction to U.S. Programs and Policies, 2016, bit.ly/2cXJ9eq 

 Modernizing U.S. Foreign Assistance: Principles for 2016 Campaigns, 2015, bit.ly/2d4cULw 
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VEGA’s Policy Proposals: Prioritizing Skilled Volunteers in U.S. Foreign Assistance 
 
Economic growth in developing countries contributes to U.S. economic and national security. Skilled volunteers 
provide both a cost-effective resource and a means of building more global stability. VEGA’s non-partisan, non-profit 
member organizations demonstrate firsthand the value skilled volunteers bring to U.S. foreign assistance programs. 
Through a unique and proven funding mechanism—the VEGA Leader with Associate Award (LWA)1—VEGA’s 
member-NGOs integrate highly-skilled volunteers into programs that help people lift themselves out of poverty and 
create more sustainable local and global prosperity.  
 
The LWA and VEGA are one of USAID’s largely untold success stories of flexibility, efficiency and effectiveness. In 
fact, VEGA has saved and leveraged more than 30 million taxpayer dollars by facilitating 57 grants in 46 countries 
incorporating highly-skilled volunteers into USAID and USDA programs worth more than $340 million.2 VEGA and 
the LWA have achieved even more substantial additional savings for taxpayers by eliminating thousands of hours in 
processing and monitoring normally performed by USAID staff, and in providing services normally direct billed by 
contractors at substantial rates. During tight budget times, the skilled volunteerism made possible by the VEGA LWA 
is a highly-visible, bi-partisan way to save and leverage taxpayer dollars while promoting U.S. interests and global 
development abroad.  
 
Americans are a generous people with a strong spirit of giving their time—the U.S. has one of the highest volunteer 
rates in the world.3 However, this passion to make a difference is a largely untapped resource for the U.S. government. 
Highly skilled volunteers managed through VEGA programs provide more “bang for the buck” and should be 
involved to a much greater extent in meeting our foreign assistance goals. VEGA has a proven track record of 
involving new non-traditional volunteer-sending organizations, helping them become productive implementing 
partners for USAID. 
 
Volunteers and non-governmental organizations are the best partners for individuals and organizations in developing 
countries building local capacity and achieving sustainable results. Through the nimble VEGA LWA, USAID field 
missions are able to respond quickly and effectively to locally-driven economic development needs and evolving U.S. 
priorities. VEGA’s members’ skilled volunteers are integrated in ways that meet specific needs for expertise on 
programs to achieve U.S. foreign assistance goals—especially inclusive economic growth. In fact, the VEGA LWA is 

                                                            
1 Defined under ADS 303.3.26, an LWA Award is a cooperative agreement or grant to an NGO that allows 
a USAID Mission or other office to make awards without using restricted eligibility but must meet specific terms and scope and 
support a distinct local or regional activity. The VEGA LWA is uniquely nimble, competitive and accountable. 
2 Valuation of 34,065 volunteer days instead of consultant days, not including the thousands of hours saved in processing and 
monitoring normally performed by USAID staff and in providing services normally direct billed by contractors at substantial 
rates. 
3 World Giving Index 2015 by Charities Aid Foundation 

Volunteers for Economic Growth Alliance (VEGA) brings together its 26 member NGOs and their networks 

of more than 100,000 highly-skilled volunteers to partner with USAID to efficiently and effectively generate 

sustainable economic growth in the developing world. Over the past dozen years as an independent, non-partisan 

non-profit consortium, VEGA has made a lasting impact building peer-to-peer partnerships with people around 

the globe seeking self-reliance and opportunities to create more prosperity. On 57 programs in 46 countries 

representing $340 million in U.S. foreign assistance, VEGA has saved more than $30 million taxpayer dollars and 

nearly doubled the value through cost share and leverage, including 39,813 hours of volunteer service. 



 

a model of resource flexibility that allows U.S. agencies to better align their operations with strategies responsive to 
the dynamism of the global economy and uncertainty of global security.   
 
In addition, person-to-person diplomacy and civil society-to-civil society partnerships in developing countries help to 
create a more stable and secure world. Volunteers convey the best of American values and forge peer-to-peer 
relationships which generate more sustainable economic growth.  
 
The U.S. government should expand the use of skilled volunteers to support development and economic growth 
abroad in the following specific ways: 

 
 Extend the highly flexible, efficient and cost-effective volunteer-focused Leader with Associate 

(LWA) procurement mechanism. Since 2004, VEGA LWA has saved and leveraged more than 30 million 

taxpayer dollars by incorporating highly-skilled volunteers into foreign assistance programs. This LWA is a 

flexible, quick and efficient mechanism that greatly expedites the delivery of effective U.S. assistance for 

inclusive economic growth. This LWA also uniquely includes competition, as VEGA competes the awards 

among the 26—and growing—alliance members. There is strong demand from USAID field missions in 

developing countries for the VEGA LWA—but it must be renewed or replaced before it expires on June 10, 

2017.  

 

 Establish high-level coordination across the U.S. government to champion skilled volunteers in 
international assistance to meet development goals, save and leverage taxpayer dollars, and 
strengthen local partnerships and sustainability. The 2003 Executive Order “Volunteers for Prosperity” 
(E.O. 13317) is still in effect, encouraging all federal agencies to integrate volunteers into their programs. Yet, 
USAID and other agencies have disbanded offices dedicated to this purpose and lack any high-level 
coordination dedicated to ensuring taxpayer dollars are saved and leveraged through skilled volunteer 
participation. This E.O. should be enforced and high-level interagency coordination should be re-established 
with the mandate to promote volunteerism and develop innovative ways to integrate volunteer service into 
U.S. programs at home and abroad. 

 
For more information, please be in touch with VEGA Managing Director of Communications and Advocacy Angela 
Canterbury at acanterbury@vegaalliance.org or 202-367-9998. 

 

 
 

 

 

VEGA COALITION PARTICIPATION 

                            

VEGA MEMBER ORGANIZATIONS 
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Inclusion and Empowerment 
 

One of the great commitments of the Sustainable Development Goals is to “leave no one behind.” Achieving that 
level of inclusion however, depends at least in part on recognizing that genuine empowerment of marginalized or 
excluded populations is community based, and not driven from abroad. Foreign assistance can reduce poverty 
and enable positive social outcomes by understanding the ability of disenfranchised populations to participate in 
society and by tailoring programs specifically to those groups which complement—but do not replace—
generalized investments. Development and humanitarian aid can also focus on opportunities to include these 
populations across their existing programming. Through such inclusive programming, we can provide better tools 
for people to take control of their future and achieve true empowerment. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Conflict, disasters, and humanitarian crises affect different populations differently. A comprehensive and 

context-specific analysis beginning from the perspective of the affected population helps to identify who is most 
vulnerable to a specific threat and what existing capacities can be used to minimize their risk. For example, a 
humanitarian crisis may exacerbate gender-based violence (GBV)-related risks such as sexual violence, 
intimate partner violence, and human trafficking. While studies show that women and girls experience GBV 
disproportionately because of gender inequality, we also know GBV-related risks for men and boys escalate 
during conflict due to social norms. As a result, analysis, strategy, and response services need to be inclusive 
and context-specific to ensure that the most vulnerable populations receive appropriate support.  

 Whenever practical, development and humanitarian programing should include local actors. This 
helps them take ownership of their own future and treats them as implementing partners rather than victims in 
need of assistance. In addition to working with beneficiaries and local civil society in designing programs, the 
programs may also be made more durable and lasting by ensuring they are later smoothly handed off to well-
equipped and empowered local actors.  

 Context matters when designing programs that seek to include and empower specific populations, 
and this work requires flexible, multifaceted approaches instead of a one-size-fits-all method. A 
successful youth economic employment program in a country with a labor shortage may not have the same 
impact if the same model were applied to an LGBTI population in a country with high employment. The 
particularities of the local context will inevitably mean that excluded and marginalized populations in the 
community face specific political, economic, and cultural barriers to full participation that must be addressed. 

 Many people depend on the United States’ strong voice as an advocate for equality under the law and 
individual rights. They look to this country to continue to prioritize populations which face discrimination in their 
daily lives. In countries where legal and informal methods of discrimination are more common, efforts to effectively 
deliver aid face greater challenges, and the U.S. should seek out and support efforts to address those challenges. 
The U.S. should also ensure that the democracy and governance assistance programs and policies it supports 
promote nondiscriminatory laws and equitable access to basic human, civil, economic, and labor rights. 

 Health and education services are particularly important ways to empower historically excluded and 
marginalized populations. As such services become widespread, opportunities for marginalized populations 
to lift themselves out of poverty become more plentiful. 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 Ensure more equitable treatment of vulnerable populations by supporting appropriate implementation 

of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) [Ongoing]: In particular, Goals 4 (education), 5 (gender), 8 
(decent work and economic growth), 10 (reduced inequalities), and 16 (peace, justice, and strong institutions) 
help empower and include vulnerable populations. The United States should use its great resources, leverage, 
and influence in multilateral institutions to put in place programming that allows these goals to be met. 

 Continue engagement with the G20 and other global convening bodies can act as force multiplier for 
U.S. government efforts [July 2017]: Several of the changes being initiated by the G20 will assist 
individuals, organizations, and countries to increase their power. These G20 changes include advances in 
anticorruption efforts, increased financial transparency, reduced money laundering, and denying entry of 
corrupt officials. The changes also include reducing corporations’ ability to minimize taxes through base 
erosion and profit shifting, and increasing the availability of decent work. 

 Follow through and build upon U.S. government commitments made at the World Humanitarian 
Summit and the fall 2016 refugee summits [Ongoing]: In addition to keeping its promises, the United 
States can build leadership through its response to populations facing humanitarian crises and displacement. 
The anniversaries of these summits form a logical point for the U.S. government to organize its efforts. 

 Continue integrating and mainstreaming vulnerable populations in U.S. development programs through 
the annual budget process or through a global assistance authorization [Annual]: For example, USAID 
could use universal design principles in all buildings and infrastructure it funds. Such programs may be further 
strengthened through stronger monitoring and evaluation (M&E) requirements, which help assure that the goals 
of including targeted populations are met. 

 

Additional Materials 
 High-level Political Forum on Sustainable Development 2016—Ensuring that no one is left behind, 2016,  

bit.ly/2d4sTpF 
 

  

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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Securing Women’s Economic Empowerment Through Strengthened Labor Market 
Institutions 
 

To achieve women’s economic empowerment and make lasting progress toward gender 
equality, the US must integrate programs and policies to support women’s gainful 
employment and labor rights in all its overseas development assistance.  For the vast majority 

of the over 1.3 billion women workers in the global economy, economic empowerment is 

inextricably linked to labor rights, including the internationally sanctioned right to freedom of 

association and collective bargaining.   

 

Despite important gains in gender equality and poverty reduction over the past several decades, 

significant labor market barriers hinder women’s economic empowerment.  Even many new forms 

of work in globalizing economy, such as work in global supply chains, are built on gendered 

structures of exploitation and discrimination that perpetuate women’s poverty and inequality 

though a pronounced segregation of women into lower paying sectors and informal employment. 

Gender wage gaps pervade worldwide, and women’s labor force participation rates have decreased 

since 19951 in spite of an increase in development programs that focus on women’s economic 

empowerment.  Gender-based violence in the world of work is also pervasive, undermining 

women’s safety, productivity, and sense of power and agency, while negatively impacting 

countries’ productivity and economic growth.   
 

Globally, women and girls do more unpaid work than men. Nearly one fourth of women are 

defined as unpaid contributing family workers, receiving no direct pay for their labor. When 

women spend more hours on unpaid work, they have less time for paid work, education, or leisure 

activities. Employers also make hiring, firing, and promotion choices that reflect stereotypes about 

women’s role as primary caregivers and secondary earners, while societal pressure steers women 

towards jobs where that are not perceived to suffer skill loss if there is a break in employment. 

Consequently, labor markets are shaped by and reinforce women’s unpaid care duties, with women 

more likely to work part-time, on-call, in their own homes or in paid caring labor.  Across the 

globe, this loss of opportunity perpetuates deeply entrenched economic disadvantages for women 

and girls. According to the UN, women’s unemployment is significantly higher than men’s in most 

countries, and women earn less than men across all sectors and occupations, with women working 

full-time earning between 70 and 90 per cent of what men earn.2 

 

US foreign assistance cannot simply focus on entrepreneurial paths to women’s economic 

empowerment, but must recognize the importance of promoting gainful employment, fundamental 

labor rights, a voice on the job, and freedom from discrimination and gender-based violence at 

work. US policies and programs to support women’s economic empowerment must recognize that 

strengthened labor market institutions provide a direct path to improving the well-being of 
working women and their families, while promoting inclusive economic growth. 
 
                                                           
1 http://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---dcomm/---

publ/documents/publication/wcms_457317.pdf 
2 http://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/WorldsWomen2015_chapter4_t.pdf 

http://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---dcomm/---publ/documents/publication/wcms_457317.pdf
http://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---dcomm/---publ/documents/publication/wcms_457317.pdf
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Contact: Molly McCoy, Policy Director  mmccoy@solidaritycenter.org 
 

 Women invest virtually all of their income into their families and communities, so increasing 

women’s income through minimum living wage, equal pay, and other policies to reduce gender 

wage gaps can sustainably reduce poverty and improve the well-being of families and 

communities.    

 Extending social protections to all workers in the formal and informal economy, and investing in 

social infrastructure such as schools, social services, and child care reduces the burden of unpaid 

care work on women, enhancing their economic empowerment, productivity, health, and well-

being. 

 Women’s voice and advocacy is key to both launching and sustaining processes to improve labor 

market institutions.  Laws and practice that guarantee labor rights such as collective bargaining 

and freedom of association are key to supporting women’s empowerment. 

 

Upcoming Opportunities 
Ensure that US foreign assistance supports simultaneous implementation and joint 
monitoring of SDGs 5 (gender equality) and 8 (decent work), which are mutually reinforcing 

and indivisible.  

 

Prioritize women’s labor rights and decent work as primary aspects of women’s economic 
empowerment at the 2017 Commission on the Status of Women meeting. 

 

Actively encourage partner governments and US employers to support the development and 
ratification of a binding standard to combat gender-based violence in the world of work at 

the International Labour Organization. Within US-funded development programs to combat 

gender-based violence, include a focus on workplace gender-based violence.  

 

Implement foreign assistance programs that provide economic and technical support to 
assist partner governments to develop labor market institutions and economic policies that 
promote decent work and full employment for women, guided by tripartite engagement 

between policy makers, employers and women workers and their unions and allies to ensure 

policies are grounded in the reality of women workers, and address the particular systemic 

discrimination they face. 

 

Resource Documents 
“Transforming Women’s Work: Policies for an Inclusive Economic Agenda”, AFL-

CIO/Solidarity Center/Rutgers Center for Global Women’s Leadership, March 2016.    
http://www.solidaritycenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Gender_Report.Transforming-Women-Work.3.16.pdf 

“Leave No One Behind: A Call to Action for Gender Equality and Women’s Economic 
Empowerment,” Report of the UN Secretary General’s High Level Panel on Women’s 

Economic Empowerment, Sept 2016.  
https://www.empowerwomen.org/~/media/files/un%20women/empowerwomen/resources/hlpweereportseptember20

16-20160926211401.pdf 
 

tel:%2B1%20202-974-8383
http://www.solidaritycenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Gender_Report.Transforming-Women-Work.3.16.pdf
https://www.empowerwomen.org/~/media/files/un%20women/empowerwomen/resources/hlpweereportseptember2016-20160926211401.pdf
https://www.empowerwomen.org/~/media/files/un%20women/empowerwomen/resources/hlpweereportseptember2016-20160926211401.pdf


 

 
Inclusion And Mobilization Of People With 
Disabilities In U.S. Foreign Assistance 
 
Recommendations & Actions 

 
Fifteen percent of the world’s population has a disability. Inclusion and mobilization of this population must be a 
strategic priority within all foreign assistance programs, similar to the integration of gender equality and youth 
across foreign assistance programs. People with disabilities are best qualified to advocate on issues affecting 
their lives; so their experiences and insights must be an integral part of the design, implementation, monitoring 
and evaluation of strategies, programs and projects worldwide. A rights-based approach facilitates the equitable 
participation of all people with disabilities as both beneficiaries and drivers of the development process, and does 
not focus solely on the medical aspects of disability. Specific steps include the 
following: 
 

• Ratify the UN Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, an international treaty that 

recognizes the rights of people with disabilities; 

• Influence multilateral organizations (such as UNICEF, the UN Development Programme and the 

World Bank), private foundations and other donors to develop disability inclusive programs and 

policies; and 

• Ensure full inclusion of people with disabilities in foreign assistance programs by: 

o Establishing and strengthening internal policies on inclusion. Include disability in all 

scopes of work, selection criteria and evaluation mechanisms for USAID and State 

Department solicitations for funding, including for long-term development, education, job 

creation, civic participation, health, transition programs and emergency response. 

Disaggregate key goals and indicators in a way that effectively captures participation by 

people with disabilities. Increase inclusive development training for USAID and State 

Department staff. Ensure that whenever possible, agency staff with disabilities participate in 

the selection process for all awards. 

o Increasing funding for disability-specific programs and programs that support 

inclusion of people with disabilities. There should be an increase in funding to support 

disability inclusion in foreign assistance programs, through specific projects which support the 

empowerment of people with disabilities as well as mainstreaming. 

o Ensuring and promoting accessible programming and infrastructure. Make all foreign 

assistance programs fully accessible to people with disabilities. Ensure construction 

supported by U.S. funds is accessible; ensure all program materials are disseminated in 

accessible formats such as sign language, braille or large print. 

o Strengthening existing structures within the State Department and USAID devoted to 

global disabilities. The positions of Senior Advisor on Global Disability Issues (at USAID) 

and Special Advisor for International Disability Rights (at the State Department) should be 

filled at all times. The Office of the Special Advisor should be provided with funds under the 

office’s direct control for programming related to global disability rights and mainstreaming. 

USAID should review and revise its disability policy and once again issue regular reports on 

progress related to implementation. 
 



  

Results 

• Reforming U.S. foreign aid to effectively include men, women and children with disabilities will ensure that 
their rights and program priorities are addressed and lead to sustainable development for all. 

 

For more information, please contact: Mica Bevington, Director of Marketing & Communications, Handicap 
International-USA (mbevington@handicap-international.us) (301-891-2138). 

 
Contributions to the Disability Policy Brief: 
 
United States International Council on Disabilities (USICD) 

 
Handicap International USA 
 

 
 
InterAction Disability Working Group 
 
American Jewish World Service 
American Leprosy Missions, Inc. 
Disability Rights Education & Defense Fund (DREDF) 
Handicap International USA 
Healey International Relief Foundation 
Helen Keller International 
HelpAge USA 
International Medical Corps 
Islamic Relief USA 
Management Sciences for Health 
Mercy Corps 
Mobility International USA 
National Association of Social Workers 
Save the Children 
TrickleUp Program 
United States International Council of Disabilities (USICD) 
Women’s Refugee Commission 
World Concern 
World Learning 
World Vision 

mailto:mbevington@handicap-international.us
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Investing in Women and Girls 
 

Inclusive development will not happen as long as women comprise a disproportionate amount of the world’s poor, 
and lack equitable access to quality, comprehensive health care information and services, education and literacy 
programs, markets, employment opportunities, financial resources, and credit. These forms of general inequality 
can be exacerbated for women and girls who are ethnic minorities, LGBTI, or living with disabilities. Gender-
based violence is still pervasive around the world, deeply affecting women and girls everywhere from crisis 
contexts in the least developed countries to here in the United States. Young women and adolescents are often 
unable to access comprehensive sexual education and reproductive health information and services. These and 
other ills speak to the need for direct and targeted investment in women and girls. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Population-wide challenges often affect women and men differently. The U.S. needs to build programs 

and policies that target specific concerns. For example, gender-based violence (GBV) has become all-too 
pervasive in conflict settings; and while GBV-integration into broader humanitarian programming is essential, 
true prevention, support, and recovery necessitate specific, standalone GBV programming. Effective delivery 
of non-crisis social services or training may require specific investments to address the different needs of men 
and women within their society. For example, women make up 43% of the agriculture workforce, but are less 
likely to own land than men, and own less land when they do. This is despite a 10% increase in crop yields 
when women own the same amount of land as men. 

 Progress isn’t “just a women’s issue.” Investments that empower women and girls benefit entire 
communities, meaning men and boys have an equally important role to play in advancing gender equality. 
This includes both support for women’s empowerment and advocacy against gender relations that are 
harmful for societies at large. For example, there is a powerful correlation between inequality for women and 
economic inequality in broader society. When they commit to gender equality and embrace healthy, respectful 
relationships, men and boys are also committing to the future of their own countries.  

 There have been massive improvements in the lives of women and girls in almost every region in the 
world, but many more improvements can and should still be made. For example, in the past two 
decades the enrollment of children in primary education has become nearly universal, and in some regions of 
the world girls outperform boys in school. However, gender disparities remain wider and more prevalent in 
secondary and higher education, especially where girls lack access to toilets and hygiene supplies once they 
start menstruating. Furthermore, nearly two-thirds of the world’s illiterate population are women. 

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 The incoming administration and 115th Congress can take specific action to support legislation and 

build upon existing initiatives for the empowerment of women and girls [2017-2018]: This can be done 
through a number of measures including: updating, funding, and ensuring implementation of the National 
Action Plan on Women, Peace, and Security, the United States Global Strategy to Empower Adolescent Girls, 
and the United States Strategy to Prevent and Respond to Gender-Based Violence Globally; continuing the 
Let Girls Learn and DREAMS initiatives; and formally authorizing the Office of Global Women’s Issues and 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/WorldsWomen2015_report.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/infographics/50th/why-invest-in-women
https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/sdn/2015/sdn1520_info.pdf
https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/sdn/2015/sdn1520_info.pdf
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/WorldsWomen2015_report.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/email-files/US_National_Action_Plan_on_Women_Peace_and_Security.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/email-files/US_National_Action_Plan_on_Women_Peace_and_Security.pdf
http://www.state.gov/documents/organization/254904.pdf
https://www.state.gov/documents/organization/196468.pdf
https://letgirlslearn.gov/
http://www.pepfar.gov/partnerships/ppp/dreams/
http://www.state.gov/s/gwi/
https://www.interaction.org/
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the Special Envoy for the Human Rights of LGBT Persons. 

 Use the annual budget process to ensure appropriate funding for U.S. foreign assistance efforts 
which directly align with and support Sustainable Development Goal 5 (SDG 5) [Ongoing]: SDG 5 
promotes global efforts to improve gender equality. These efforts should focus across a wide spectrum to 
ensure the advancing of women and girls in increased political participation; economic empowerment; 
promoting women’s role and leadership in humanitarian action; engaging men and boys in gender equality 
efforts; and addressing child marriage and sexual and reproductive health education and access. 

 U.S. engagement in international forums including the High Level Political Forum on Sustainable 
Development, the Sustainable Development Goals Business Forum, and the annual meetings of the UN 
Commission on the Status of Women and the World Humanitarian Summit [Ongoing]: This will provide 
opportunities for the U.S. to take a global leadership role for the empowerment of women and girls; raise the 
profile of gender equity on the world stage; and leverage international partnerships between governments, the 
private sector, and civil society actors to address the specific needs of women and girls. The UN’s International 
Days of Recognition, which bring global attention to a number of relevant issues, provide opportunities to 
highlight gender equity and development concerns for women and girls; they can also be used as occasions to 
announce major partnerships, launch initiatives, and hold relevant commemorative events. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Achieving Gender Equality through WASH, 2016, bit.ly/2cXJEV4 

 Choose to Invest 2017: Gender Equality, 2016, bit.ly/2dltVT6 

 NGO Aid Map: 48 Gender Projects in 27 Countries, 2016, bit.ly/2dwDRsi  

 Women’s Economic Empowerment: Pushing the Frontiers of Inclusive Market Development, 2015, 
bit.ly/2dlsV1s 

 
  

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/biog/240706.htm
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http://www.un.org/en/sections/observances/international-days/
http://bit.ly/2cXJEV4
http://bit.ly/2dltVT6
http://bit.ly/2dwDRsi
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Family Planning and Reproductive Health 
 
What you should know: 

 An estimated 225 million women in developing countries want to avoid pregnancy, and have an unmet 
need for effective, modern contraceptives.1  

 Despite progress, in 2015, 303,000 women died from pregnancy and childbirth, including from unsafe 
abortions. Most of these deaths were preventable, and 99% occurred in developing countries.2 

 Enabling women, youth, and couples to prevent unintended and high-risk pregnancies through 
increased use of contraception, will decrease child and maternal deaths by an estimated 25% and 30%, 
respectively.3 

 For the 1.8 billion adolescents and youth worldwide, the largest generation ever, access to 
reproductive health services, including comprehensive sex education and contraception, is critical to 
ensuring they have the tools to remain healthy, continue their education, and develop skills to build 
more peaceful and prosperous communities.4 

 Investments in family planning and reproductive health (FP/RH) are essential to advancing gender 
equity and achieving U.S. global health goals including ending preventable child and maternal deaths 
and achieving an AIDS free generation. 

 
Recommendations for Congress: 

 Ensure robust funding for international FP/RH programs, including the United Nations Population 
Fund (UNFPA), in annual appropriations bills: The U.S.’ fair share of addressing the unmet need for 
modern contraceptives is $1.178 billion.5  

 Block the reinstatement of the Global Gag Rule and support its permanent legislative repeal: The gag 
rule denies foreign organizations receiving U.S. FP/RH assistance the right to use their non-U.S. funds 
to provide legal abortion services, counseling, or referrals, or advocate for the reform of restrictive 
abortion laws in their own country. Attempts to legislatively reinstate the gag rule should be rejected 
on multiple grounds: it impedes women's access to family planning by cutting off funding for often the 
most experienced health care providers; it interferes with the doctor-patient relationship by restricting 
accurate provision of information by providers; and restricts the freedom of speech of local citizens.  

 Increase funding for contraceptive research and development (R&D): Biomedical research is needed 
to refine existing contraceptive methods to make them more acceptable, affordable, and accessible, 
and to develop new methods that better meet the needs of women, including the development of 
multipurpose prevention technologies that simultaneously prevent unintended pregnancy and sexually 
transmitted infections (STIs), including HIV.  

 
Why is this investment important? 
The U.S. is a global leader in family planning services and is currently the largest bilateral donor globally. The 
U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) has funded FP/RH programs for over 50 years and 
currently supports programs in more than 45 countries. In FY 2016, the U.S. invested $607.5 million in 
international FP/RH, including $32.5 million for UNFPA. These investments have a real impact and made it 
possible to achieve the following: 

 27 million women and couples receive contraceptive services; 

 6 million unintended pregnancies are averted; 

 2.3 million induced abortions are averted (2 million of them unsafe); and 

 11,000 maternal deaths are averted.6    
 
Addressing the demand for access to sexual and reproductive health services—including through the provision 
of a full range of effective contraceptive methods and accurate information about sexual and reproductive 
health and rights—will improve maternal and child health, reduce unintended pregnancies, lower HIV infection 



rates, promote women’s rights and empowerment, expand women’s and girl’s opportunities for education, 
raise standards of living, and support more sustainable development. 
 
Integration of FP/RH information and services with other health and development programming—including  
those which aim to advance gender equality and women’s empowerment and prevent and mitigate the 
negative impacts of child-, early, and forced marriage; early pregnancy; and gender-based violence—ensures 
progress on a wide range of goals shared by the U.S. and international community.  

 
To meet these 21st century challenges, the United States should be increasing investment in international 
FP/RH programs. These programs are also cost-effective: every additional $1 invested in contraception saves 
$1.47 in pregnancy related care.7 
 
For every increase of $10 million in U.S. international FP/RH assistance: 

 440,000 more women and couples would receive contraceptive services and supplies; 

 95,000 fewer unintended pregnancies, including 50,000 fewer unplanned births, would occur; 

 38,000 fewer abortions would take place (of which 40,000 would have been unsafe); and 

 200 fewer maternal deaths would occur.8 
 
Endorsing Organizations: 
 

                                                                                        

                                   

                                     
 
Contact Information: 
PAI: Jonathan Rucks (jrucks@pai.org); Craig Lasher (clasher@pai.org); and Rebecca Dennis (rdennis@pai.org) 
 
                                                           
1 “Adding It Up: The Costs and Benefits of Investing in Sexual and Reproductive Health 2014,” Guttmacher Institute and UNFPA, December 2014. 
http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/AddingItUp2014.pdf.    
2 “Trends in Maternal Mortality: 1990 to 2015,” WHO, 2015. http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/193994/1/WHO_RHR_15.23_eng.pdf.  
3 Cleland J. et al., (2012) Contraception and health. The Lancet 380, 149-156. 
4“State of World Population 2014: The Power of 1.8 Billion Adolescents, Youth and the Transformation of the Future” UNFPA, 2014. 
https://www.unfpa.org/sites/default/files/pub-pdf/EN-SWOP14-Report_FINAL-web.pdf.  
5 Adding It Up: The Costs and Benefits of Investing in Sexual and Reproductive Health 2014,” Guttmacher Institute and UNFPA, December 2014. 
http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/AddingItUp2014.pdf.    
6 “Just the Numbers: The Impact of U.S. International Family Planning Assistance,” Guttmacher Institute, May 2016. 
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2016/05/just-numbers-impact-us-international-family-planning-assistance. 
7 “Adding It Up: The Costs and Benefits of Investing in Sexual and Reproductive Health 2014,” Guttmacher Institute and UNFPA, December 2014. 
http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/AddingItUp2014.pdf.    
8 “Just the Numbers: The Impact of U.S. International Family Planning Assistance,” Guttmacher Institute, May 2016. 
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2016/05/just-numbers-impact-us-international-family-planning-assistance. 
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Enabling Youth 
 

Today’s young people have opportunities for achievement but face obstacles such as insecurity and conflict, lack 
of infrastructure, scarcity of food and proper nutrition, stagnant economies with little opportunity for employment or 
entrepreneurship, and inadequate access to quality education and skills training. These challenging 
circumstances may contribute to many disadvantaged or marginalized youth engaging in illicit activities such as 
the drug trade or radicalization that leads to violence or extremism. The U.S. government provides a leadership 
role and valuable resources to counter negative influences. However, as the percentage of youth in the global 
population increases, additional political will and resources are needed. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 The Youth Bulge continues and strains existing resources. The combination of lowering infant mortality 

rates while fertility rates remain high has created a youth bulge in age demographics, especially in developing 
countries. As the percentage of youths continues to increase, their needs—such as education, health, 
housing, and food—expand and assistance providers must match this expansion with greater development 
resources. The assistance community, governments, and nonprofits must evolve to address these changes. 
With so many youth alive today, programs must build youth leadership and give youth a voice, so they can 
play a central role in developing and implementing effective solutions. 

 Many youth are denied opportunities because they are child laborers. While the number of child laborers 
worldwide has sharply declined many still have to work, including some 85 million children who work in 
hazardous jobs, which denies them the chance to be in the classroom and pursue an education. By getting 
children out of work and into schools—including opportunities for technical and vocational education and 
training—they will have greater ability to direct their futures and work in the formal sectors of the economy. 

 Limited economic opportunities for working-age youth create poverty cycles and disenfranchisement 
that may lead to criminal behavior, such as participation in street gangs or illicit goods trafficking, or even the 
adoption of radical beliefs that evolve into terrorism. Youth are also the main victims of gang violence. Yet 
most youth want to stay positive and be part of the solution. Greater intervention is needed to provide young 
people with economic opportunities that offer dignity and independence. This is particularly true for girls and 
young women who face particular challenges as a result of gender inequality.  

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Continue to implement a holistic approach to youth development [President's Congressional Budget 

Request]: USAID released a report in 2012 entitled Youth in Development: Realizing the Demographic 
Opportunity. In that report, USAID’s policy task team examined the need for cross-sectoral programs to 
support youth development and identified innovative programming and policy opportunities, including 
increasing the capacity of girls and young women to gain more advantage. The new administration and the 
115th Congress have an opportunity to continue USAID’s and the State Department’s current implementation 
of youth-oriented programming in multiple sectors, such as providing education and skills necessary for 
employment and leadership, healthcare, and access to basic needs such as food and safe water. 

 Restructure resources for youth programming [2017 and Beyond]: In 2015, USAID initiated large, 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---ed_norm/---ipec/documents/publication/wcms_221513.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1870/Youth_in_Development_Policy_0.pdf
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https://www.interaction.org/
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multimillion dollar contracts for the implementation of youth development programs such as, YouthPower as 
well as major youth-related programs in Central America. While USAID’s funding amount for these programs 
is impressive and the investment indicates U.S. commitment to global youth, the use of contracts rather than 
grants and cooperative agreements keeps many local and U.S. nonprofits—which operate independently of 
the U.S. government, and have historic ties to local partners—from receiving U.S. government resources, and 
curtails established programming. For example, in Kenya, when a follow-on to a local youth-oriented program 
run by a nonprofit was revised to be a part of YouthPower, doing so severed the nonprofit ties in the region in 
favor of the contractor-led consortium, thus eliminating community links that were important for both 
consistency, implementation, and local ownership of the project. To empower youth, the U.S. government 
should use assistance mechanisms to provide for lasting North–South civil society connections instead of 
relying on transactional connections of shorter duration. 

 Expand youth leader development [2017 and Beyond]: The Obama administration successfully launched the 
Young Africa Leaders Initiative, the Youth Leaders of the Americas, and the Young Southeast Asian Leaders 
Initiative programs. Expansion of these and the creation of similar programs provide real opportunities for 
participants of these programs in their home communities. This could take the form of greater public and private 
partnerships, and include corporate support of employment in participants’ home countries. Young people who 
have training and job skills need work and ongoing mentorship to ensure they work well and remain employed. 
Research shows that a positive influence is key in preventing young people from turning to radicalization. As a 
result, U.S. government programs should mandate positive mentorship in every intervention, whether 
humanitarian, democracy and governance, or other types of assistance.  

 Grow U.S. government leadership and capacity [2017 and Beyond]: USAID and the Department of State 
have established youth-related operations and dedicated staff, including the Department of State’s special 
adviser for global youth issues. The new administration and the 115th Congress can further solidify leadership 
in youth policy by elevating such staff positions to the administrator and secretary’s office, respectively. The 
greater involvement of the USAID administrator and the secretary of state and their direct oversight of a 
coordinator would ensure that youth issues are prioritized in agency-wide policies and ensure that bureaus 
and offices align themselves in ways that best support policy and program success.  

 Providing for Young Refugees [Immediate]: The ongoing violence in Syria, Yemen, South Sudan, Central 
America, and elsewhere has led to the unfortunate reality that refugee children are growing up outside of their 
traditional support networks. Youth escaping such conflicts need resources to integrate into their new 
communities—a particular challenge because locals may ostracize new arrivals. The extended conflicts 
cannot be allowed to negatively define the entire future of a refugee generation. 

 

Additional Materials 
Current U.S. government policy and programming provide a solid foundation for the incoming administration and 
the new Congress to expand efforts for youth development, including greater economic opportunity, participation 
in government processes, and establishing a positive culture of empowerment. For more information, please see:  

 Because I Am a Girl: The State of the World’s Girls, 2014, bit.ly/2d0hRFt 

 International Youth Day, 2016, bit.ly/2dhKYSm 

 Our Future: A Lancet Commission on Adolescent Health and Wellbeing, 2016, bit.ly/2dbzqo0 

 United Nations Development Program: Youth Empowerment, bit.ly/2cureMF 

 What Youth Want: A Pocket Guide for Policymakers, 2015, bit.ly/2cVSml7 

 Youth and the World Bank Group, bit.ly/2cRnKV6 

 Youth in Development: Recognizing the Opportunity, 2012, bit.ly/2cRjIw1 

 Young Leaders of the Americas Initiative, bit.ly/2cuqx65 
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The global economic impact of 
physical, psychological, and sexual 
violence against children can be as 
high as $7 trillion, or 8% of the 
world’s GDP.vii    

Seven INSPIRE Strategies 
Implementation and enforcement of laws 
Norms and values 
Safe environments 
Parent and caregiver support 
Income and economic strengthening 
Response and support services 
Education and life skills  

Call to Action: What the Next Administration Should Do 
 to End Violence Against Children Globally 

 
A Pandemic of Violence  
Around the world, a child dies every five minutes as a result of violence.i Half of all children – 1 billion girls 

and boys – are victims of violence annually. Research and experience shows that girls and boys experience the 

causes and consequences of violence differently with vulnerable groups at higher risk.ii Violence against 
children includes physical, emotional, and sexual violence as well as abuse, neglect, and exploitation.  

 

An Unprecedented Opportunity  
While the situation is dire, the next Administration is poised to drive momentum to end violence against 

children internationally. In 2016, key US Government players, including the Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention (CDC), the President’s Emergency Program for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR), and the US Agency for 

International Development (USAID) joined key international players to endorse the INSPIRE package, an 

evidence-based technical package of interventions to prevent and respond to violence against children and 

adolescents around the world.iii 

 

The US Government has made significant progress in addressing specific threats to children – with success 

demonstrated in issues such as child marriage, child trafficking, child labor, displacement, and recruitment into 

armed groups. Efforts have been led by multiple agencies including, but not limited to, USAID; PEPFAR; CDC; 

Department of State’s Office of Population, Refugees and Migration; Department of State’s Office of Global 

Women’s Issues; and Department of Labor’s International Labor Affairs Bureau. However, much of this work 

addressed issues through specific sector lenses rather than considering violence against children as a broader 

challenge. 
 
Building on the whole-of-government foundation of the Action Plan for Children in Adversity, by coupling the 

next Administration’s commitment to improving the lives of vulnerable children with the INSPIRE package, the 

US Government is well-positioned to advance the growing global movement to prevent and end all forms of 

violence against children. The US Government has an unprecedented opportunity to advance an appropriately 

funded, whole-of-government response to address the complex and interrelated challenges of violence against 

children across the humanitarian to development spectrum. 

  
A Smart Investment  
Working through our foreign assistance to protect children 

from violence is in the best interests of the US Government. 

Violence against children negates other US international 

development investments, including global health, early 

childhood development, education, and economic 

strengthening. Unaddressed exposure to violence disrupts the 

development of critical brain architecture and other organ structures, leaving children at life-long risk of disease, 

impairment, and reduced potentialiv,v and making them less able to live productive lives and benefit from US-

supported interventions. Globally, we pay a high price for not acting to protect children and promote early child 

development.vi By addressing violence against children, our humanitarian and development dollars will go 

further, our trade partners will be stronger, and societies will be more stable.   

 

A New Understanding  
Until recently, the global community has compartmentalized 

violence against children. Traditional interventions forced 

vulnerable children and victims into specific categories and 

failed to recognize that common risk factors or shared 

vulnerabilities. However, recent research proves that these 

challenges must be addressed through an approach that 

examines and acts upon the child’s whole environment and 



 

involves a wide variety of stakeholders that can prevent and respond to risks, abuse and violence.viii The 

INSPIRE package follows this new thinking and includes seven strategies for ending violence against children.iii 

 

Recommendations for the Next Administration 
Within the first 100 days in office, we call upon the next Administration to:  

 

1) Join the Global Partnership to End Violence Against Children.  
As a response to the inclusion of Sustainable Development Goal 16.2, “End abuse, exploitation, 
trafficking and all forms of violence and torture against children,” leaders across the globe launched 
the Global Partnership to End Violence Against Children which is partnering with stakeholders across 
the world to build political will, accelerate action, and strengthen collaboration towards preventing and 
ending violence against children. We ask that the next Administration join the Global Partnership to 
End Violence Against Children and commit to sharing lessons and technical support and integrating the 
INSPIRE package across US Government foreign assistance priorities. 

 
2) Appoint a high-level leader within the Administration with the mandate to convene and lead a 

whole-of-government approach to ending violence against children and convene an Interagency 
Policy Council (IPC) or similar council. 
While the US Government has invested in efforts to prevent violence against children, these projects and 
programs have been spread across a variety of departments and agencies with minimal coordination or 
commitment to an overarching strategy and without the leadership needed to convene and advance a 
whole-of-government strategy. To make a significant impact commensurate with the problem, this 
initiative will require accountability and a high-level leader with the mandate, the capacity, and the 
expertise to lead a whole-of-government approach to violence against children. 
 
By convening an IPC or similar mechanism, the next Administration can call upon substantive experts 
and senior government officials from across the government to develop and implement a whole-of-
government policy and relevant procedures to combat the pandemic of violence against children. To be 
effective, the IPC or similar structure should include senior leadership of all relevant departments that 
deal with international children’s issues.ix 
 

3) Announce a “Call to Action” Presidential Summit on Ending Violence Against Children to 
galvanize support from the appropriate stakeholders in generating political will and defining the 
US Government agenda.  

We ask the next Administration to convene a Presidential Summit to urge government, civil society 
organizations, and the private sector to convene and address a time sensitive, paramount issue.x 
Building on the international movement to end violence against children, the US has an opportunity to 
convene influential multi-government agencies, civil society organizations, and the private sector to 
define its agenda and strengthen US foreign assistance for preventing, responding to, and ultimately 
ending violence against children.   
 
 

We the undersigned urge the next Administration to consider our request.  

 

 

  

     
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
i Global Partnership to End Violence against Children. http://www.end-violence.org/ 
ii Hillis, Susan,  PhD, MSN, James Mercy, PhD, Adaugo Amobi, MD, MPHc, and Howard Kress, PhD, “Global Prevalence of Past-year 

Violence Against Children: A Systematic Review and Minimum Estimates,” Pediatrics, January 2016.  

http://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevenion/vacs/ 
iii http://www.who.int/violence_injury_prevention/violence/inspire/en/  
iv http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(16)31701-9/fulltext  
v http://developingchild.harvard.edu/science/key-concepts/toxic-stress/  
vi http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(16)31698-1/fulltext 
vii  https://www.odi.org/projects/2778-costs-inaction-against-child-violence    
viii  http://www.unicef.org/protection/files/Adapting_Systems_Child_Protection_Jan__2010.pdf  
ix Including but not limited to U.S. Departments of Agriculture, Labor, State and Defense; the United States Agency for International 

Development (USAID), the Department of Health and Human Services (including CDC), the Peace Corps and the Millennium Challenge 

Corporation.  
x For recent examples please see: “Global Entrepreneurship Summit 2016” 

 http://www.ges2016.org/ and “The White House Summit on Global Development”https://www.whitehouse.gov/blog/2016/07/14/white-

house-summit-global-development-reflecting-real-progress    

 

http://www.end-violence.org/
http://pediatrics.aappublications.org/content/early/2016/01/25/peds.2015-4079..info#aff-3
http://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/vacs/
http://www.who.int/violence_injury_prevention/violence/inspire/en/
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(16)31701-9/fulltext
http://developingchild.harvard.edu/science/key-concepts/toxic-stress/
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(16)31698-1/fulltext
https://www.odi.org/projects/2778-costs-inaction-against-child-violence
http://www.unicef.org/protection/files/Adapting_Systems_Child_Protection_Jan__2010.pdf
http://www.ges2016.org/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/blog/2016/07/14/white-house-summit-global-development-reflecting-real-progress
https://www.whitehouse.gov/blog/2016/07/14/white-house-summit-global-development-reflecting-real-progress
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Ensuring Education for All 
 

Education is central to sustainable development, and to the success of initiatives that empower women and girls, 
improve global health, employment and economic growth, and ensure food security. Over the past 15 years, there 
has been substantial progress toward realizing the goal of education for all. Since 1999, the number of out-of-
school children of primary age worldwide has dropped by 45 million, and primary enrollment has grown to 91%. In 
addition, great strides have been made towards achieving gender parity, with girls’ enrollment rising to over 90% 
in 52 countries.  

Even with these great successes, much work remains. Currently, 263 million children and youth are out of school, 
including 61 million of primary school age. In countries affected by emergencies and conflicts, 37 million children are 
out of school; and 75 million have had their education interrupted. Many millions more drop out of school before the 
fifth grade or receive an education of such poor quality that they leave school without basic skills and knowledge. 
Children who are out of school can find themselves in terrible danger; they are easier targets of abuse, exploitation, 
and recruitment by armed forces and groups. Ensuring that children are both enrolled and accessing quality 
education requires continued interventions and a strong, ongoing commitment by the United States.  
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Quality education equips people with the knowledge, skills, and self-reliance they need to increase 

their income and expand their economic opportunities. No country has achieved rapid economic growth 
without investing in education and reaching an adult literacy rate of at least 40%. Moreover, every extra year 
of schooling increases an individual’s earnings by up to 10% according to a 2007 World Bank report on the 
role of education quality in economic growth. 

 Education is a lifesaving intervention for children affected by conflict and crisis, helping keep them 
safe and protecting their futures. School can provide the stability, structure, and routine that children need 
to cope with loss, fear, stress, and violence. Unfortunately, education remains one of the mostly poorly funded 
sectors in humanitarian response. 

 United States support for basic education alleviates poverty, strengthens societies, fosters stability, 
spurs economic growth, and enhances U.S. global leadership and influence. Education is a cost-
effective way to equip millions with the tools they need to forge a path to self-sufficiency and better lives. By 
working with other donors and multilateral organizations like the Global Partnership for Education, the U.S. 
can complement bilateral programs, foster coordination, and build on the commitments of developing 
countries. 

 USAID’s 2011–2015 Education Strategy sought to improve early grade reading and increase access to 
education for children in conflict and crisis. USAID reading programs have reached more than 37 million 
children including 2.4 million children and youth in crisis-affected environments who would otherwise be out of 
school. Continuing to fully fund these programs is essential to maintaining progress and ensuring their 
success. 

 

 
 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://gem-report-2016.unesco.org/en/current-report/
http://gem-report-2016.unesco.org/en/current-report/
http://gem-report-2016.unesco.org/en/current-report/
http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0021/002180/218003e.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EDUCATION/Resources/278200-1099079877269/547664-1099079934475/Edu_Quality_Economic_Growth.pdf
https://www.interaction.org/
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 The annual budget and appropriations cycle is an occasion to ensure adequate resources for 

effective, sustainable, basic education programs [Annual]: Education is a cost-effective way to equip 
millions with the tools they need to forge a path to self-sufficiency and better lives. The U.S. should increase 
resources for basic education programs, and give greater attention to best and promising practices, evidence-
based program design, and monitoring and evaluation. This means focusing on effective approaches to 
improving learning outcomes and fostering sustainability, including capacity building. 

 Recognize that greater global attention to education will require an elevated USAID Education Office 
[Ongoing]: The USAID Education Office currently sits alongside 12 others in the Bureau for Economic 
Growth, Education, and Environment (E3). Absorbing additional funding and supporting new initiatives may 
require staff and high-level leadership at headquarters and in the field to effectively and efficiently program 
education funding. This includes significantly increasing the number of qualified procurement specialists, as 
well as the number of education specialists for monitoring and evaluation; empowering USAID mission 
directors to respond to country-based objectives with effective interventions; and enhancing interagency 
coordination. 

 Renew, strengthen, and expand USAID’s Education Strategy [Ongoing]: Alongside elevating education and 
increasing capacity, USAID should build upon its success and expand the ambition of its 2011–2015 Education 
Strategy. USAID funding should support developing country partners’ national education plans and use proven, 
effective interventions for improving educational access and learning outcomes—from early childhood care 
education and through transition into the work force. By working with countries to focus on vulnerable 
populations, girls, children, those with disabilities, and those living in conflict-affected and fragile states, the U.S. 
will support those most in need by helping them access a quality education and develop the skills they need to 
thrive. These goals would closely track the Sustainable Development Goals, which call on countries to “[e]nsure 
inclusive and equitable quality education and promote lifelong learning opportunities for all.” 

 Complement robust, bilateral investments in education with leadership on the global stage through 
support of multilateral initiatives such as the Global Partnership for Education [Ongoing]: The 
replenishment of the Global Partnership for Education, expected through 2020, provides an exciting 
opportunity for the U.S. to step up its leadership on global stage. By supporting strong bilateral programs, 
innovative initiatives, and multilateral efforts such as an early pledge for the Global Partnership for Education, 
the U.S. could have a catalytic effect that spurs donors and countries to increase their financing around 
education, while also helping to make it a priority on the world stage.  

 Education for All Act [Ongoing]: Co-sponsored by Representatives Nita Lowey (D-NY) and David Reichert 
(R-WA) during the 114th Congress, the Education for All Act passed the House of Representatives by voice 
vote in September 2016. Support for this important, bipartisan legislation continues as the bill seeks to ensure 
a continuum of education services for children in conflict and other emergencies; promote strategies for 
reaching the most disadvantaged children; support activities to increase the quality of education programs; 
and authorize the president to develop a comprehensive strategy to meet the goal of education for all.  

 

Additional Materials 
 Education: Opportunity Through Learning (USAID Education Strategy 2011-2015), 2011, bit.ly/2cSIdLR 

 GPE 2020 Strategic Plan, 2016, bit.ly/2cXOxxy 

 The Learning Generation: Investing in Education for a Changing World, 2016, bit.ly/2dnIh1O 
 

  

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://bit.ly/2cSIdLR
http://bit.ly/2cXOxxy
http://bit.ly/2dnIh1O
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Continuing Progress in Global Health 
 

Through its support for global health programs, the United States has been successful in reducing maternal and 
child deaths, slowing the spread of HIV/AIDS and other infectious diseases, expanding access to family planning, 
responding quickly to health emergencies in times of disaster, and preventing malnutrition. In addition to lives 
saved, U.S. investments in integrated health programs, systems, and infrastructure have expanded access to 
quality care in low- and middle-income countries by facilitating access to routine immunizations, building work 
force capacity, and stressing the importance of other essential services, such as access to water, sanitation and 
hygiene (WASH) programs. Now, more than any other time in history, vulnerable populations are more likely to 
enjoy longer, healthier lives. 

Despite tremendous success and progress, global health gains are fragile. Millions of people around the world are 
still threatened by disease and ongoing health conditions, or live in remote areas where basic health services 
remain out of reach. Nearly 6 million children under 5 will die from largely preventable causes in 2016, including 
2.7 million babies lost in their first month of life. Infectious disease epidemics like Ebola and Zika remind us that in 
an era of globalization, the U.S. is not immune to diseases that traditionally affect other geographies. Moreover, 
holistic global health programs that include infection prevention and control as well as treatment will be critical to 
addressing the threat of antimicrobial resistance and helping to build stronger communities and health systems 
overall that are more capable of withstanding outbreaks and epidemics. This makes continued U.S. leadership 
and funding for global health efforts that much more vital.  

With focus and vision, investment in global health can help achieve new gains through current U.S. commitments 
to achieving an AIDS-free generation, ending preventable child and maternal deaths, and building resilient health 
systems in a sustainable way that leads to graduation from aid. This includes not only expanding existing efforts 
to reach those in need and deliver critical services, but also harnessing innovation to stimulate research and 
development for new drugs, vaccines, diagnostics, and devices, as well as finding new and better uses for 
existing tools. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 The U.S. is at the forefront of global health. U.S. programs have treated more than 9.5 million people living 

with HIV and prevented transmission to millions more. With U.S. assistance, more than 57 million antimalarial 
treatments were procured in 2015 and approximately 2.5 million children are saved each year through 
immunization programs. 

 Continued leadership is necessary to achieve global health goals. To continue the progress and meet 
goals in global health, the U.S. must remain committed to strong global health programs that incorporate 
service delivery, community engagement, technical assistance, capacity building, and research and 
development. 

 Health is an integral component of overall development efforts and when global health investments 
are considered in tandem with other development priorities, maximum impact can be made. Nutrition 
and food security, gender empowerment, education, and WASH all play a role in ensuring healthy lives for all 
people at all ages. Investments in these and other core development areas help sustain gains in global health 
and are critical to building healthy, stable societies.  

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://www.interaction.org/
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 The U.S. federal budget process [Ongoing]: Budget pressures can threaten development gains and 

jeopardize critical funding—despite broad consensus in Congress, government agencies, and the broader 
global health community about the critical importance of U.S. global health programs, what is working, and 
what challenges remain. Forward-thinking and robust funding for bilateral global health programs and U.S. 
commitments to multilateral efforts—such as the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria and 
Gavi, the Vaccine Alliance—are critical to sustaining health gains and upholding U.S. leadership. 

 Reaffirm commitment to global health at USAID [Early 2017]: The transition that will accompany the 
incoming administration affords a critical opportunity to double-down on USAID’s commitment to global health 
and related research and development, including supporting innovative initiatives that bring new partners and 
ideas to the sector. This includes continued support for USAID’s strategic initiatives such as Acting on the 
Call, the Global Development Lab, the Center for Accelerating Innovation and Impact, and the Grand 
Challenges for Development, as well as a focus on strengthening health systems. It also should include 
exploring ways to better integrate and leverage infrastructure and systems of existing U.S. programs, such as 
the President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR), to address new and growing health challenges 
such as noncommunicable diseases or the need for essential surgical care. 

 Strong engagement on the Global Health Security Agenda [Ongoing]: Recent epidemics of Ebola and 
Zika highlight the need for coordinated and comprehensive global health programs to make detecting, 
preventing, and responding to infectious disease threats a key priority. Through multistakeholder partnerships 
and action packages, the Global Health Security Agenda strengthens the global capacity to respond to 
infectious disease threats of all forms.    

 PEPFAR reauthorization [2018]: As of September 2015, PEPFAR had provided antiretroviral treatment for 
more than 9.5 million HIV-infected persons, supported testing and counseling for 68.2 million people, and 
provided care for 5.5 million orphans and vulnerable children. To reach the goal of ending AIDS by 2030, 
these investments must continue. The upcoming reauthorization offers an important opportunity to address 
restrictions that constrain the ability of the program to reach the most-at-risk-populations, including sex 
workers and sexually diverse communities. By utilizing and investing in data-driven approaches and 
evidence-informed practices that deliver rights-affirming health services, Congress can provide 
comprehensive and quality health care information and services free from stigma and discrimination. 

 

Additional Materials 
Investments in global health are not only valuable themselves. They also play an important role in sustaining 
progress in multiple development sectors, such as WASH, food security, nutrition, education, protection of women 
and girls, economic growth, and agricultural production.  

 Acting On The Call: Ending Preventable Child and Maternal Deaths Report, 2014, bit.ly/2diikEA 

 Healthy Start: The First Month of Life, 2015, bit.ly/2drVI0D 

 Taking Stock: Why U.S. Investments in Global Health Matter, 2015, bit.ly/2cXpA76 

 USAID’s Vision for Health Systems Strengthening, 2015, bit.ly/2cDGeIj 

 Water, Sanitation and Hygiene in Health Care Facilities: Status in Low- and Middle-Income Countries and Way 
Forward, 2015, bit.ly/2dih2JE 

 
 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://ghsagenda.org/
http://bit.ly/2diikEA
http://bit.ly/2drVI0D
http://bit.ly/2cXpA76
http://bit.ly/2cDGeIj
http://bit.ly/2dih2JE


 

Deficits in the health workforce include: 
 

• Poor distribution of health workers, 

especially in rural and remote areas 

• Mismatches between health needs and 

the composition and competencies of 

the health workforce 

• Insufficient production and skills tied to 

inadequate education and training 

capacity 

• Low retention and productivity 

• Weak human resources management 

systems and absence or lack of use of 

data for decision making 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
A healthy world depends on frontline health workers. Often the first and only link to health care for millions of 

people, health workers in communities and health facilities deliver life-saving services directly where they are needed 

most. They are trusted sources of information in communities around the world, helping to promote healthy 

practices and providing services ranging from maternal and child health care to infectious and noncommunicable 

disease surveillance and control.  

 

However, more than 400 million people worldwide lack access to essential health services provided by 

frontline health workers
i
. As a result, millions die or are disabled every year from preventable causes.  

 

The lack of investment and focus on the frontline health workforce 

remains among the top barriers to achieving greater progress in 

global health. Consider: 
 

 The 20 countries with the highest child mortality rates in the 

world
ii
 all were classified as health workforce “crisis 

countries” by the WHO in 2006
iii
. 

 Guinea, Liberia, and Sierra Leone all had fewer than 3 

doctors, nurses, and midwives per 10,000 people before the 

Ebola epidemic
iv
. The WHO recommends at least 44 per 

10,000 people are needed to deliver essential services
v
. 

 The top barriers identified by PEPFAR focus countries in 

retaining clients in pre-antiretroviral therapy were lack of 

adequate staff and staff attrition
vi
. 

 

Current trends point to a deficit of 18 million health workers needed by 2030 to save lives and meet our global 

health goals, with much of that deficit confined to low- and middle-income countries. 

 

ROLE OF THE US GOVERNMENT 
 

The US government’s goals of ending preventable child and maternal deaths, achieving an AIDS-free 

generation, and ensuring global health security cannot be achieved without significantly more support to 

strengthen the global frontline health workforce. As the Ebola epidemic in West Africa tragically demonstrated, 

access to competent and supported health workers can no longer languish as a global health policy afterthought.  

 

But with the right investments, the US can help usher tremendous health and economic returns. The returns on 

investment in health are 9 to 1, as economic growth is accelerated when a population is healthier. One extra year of 

life expectancy has been shown to raise GDP per capita by about 4% .
vii

 New research by the World Bank finds that 

investment in health workers drives economic growth improvements more so than investments in the financial 
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sector.  Moreover, investment in the health workforce is an investment in women’s empowerment, since women 

make up about 67% of employment in the health and social sectors, compared with 41% across all other sectors.  

 

US leadership helped push forward Workforce 2030, the first-ever global health workforce strategy, guiding health 

workforce strengthening efforts from 2016-2030. Frontline health workers have been at the forefront of US 

investments that have helped save an estimated 100 million children’s lives from 1990 to 2015
viii

 and cut AIDS-

related deaths by 45% since 2005
ix
. But American leadership is needed now more than ever as development 

progress is threatened by the severe shortage of trained and supported frontline health workers.  

 

US health workforce investments must be guided by a multiyear, costed, cross-agency strategy with an 

implementation plan that sends an unequivocal message to our country partners: that America is committed to the 

global health workforce and that we expect others to respond in kind. This sign of commitment would go a long way 

in helping to ensure a serious and coordinated effort by all governments to implement the recommendations set 

forth in the Workforce 2030 strategy and the report of the UN High-Level Commission on Health Employment and 

Economic Growth. By maximizing the socioeconomic returns on investment in the health workforce, collectively we 

will contribute to the attainment of decent work, inclusive economic growth, and human security. 

 

All US global health investments should include an assessment and adequate financing to address sustainability of 

the workforce and system of the recipient country, and the US should encourage action on UN Security Council 

resolution 2286 on protection of health care in conflict. In addition, US investments should aim to unlock greater 

domestic resources to develop state-of-the-art, context-specific training for their health workforces. Sufficiently 

scaling-up health service delivery is not attainable without the right number and the right mix of health 

workers in the right place. This can only be accomplished through strong human resources for health (HRH) 

leadership and efficient systems for health workforce planning, development, recruitment, deployment, and support. 

 

THE ROAD AHEAD 
 

Improving access to health workers is crucial to advancing progress in global health for all people everywhere. 

Threats such as Ebola and Zika can be halted when health workers coordinate community-level prevention, 

detection, and response efforts. Maternal and newborn mortality can largely be prevented when skilled birth 

attendants are present. The spread of HIV/AIDS can be slowed when health workers promote awareness, conduct 

voluntary counseling and testing, and provide treatment and care.  

 

The US has a moral, economic, diplomatic, and security imperative to leave behind a legacy of strong health systems 

with frontline health workers at the center. Invest in health workers, especially those on the front lines of primary 

health care. Together we’ll save lives and build a healthier, more productive world. 

 

 

Contacts 
Laura Hoemeke, MPH, DrPH 

Director, Communications & Advocacy 

IntraHealth International  

lhoemeke@intrahealth.org 

 

 

Vince Blaser, MA  

Director, Frontline Health Workers 

Coalition  

Advocacy Advisor, IntraHealth 

International  

vblaser@intrahealth.org  

                                                 

i “Tracking universal health coverage: First global monitoring report.” World Health Organization/World Bank 
Group, 2015. http://www.who.int/healthinfo/universal_health_coverage/report/2015/en/  
ii “Under-five mortality rate (per 1,000 live births).” United National Development Program, 2013. 
http://hdr.undp.org/en/content/under-five-mortality-rate-1000-live-births  
iii “The World Health Report 2006 - working together for health.” World Health Organization, 2006. 
http://www.who.int/whr/2006/en/  
iv “Cost of Scaling up the Health Workforce in Liberia, Sierra Leone, and Guinea Amid the Ebola Epidemic.” Frontline 
Health Workers Coalition, 2015. https://www.frontlinehealthworkers.org/wafricacosting/  
v “Global Health Workforce Labor Market Projections for 2030.” World Bank Group, 2016. 
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/546161470834083341/Global-health-workforce-labor-market-
projections-for-2030 
vi “Linkage and Retention in Pre-ART Care: Best Practices and Experiences from Fourteen Countries.” United States 
Agency for International Development, 2013. https://aidsfree.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/aidstar-
one_report_retention_linkages.pdf  
vii “Working for health and growth.” Report of the High-Level Commission on Health Employment and Economic 
Growth. September 2016. http://www.who.int/hrh/com-heeg/reports/en/  
viii “USAID Global Health Programs: Ending Preventable Maternal and Child Deaths – FY 2017.” USAID, 2016. 
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1864/USAID_EPCMD-and-MCHFY2017-factsheet.pdf. 
ix “Fact sheet 2016.” UNAIDS, 2016. http://www.unaids.org/en/resources/fact-sheet 
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PATH is the leader in global health innovation. An international nonprofit organization, 

we save lives and improve health, especially among women and children. We 

accelerate innovation across five platforms—vaccines, drugs, diagnostics, devices, and 

system and service innovations—that harness our entrepreneurial insight, scientific 

and public health expertise, and passion for health equity. By mobilizing partners 

around the world, we take innovation to scale, working alongside countries primarily in 

Africa and Asia to tackle their greatest health needs. Together, we deliver measurable 

results that disrupt the cycle of poor health. Learn more at www.path.org. 

THE NEED 

In the past two decades, strategic investments and the scale-

up of new and proven health interventions have contributed 

to drastic reductions in death rates globally. The World 

Health Organization reports that between 2000 and 2015, 

malaria deaths decreased 60 percent, AIDS-related deaths 

dropped by 28 percent and since 1990, maternal and child 

deaths have declined by almost half. These successes 

enabled the United States and its partners to agree on a set 

of global goals to dramatically drive down—and in some 

cases, eliminate—preventable deaths over the next 

generation. But to achieve these goals, we must face the 

toughest challenge yet—meeting the needs of the hardest-

to-reach populations. The Lancet Commission’s Global 
Health 2035 report showed that tackling the world’s worst 

pockets of poverty, addressing shifting and emerging health 

priorities, and overcoming weaknesses in health systems 

cannot be accomplished without new technologies and 

groundbreaking approaches to delivering health care.  

US GOVERNMENT’S ROLE  

Innovation has always been at the heart of the US 

government’s approach to global health. Many US agencies 

are involved in global health research and development 

(R&D), each with an important role in the complex R&D 

pipeline. For example, the US Centers for Disease Control 

and Prevention plays a major role in developing, testing, 

and introducing game-changing global health innovations; 

the National Institutes of Health formulates early-stage 

research contributing to lifesaving diagnostics, prevention, 

and treatments; and the US Agency for International 

Development identifies where innovations are needed to 

meet larger global health goals, creating programs designed 

to spur their development. The United States is the world’s 

leading investor in the development of cost-effective and 

lifesaving technologies. Sustained leadership and 

prioritization of innovation is needed to reach US global 

health commitments.  

 

RECOMENDATIONS  

In order to build on the tremendous progress to date, 

respond to emerging trends, and fill current gaps, Congress 

and the administration should:  

 Increase investment in global health R&D. 

Policymakers must ensure future federal budgets 

prioritize global health research and innovation across 

agencies, departments, and programs.  

 Align strategies across agencies to ensure 
development and delivery of game-changing 
innovations. Despite the involvement of multiple 

agencies across the US government, gaps remain in the 

effective development and deployment of global health 

tools and interventions. Much of the work is siloed 

within and between agencies, and there is a lack of 

government-wide policy coherence and priority-setting. 

 Unlock the potential of local innovators to meet 
global health needs through the development of 
high-value, affordable technologies. Health 

innovation is coming from new and unexpected places 

and being advanced by a variety of new players. Local 

innovators are designing solutions to meet the needs of 

their populations that could also provide lower-cost 

alternatives for human health around the globe. The 

United States should play a catalytic role in growing 

the capacity of these new innovators to enable this 

transformation in the global innovation landscape. 

 Optimize investment and partnership mechanisms 
to bring new sectors and funding to the table. Many 

US government successes have come as a result of the 

right partnerships among the government, social sector, 

and private sector. Reaching global health goals will 

require the formation of effective partnerships and 

smart investments to leverage resources from across the 

public and private sectors. 

 

For more information please contact Jenny Blair (jblair@path.org).  

mailto:jblair@path.org
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Global Health Section 
Global Surgical Care: 5 Billion in Need 
 
What you should know: 
 
§ Surgical conditions – trauma, obstetric conditions, and infectious and non-communicable diseases – 

represent approximately 30 percent of the global burden of disease. Yet, approximately 5 billion 
people do not have access to safe, affordable surgical and anesthesia care, with only 6% of all 
surgical procedures benefiting the world’s poorest third.i   

 
§ Each year, an estimated 16.9 -18 million people die as a result of surgically treatable conditions; millions 

more suffer from preventable disabilities. Moreover, 81 million people are impoverished seeking surgical 
care every year.ii 

 
§ Surgical care is as cost effective as other public health initiatives ($82 per DALY for general surgery vs. 

$52 per DALY for BCG vaccine and $454 for antiretroviral drugs).iii The World Bank’s Disease Control 
Priorities 3 states that “essential surgical procedures rank among the most cost-effective of all 
health interventions.”iv For every $1 spent on strengthening local surgical capacity, $10 is generated 
through enhanced health and increased productivity.v  

 
§ There is a shortage of 1 million surgical, anesthesia and obstetrical specialists in LMICs.vi This number is 

expected to more than double by 2030. Additional investment in nurses, non-physician providers, frontline 
health workers and support staff will be needed to ensure safe surgical care delivery.  

 
Recommendations: 
 
§ Integrate surgical care as part of US government global health funding and programs, especially for health 

systems strengthening, supporting resilient health workforce to respond to new and emerging public health 
threats, as well as maternal and child health and disaster response. Health targets for maternal health, 
health workforce and health systems strengthening and additional existing priorities cannot be 
achieved without access to surgical care.  

 
§ Renew the U.S. government’s commitment to World Health Assembly Resolution 68.15, which 

acknowledges the role of strengthening emergency and essential surgical and anesthesia care as part of 
universal health coverage. Specifically,  

o Urge the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (and other appropriate US government 
agencies) to support the coordinated collection of surgical care data and prioritize integrated health 
information systems platforms to aggregate data and track regional and global progress over time.  

o Advocate for the adoption of global standards for quality and safety by the WHO to support a skilled 
surgical and anesthesia workforce, and updated guidelines for equipment, infrastructure, medicines 
and supplies.  

o Support integration of surgical care as an integral component of USAID programs, cutting across 
maternal and child health, health systems strengthening and infectious  
 

§ Prioritize greater accountability for U.S. efforts to expand access to health workers, including surgical-
related workers. Congress should lead oversight into activities by the State Department, USAID, CDC, 
HHS and other relevant agencies and programs to help countries address health workforce gaps. (See 
Frontline Health Workers brief.) 
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Why is this investment important? 
 
Surgical care represents a cost-effective and cross-cutting health service that is essential to treat and manage 
a broad range of conditions and disease categories, encompassing maternal and child health, trauma, non-
communicable conditions such as cancer, diabetes and heart disease, and infectious diseases such as 
HIV/AIDS. Without investment in surgical care, millions will continue to suffer needless deaths, 
disabilities and related financial catastrophe every year, as a result of untreated but preventable 
surgical conditions.  
 
The cost of inaction is too great. Failing to invest in surgical care is estimated to cost low- and middle-income 
countries as much as $12.3 trillion in lost GDP by 2030.vii This represents one of the most highly cost-effective 
global health interventions, contributing to the health and economic prosperity of a country.   
 
Access to surgical care is also an important component of health systems strengthening and universal health 
coverage. In May 2015, 194 World Health Organization Member States, including the United States, provided 
their unanimous support for World Health Assembly Resolution 68.15, which recognizes the role of emergency 
and essential surgical care and anesthesia as part of universal health coverage. The United States was a 
cosponsor of this historic resolution, which helped to lay the groundwork for the integration of surgical care part 
of national health plans and as part of universal health coverage.   
 
 
Resources: 

1. Lancet Commission on Global Surgery, http://www.lancetglobalsurgery.org/ 
2. The G4 Alliance, http://www.theg4alliance.org/ 
3. Essential Surgery | Disease Control Priorities Project, Third Addition, http://dcp-3.org/surgery 

 
Contributors: 

1. Sara Anderson, Senior Advisor for Advocacy and Innovation, ReSurge International, sara@resurge.org 
2. Mira Mehes, Chief Operations Officer, G4 Alliance, an advocacy organization that includes five 

InterAction members.  
 

Citations: 
																																																								
i Meara, J.G., et al., Global Surgery 2030: evidence and solutions for achieving health, welfare, and economic 

1 Meara, J.G., et al., Global Surgery 2030: evidence and solutions for achieving health, welfare, and economic 
development. Lancet, 2015. 386(9993). 
ii Shrime, M.G., et al., Global burden of surgical disease: an estimation from the provider perspective. Lancet Glob Health, 
2015. 3 Suppl 2: p. S8-9. 

iii Zha, Y., et al., Global Estimation of Surgical Procedures Needed for Forcibly Displaced Persons. World J Surg, 2016. 
Chao, T.E., et al., Cost-effectiveness of surgery and its policy implications for global health: a systematic review and 
analysis. Lancet Glob Health, 2014. 2(6): p. e334-45. 
iv Mock, C.N., Donkor, P., Gawande, A., Jamison, D.T., Kruk, M.E. and Debas, H.T., 2015. Essential surgery: key 
messages from Disease Control Priorities. The Lancet, 385(9983), pp.2209-2219. 
v High-Level Panel of Eminent Persons on Post-2015 Development Agenda. A New Global Partnership: Eradicate Poverty 
and transform Economies through sustainable Development: The Report of the High-Level Panel of Eminent Persons on 
the Post-2015 Development Agenda. United Nations Publication. 2013. 
vi Meara, J.G., et al., Global Surgery 2030: evidence and solutions for achieving health, welfare, and economic 
development. Lancet, 2015. 386(9993). 
vii Shrime, M.G., et al., Global burden of surgical disease: an estimation from the provider perspective. Lancet Glob 
Health, 2015. 3 Suppl 2: p. S8-9. 
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Water, Sanitation and Hygiene  
for 2017 and Beyond 
 

Safe drinking water, sanitation, and hygiene are among the most foundational services provided by the U.S. 
government through USAID, the Department of State, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, and 
others. Water security has become a primary concern for socio-economic development, peace, and political 
stability. The Joint Monitoring Programme on Water Supply and Sanitation (JMP) estimates that at least 650 
million people lack dependable access to clean water and about 2.4 billion—or one in three people worldwide—
lack access to improved sanitation.  

In the United States, water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) became a foreign policy priority with the passage of 
2005 Senator Paul Simon Water for the Poor Act. The legislation required a comprehensive U.S. government 
strategy, increased targeting of resources to the poorest countries, and increased U.S. government capacity to 
implement WASH programs. The U.S. Water Partnership, announced in 2012, reaffirmed this commitment. In 
2013, USAID published its first comprehensive Water and Development Strategy and, in response to lessons 
learned over eight years of implementation of Water for the Poor, Congress unanimously passed the Senator 
Paul Simon Water for the World Act in 2014. This highly bipartisan effort ensures that WASH funding is actually 
focused on the poorest communities. The new legislation requires USAID to further improve its program 
coordination as well as integration of WASH services with other sectors that will be bolstered by improved access, 
such as maternal and child health, food and nutrition security, and gender equity. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Basic WASH services help ensure the success of other U.S. government investments, such as child 

survival, maternal health, education, economic growth, gender empowerment, and more. WASH integration 
in other sectors such as food and nutrition security and climate response can be a key component to success in 
those areas. Investment in WASH, particularly sanitation and hygiene, is critical to infection and disease 
prevention/control, addressing antimicrobial resistance, pandemic preparedness, and resilient communities and 
health systems. 

 Urbanization and other patterns in human migration further stress weak WASH systems. According to 
“Growing Food for Growing Cites,” a report published by the Chicago Council on Global Affairs, more than 
half of the world’s population already lives in cities and that proportion is expected to grow to two-thirds by 
2050. This shift will increase the demand for sanitation services as well as put pressure on already scarce 
water supplies. More recently, the scale of displaced populations in need of humanitarian assistance and 
protection has reached levels unseen since World War II. The protection and rights of displaced persons and 
host populations are severely undermined when access to WASH services is not adequately guaranteed. 

 Slow progress destigmatizing menstruation and prioritizing menstrual hygiene could hinder success 
in other key U.S. programs. For instance, girls often miss or drop out of school because a lack of toilets 
compromises their safety and dignity, negatively impacting education outcomes. Beyond schools, lack of 
adequate sanitation severely impacts menstrual hygiene and can undermine other priorities attempting to 
close the gap created by gender-based discrimination. Inaccurate information about menarche and 
menstruation, lack of access to menstrual supplies and sanitation facilities, and lack of confidence and 
security in seeking support undermine the United States’ ability to successfully implement USAID’s Gender 
Equality and Female Empowerment Strategy as well as the State Department’s Adolescent Girls Strategy. 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://www.wssinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/resources/JMP-Update-report-2015_English.pdf
http://www.uswaterpartnership.org/
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1865/USAID_Water_Strategy_3.pdf
https://www.interaction.org/
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 A comprehensive, whole-of-government strategy is due to Congress on Oct. 1, 2017 under the Water 

for the World Act. The Water for the World Act of 2014 provides an opportunity to better coordinate and 
strengthen the U.S. commitment to improved WASH services for the most vulnerable. It is critical that the 
White House, acting through the Secretary of State, prioritizes this strategy and ensures it can be successfully 
implemented by providing for appropriate technical expertise in key roles across the White House, the 
Department of State, USAID, and elsewhere in the federal government. Additionally, the increased integration 
required by Water for the World cannot be accomplished without associated increases in funding for WASH, 
as well as for Development Assistance more broadly.  

 Reinvigorate implementation of the Sanitation and Water for All (SWA) partnership through participation 
in its high-level meeting [April 2017]: The SWA partnership is a tool for improving WASH sector 
accountability, governance, and capacity in the countries furthest from reaching universal access to WASH by 
2030, as demanded by the Sustainable Development Goals. While the U.S. government is an active member of 
SWA, the partnership remains relatively unknown and the U.S. commitment to the partnership is siloed within 
USAID’s Water Office. For it to succeed, SWA must become a core component of U.S. engagement alongside 
global health and multilateral development initiatives. The biennial gathering will take place during the World 
Bank Spring Meetings in April, 2017 and high-level U.S. government participation is urgently needed.  

 U.S. global leadership through the Sustainable Development Goals [September 2017 and Beyond]: 
While the Sustainable Development Goals explicitly mention WASH services as part of Goal 6, the success of 
the 2030 agenda will rely heavily on integration of WASH within other sectors as well. Goal 2, focused on zero 
hunger, and Goal 3, on good health and well-being, rely heavily on these services as well. Strengthening 
access to safely managed water and sanitation will require a multi-sectoral approach. 

 Nutrition for Growth Summit [May 2017]: Given its position as a major nutrition donor, the U.S. government 
must lead the way in stepping up funding for and prioritization of high-impact, evidence-based nutrition 
interventions, including WASH-focused interventions, that have been proven to save lives and drive progress 
in global health and economic development. The U.S. should capitalize on momentum coming out of 2016 
with a strong, nutrition-specific pledge at the next Nutrition for Growth Summit, likely to happen around the 
same time as the 2017 G7 Summit in Italy. A bold, U.S. financial and policy commitment to nutrition, including 
appropriate cross-cutting commitments to WASH, will demonstrate U.S. leadership and encourage other 
countries to follow suit. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Achieving Gender Equality though WASH, 2016, bit.ly/2cXJEV4 

 It’s No Joke: The State of the World’s Toilets 2015, 2015, bit.ly/2dgM3hC 

 Strategy for Water, Sanitation and Hygiene 2016-2030, 2016, uni.cf/2cXpHQ6 

 Taking Stock: While U.S. Investments in Global Health Matter, 2015, bit.ly/2cXpA76 

 Water and Development Strategy 2013-2018, 2013, bit.ly/2d6oBQU 

 Water At What Cost: The State of the World’s Water 2016, 2016, bit.ly/2d6pqZM 
 

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1865/WfW_fact%20sheet_2.27.TH_.pdf
http://www.unwater.org/fileadmin/user_upload/unwater_new/docs/UN-Water_Analytical_Brief_Water%20and%20sanitation%20interlinkages%20across%20the%202030%20Agenda%20for%20Sustainable%20Development.pdf
http://www.unwater.org/fileadmin/user_upload/unwater_new/docs/UN-Water_Analytical_Brief_Water%20and%20sanitation%20interlinkages%20across%20the%202030%20Agenda%20for%20Sustainable%20Development.pdf
http://bit.ly/2cXJEV4
http://bit.ly/2dgM3hC
http://uni.cf/2cXpHQ6
http://bit.ly/2cXpA76
http://bit.ly/2d6oBQU
http://bit.ly/2d6pqZM
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Creating a Hunger-Free World 
 

Hunger and malnutrition remain complex and evolving global challenges. Globally, 795 million people are hungry, 
malnutrition causes nearly half of all deaths of children under the age of 5, and millions more will have emergency 
needs because of drought, conflict, and other crises. Shifting economic conditions undermine governments’ ability 
to meet food security challenges, while the unprecedented number of displaced communities and the growing 
impact of climate change add to the complexity of addressing hunger and malnutrition in a sustainable way. Prior 
to the 2009 L’Aquila Food Security Agreement and the subsequent establishment of Feed the Future, low levels 
of investment in agricultural development, biases against women farmers, and environmental degradation 
combined to perpetuate a solvable hunger problem. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 The U.S. must continue to lead the world in supporting global food and nutrition security. Global food 

price spikes in 2007–08 and 2010–11 spurred civil unrest in many developing countries, sparking high-level 
global action to increase official development assistance for agriculture. Starting with the 2009 L’Aquila Food 
Security Agreement, governments, companies, universities, and NGOs recommitted to fighting hunger and 
poverty through new agriculture-focused and nutrition-sensitive investments. Development of the Feed the 
Future Initiative cemented U.S. leadership in this process. Since then, evidence shows that the Feed the 
Future Initiative and corresponding investments within USAID and other federal agencies led to real 
reductions in stunting and poverty. To sustain this success, the U.S. must continue its resource investments, 
policy commitments, and partnerships in supporting food and nutrition security and building resilience. This 
includes working with and supporting countries and communities as they plan for and implement efforts to 
meet the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), especially SDG 2 to end hunger, attain food security, 
improve nutrition, achieve gender equality, and promote sustainable agriculture.  

 With a community-led approach, Feed the Future must focus on access to markets, land, food 
security value chains, and capital at all levels and among all relevant groups, especially women. All 
food security programs should be designed to strengthen the capacity and resilience of urban and rural 
communities and institutions to empower them, especially women, to take charge of all aspects of their own 
development. Looking forward, Feed the Future will need to build the capacity of local institutions to support 
access to markets, including through supply chain management, policy, and financial services. Feed the 
Future’s commitment must also be matched with the tools and resources necessary to tackle the scale of the 
problem. At the national level, new Feed the Future commitments should be aligned with country-owned 
plans, including those designed to achieve the SDG targets.  

 Emergency food response, nutrition, and safety net programs must be better integrated and coordinated 
with development assistance to address the full spectrum of programs needed to tackle food insecurity 
and malnutrition, especially to further expand development assistance to fragile contexts. Traditional 
program plans and funding mechanisms separated agricultural development, nutrition, and social protection, and 
did not effectively link humanitarian food assistance with longer-term agricultural development. More work has 
been done recently and needs to be continued to improve the layering and sequencing of these programs and 
increasing the length of interventions. Feed the Future and Food for Peace recently committed themselves to 
strategies that should improve integration and build on USAID’s Resilience Policy and Program Guidance. Support 
for these strategies must continue to achieve sustainable improvements and impacts in fragile contexts. 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/hunger/
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1865/GenderEqualityPolicy_0.pdf
https://communityleddev.org/
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1866/Policy%20%26%20Program%20Guidance%20-%20Building%20Resilience%20to%20Recurrent%20Crisis_Dec%202012.pdf
https://www.interaction.org/
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 2017 G7 Summit [May 2017]: Achieving SDG 2 to end hunger by 2030 will require new funding and resource 

commitments. Studies are already underway to determine how much needs to be invested to close the gap 
between needs and resources. Once that gap is identified, the U.S. can use multilateral mechanisms 
including the Green Climate Fund and the Global Agriculture and Food Security Program to channel this 
funding. In addition to agriculture and food security investments, related sectors such as nutrition and water, 
sanitation and hygiene (WASH) will also play an important role in fighting hunger. Nutrition spending needs to 
be doubled globally to reach the 2030 goal, and the U.S. can make a bold financial and policy commitment at 
the upcoming Nutrition for Growth Summit happening on the sidelines of the G7 Summit.  

 Implementation and Reauthorization of the Global Food Security Act [Ongoing 2017]: The U.S. 
Congress passed the Global Food Security Act with strong bipartisan support in 2016. As the legislation is 
implemented, there are opportunities to improve the work of Feed the Future, including better partnerships 
and consultations with key stakeholders, as well as enhanced coordination of the U.S. emergency and 
development food and nutrition program to better program safety nets and other interventions that build 
resilience. Continuing to invest in research through the Feed the Future innovation labs and scaling up proven 
interventions to improve cultivation techniques and inputs is also important. The act also reauthorized the 
International Disaster Assistance account (IDA) for the first time since 1987, including a part in that account 
for the Emergency Food Security Program (EFSP). EFSP is an important part of IDA, but the administration 
and Congress must be careful not to fund EFSP at the expense of the other activities funded in that account 
including shelter, education, health, and WASH. 

 Consideration of the 2018 Farm Bill [Beginning Spring 2017]: Although the Farm Bill does not expire until 
Oct. 1, 2018, draft Farm Bill language will need to be ready as early as March 2017. The Farm Bill is an 
opportunity for U.S. policymakers to commit to using U.S. food aid to reach the greatest number of people 
who suffer from hunger in the most expedient and most efficient manner possible as well as using 
nonemergency programs to build capacity and communities’ resilience to hunger. In addition to supporting the 
use of Community Development Funds to limit the need to monetize* unnecessarily, this includes exploring 
and further utilizing cash-based assistance to transform nutrition and food security programming. It also 
entails maintaining the local and regional procurement authorizations made in the previous Farm Bill and 
considering further expansion of them if possible. Additionally, there is an opportunity to reinvest in research 
(especially through CGIAR) and agriculture extension to find more ways to address global food security and 
agriculture challenges such as WASH and climate-smart agriculture practices. Finally, it is a chance to assess 
the role of the U.S. Department of Agriculture in Feed the Future and to make sure Farm Bill programs are 
aligned with the Global Food Security Act’s whole-of-government approach to food and nutrition security. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Ending Poverty and Hunger: A Snapshot of Progress, 2016, bit.ly/2d2mMXM 

 Feed The Future Civil Society Action Plan, 2014, bit.ly/2cZNBcp 

 Roadmap Policy Brief 2015, 2015, bit.ly/2ckfBo5  

 Voluntary Guidelines on the Responsible Governance of Tenure, 2012, bit.ly/2dh3gWZ 

 
*Monetize is defined by Congressional Research Service as the process of selling donated U.S. commodities in recipient-country markets to 
generate cash for development programs. 

 
 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://www.greenclimate.fund/home
http://www.gafspfund.org/
http://thousanddays.org/resource/investing-in-nutrition/
http://thousanddays.org/resource/investing-in-nutrition/
https://www.congress.gov/114/plaws/publ195/PLAW-114publ195.pdf
http://www.cgiar.org/
http://bit.ly/2d2mMXM
http://bit.ly/2cZNBcp
http://bit.ly/2ckfBo5
http://bit.ly/2dh3gWZ


 www.interaction.org/FABB2016   

 Foreign Assistance Briefing Book 
 

Nutrition: A Key Ingredient for Healthy Growth 
 

The United States has been a global leader in ending hunger, malnutrition, and extreme poverty through its 
commitments to and efforts in global food security, agriculture development, and improved nutrition. The 20% 
stunting reduction target in Feed the Future focus regions, and development of the USAID Multi-Sectoral Nutrition 
Strategy along with the U.S. Government Global Nutrition Coordination Plan, put the United States government 
on a path to achieve significant gains in the fight against malnutrition. 

The U.S. is one of 193 countries committed to the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) launched in 2016, 
which include a target of ending all forms of malnutrition by 2030. 2016 also marked the launch of the United 
Nations Decade of Action on Nutrition, which hopes to bring attention and momentum to efforts to end 
malnutrition. Additionally, the G7 put forward in 2016 a Vision for Action on Food Security and Nutrition, which 
prioritizes empowering women through agriculture and food systems, improving nutrition through a people-
centered approach, and ensuring sustainability and resilience within agriculture and food systems. U.S. 
government leadership is critical to ensuring the success of these initiatives and to catalyze movement on 
nutrition from other donors and governments. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 The U.S. must continue to include nutrition as a key priority in its global poverty agenda, including 

supporting key initiatives that focus on nutrition. In just three years, the United States and its partners 
contributed to the reduction of stunting by 9% in Ethiopia, nationally. In Bangladesh, the United States 
contributed to a stunting reduction of 14.4% in just three years in two major regions. These achievements can 
be sustained and replicated elsewhere if the U.S. government, and especially USAID, continues to make sure 
that improved nutrition is a priority of U.S. foreign assistance. Support must continue for implementing the 
nutrition components of Feed the Future and Ending Preventable Child and Maternal Deaths, the USAID 
Multi-Sectoral Nutrition Strategy, and the U.S. Government Global Nutrition Coordination Plan. These policies 
ensure that nutrition actions across USAID and the U.S. government are coordinated and that relevant 
programs result in a higher impact on nutrition.  

 The U.S. government must lead on the global stage, including increasing and leveraging funding and 
policy commitments to improve nutrition. Now is the time to make new financial funding and policy 
commitments to nutrition at the next Nutrition for Growth Summit. New research done by the World Bank, the 
Results for Development Institute, and 1,000 Days confirms the need for an additional $7 billion per year over 
the next 10 years in nutrition-specific investments by donors and developing countries in order to meet the 
global nutrition targets set forth by the World Health Assembly (WHA) in 2012 and enshrined in the SDGs in 
2015. In addition to funding, the U.S. should continue to follow through on its commitment to implement the 
Global Nutrition Coordination Plan (GNCP). The next four years will present an array of opportunities for the 
U.S. to highlight the importance of nutrition on the international stage. 

 Nutrition-specific funding must be prioritized, along with sustaining investments in nutrition-sensitive 
programs in agriculture and research, as well as water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH). Nutrition-
specific investments (such as diversification and micronutrient supplementation or fortification, promotion of 
optimum breastfeeding, complementary feeding practices, etc.), alongside nutrition-sensitive investments 
(including agriculture, social safety nets, comprehensive early child development, etc.) act as global health 
multipliers. When people are well-nourished, their immune systems are strengthened and they are less likely 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://www.feedthefuture.gov/
https://www.usaid.gov/nutrition-strategy
https://www.usaid.gov/nutrition-strategy
https://www.usaid.gov/what-we-do/global-health/nutrition/usgplan
http://www.who.int/nutrition/GA_decade_action/en/
http://www.who.int/nutrition/GA_decade_action/en/
http://www.mofa.go.jp/files/000159932.pdf
https://www.interaction.org/
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to become sick. Building on U.S. leadership in related global health successes such as HIV/AIDS and 
malaria, a greater infusion of nutrition financing to combat maternal and child mortality would have a great 
impact on addressing communicable and non-communicable diseases. Leveraging preexisting delivery 
mechanisms to reach the most vulnerable would enhance nutrition impact and health outcomes. Aligning U.S. 
development programs with WHA targets, including reduction of wasting (or severe acute malnutrition), 
anemia, and increased exclusive breastfeeding, would elevate the nutritional status of women and girls, 
yielding health benefits, reductions in maternal and child mortality, high economic returns, and support for 
women’s empowerment. These efforts must be complemented by investments in agriculture, WASH, and 
social protection that lead to improved nutrition and in research on how to maximize nutritional impact. 

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Nutrition for Growth Pledge [2017]: As a leading nutrition donor, the U.S. government must pave the way in 

stepping up funding for and prioritization of high-impact, proven, evidence-based nutrition interventions that 
save lives and drive progress in global health and economic development. Given the current strong 
congressional support and global interest, it will be critical to capitalize on momentum from 2016 with a strong 
nutrition pledge at the next Nutrition for Growth Summit. The nutrition community is calling on Italy to host the 
next pledging moment alongside the 2017 G7 Summit. A bold U.S. financial and policy commitment to 
nutrition will demonstrate U.S. leadership and encourage other countries to follow suit. 

 Annual Budget and Appropriations Cycle [Ongoing]: In recent years, efforts to improve nutrition have 
received increasingly strong bipartisan support from both the administration and Congress. The Nutrition in 
Global Health Programs account at USAID, funded through State, Foreign Operations, and Related Programs 
appropriations, has seen modest but steady increases, even as the total amount of global nutrition funding 
budgeted by the administration has fluctuated. Nutrition-specific funding is the backbone of how the World 
Health Assembly Targets will be met, and the Global Health Nutrition account must be at least doubled to 
begin to see progress on scaling up programs that will fight stunting and malnutrition.  

 The Global Food Security Act [Ongoing]: The U.S. Congress passed the Global Food Security Act with 
strong bipartisan support in 2016. The bill authorized funding for agriculture development and the Emergency 
Food Security Program through fiscal year 2018. It also required the U.S. government to create and submit a 
global food and nutrition security strategy with input from all 11 departments and agencies. As the legislation 
is implemented, there are opportunities to use nutrition-sensitive investments to drive down stunting and to 
better target the nutritional needs of the 1,000-day window from pregnancy to the child’s second birthday.  

 The Reach Every Mother and Child Act [Ongoing]: This legislation authorizes a “whole-of-government 
strategy to end preventable maternal, newborn, and child deaths globally and ensure healthy and productive 
lives within a generation.” This legislation enjoyed broad, bipartisan support with over 180 co-sponsors in the 
114th Congress. If the 115th Congress considers the legislation, nutrition should continue to be prioritized 
since 45% of child mortality and 20% of maternal mortality are nutrition-related. This could be accomplished 
with a strategy that builds on evidence-based, high-impact actions including efforts to improve nutrition. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Healthy Food for a Healthy World: Leveraging Agriculture and Food to Improve Global Nutrition, 2015, 

bit.ly/2cRnkek 
 Investing in Nutrition, 2016, bit.ly/2cF81HJ 
 Lancet Series on Maternal and Child Nutrition, 2013, bit.ly/2d8EMAr 

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://www.congress.gov/114/plaws/publ195/PLAW-114publ195.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/114/bills/hr3706/BILLS-114hr3706ih.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/what-we-do/global-health/nutrition/role-nutrition-ending-preventable-child-maternal-deaths
http://bit.ly/2cRnkek
http://bit.ly/2cF81HJ
http://bit.ly/2d8EMAr
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An Integrated Response to Climate Change 
 

Climate change poses a serious threat to economic development and human security worldwide. Developing 
countries are especially vulnerable and widespread impacts such as drought and flooding events, more severe 
and frequent weather-related disasters, coastal flooding, increased incidence of pests and diseases and, 
ultimately, political and economic instability, will further compromise the livelihoods of communities across the 
globe. Integrating development with pro-poor and pro-climate policies such as renewable energy access and 
responsible management of the ecosystems that support local economies leads to programs becoming more 
cost-effective, efficient, and sustainable. U.S. programs should be proactive: promoting clean energy, building 
local capacity to protect carbon-holding forests, and using other ways to help countries pursue development in a 
low-emissions manner. The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) repeatedly stress the importance of the 
international community proactively tackling climate change including in Goal 6 (clean water and sanitation), Goal 
7 (affordable and clean energy), Goal 11 (sustainable cities and communities), Goal 12 (responsible consumption 
and production), Goal 13 (climate action), Goal 14 (life below water), and Goal 15 (life on land). 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Sustainable and resilient climate change programming requires working with local communities, not 

around them. Participatory approaches are both cost-effective and sustainable mechanisms for reducing 
risks. Local communities have rich knowledge of the risks they face. Effective strategies should rely on that 
knowledge, be augmented by scientific research data, and build upon participatory analysis of vulnerabilities 
and capacities. Full recognition of community rights to resources allows for more sustainable and just 
outcomes, and avoids costly project delays and conflicts. A people-centered, results- and rights-based 
approach that empowers at-risk communities as active decision makers and risk managers will ensure they 
are prepared for future climate change-related disasters. 

 Integrating climate response into development activities is efficient and leads to mutual effectiveness 
and sustainability. Such integration helps reduce vulnerability, increases resilience, and ensures that 
healthy ecosystems remain a basis for long-term prosperity and economic activity. Integrated, multisector 
approaches to climate, environment, and development will deliver poverty reduction and natural resource 
management benefits in a more cost-effective manner that builds and supports resilient societies. Disaster 
risk reduction measures, including flood control, will be important for minimizing development setbacks due to 
climate-related shocks to national systems. Maintaining ecosystem services such as clean water and fertile 
soils will reduce the burden of disease and malnutrition.  

 U.S. support for the U.S. Global Climate Change Initiative, including bilateral and multilateral funds, 
helps the most vulnerable countries adapt to adverse climate impacts. For over a decade, the U.S. has 
helped more than 30 less-developed countries increase their capacity to deal with climate change, championing 
efforts that have successfully reduced the vulnerability of agriculture, water supplies, transportation systems, 
and communities. These funds also help countries mitigate greenhouse gas emissions through clean energy 
development and sustainable landscape management. This initiative is led by USAID and the Departments of 
State and the Treasury. Activities focus on three priority areas: (1) clean energy—fostering low carbon growth; 
(2) sustainable landscapes—reducing emissions from deforestation; and (3) adaptation—building resilience to 
the effects of climate change in less-developed countries. Bilateral investments that address climate change and 
extreme weather are essential to meet the basic needs of poor people for climate-resilient development. 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://issuu.com/usaid/docs/global-climate-change-initiative-20/1?e=4465259/35068414
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 The U.S. commitment in supporting food security must be maintained. Agriculture is both profoundly 
affected by climate change and is a significant contributor, as a major emitter of greenhouse gases (GHG). 
When deforestation associated with agricultural expansion is considered, the sector represents approximately 
25% of global GHG emissions—more than transport and manufacturing sectors combined. Identifying and 
scaling-up technologies and practices that simultaneously increase food access, reduce emissions, and allow 
farmers to adapt to changing circumstances are key. U.S. integration of climate-sensitive activities in Feed the 
Future (and the forthcoming Global Food Security Strategy) as well as other initiatives, support and promote 
adaptation efforts at home and abroad.  

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Implementing Power Africa [Ongoing 2017]: Distributed renewable energy is one of the cheapest, fastest, 

and most efficient options for delivery of electrical power to the more than 1 billion people in the world who 
currently lack it. The U.S. has made an important commitment to this goal through Power Africa, a 
government-wide initiative to electrify the continent with the greatest energy poverty. There are opportunities 
to strengthen funding, pro-poor energy policies, democratic dialogue, and accountability on the issue through 
various U.S. agency policies, appropriations, and reauthorizations (e.g. the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation). 

 Conference of the Parties (COP 23) [November 2017]: The 23rd session of the Conference of the Parties 
(COP) to the UN Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) is an annual meeting to assess progress in 
dealing with climate change, especially in implementing the 2015 Paris Agreement. In addition to meeting and 
building upon the Paris Agreement policy commitments that came out of the 2015 COP 21 meeting, the U.S. 
must meet its Green Climate Fund (GCF) pledge. The GCF began operations in 2015 and is intended to 
mobilize $100 billion per year by 2020. It serves as the primary global financial mechanism to support 
particularly vulnerable countries, including the Least Developed Countries (LDCs), Small Island Developing 
States, and African nations in their efforts to build low-carbon, climate-resilient economies. The Fund 
complements other existing multilateral climate change funds (such as the Least Developed Countries Fund, 
the Special Climate Change Fund, and the Adaptation Fund) because it uniquely focuses on the development 
and implementation of country-level strategies and plans for climate resilience and low-carbon development, 
coupled with robust monitoring and evaluation. The U.S. government’s four-year pledge of $3 billion to the 
GCF builds on previous U.S. multilateral commitments by President George W. Bush that consistently 
received bipartisan support.  

 High-Level UN Conference to Support the Implementation of SDG 14 [June 2017]: By 2050, the warming 
and acidification of oceans due to climate change is projected to result in the classification of nearly all coral 
reefs as threatened. This would adversely affect reef fisheries and the approximately 500 million people who 
rely on these ecosystems for their livelihoods. This high-level UN conference, co-hosted by the governments 
of Fiji and Sweden, will coincide with World Oceans Day and seeks to support the implementation SDG 14. 
Given the impacts climate change has on small-holder producers, including fisherfolk, particular attention 
should be paid to working with the local fisher communities to meet this goal. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Global Climate Change and Development Strategy, 2012, bit.ly/2dnVbwL 

 The President's Climate Action Plan, 2013, bit.ly/2cNBm2H 

 USDA Building Blocks for Climate Smart Agriculture and Forestry, 2016, bit.ly/2crnTuH 
 

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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Urbanization 
 

At present, more than half the world’s population lives in cities and urban settlements. Current trends indicate that 
population growth and urbanization are projected to add 2.5 billion people to the world’s urban population by 
2050, with almost 90% of this increase taking place in Africa and Asia.  

Cities can serve as national drivers of economic growth and education, as well as locales for crushing poverty, 
inadequate infrastructure and health crises. Since 75% of the world’s large cities are coastal, urban centers also 
face pronounced challenges from climate change and rising sea levels. The parallel phenomena of increasing 
urbanization, compounded by the current economic, environmental, and security stressors at the present levels of 
urbanization create unique and intertwined global development challenges. 

While much of the development and humanitarian work that takes place in urban centers is driven by best 
practices for each sector (education, health, and climate) urban centers will likely require development 
practitioners to rethink and innovate for specifically urban approaches.   
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 The extent to which we address economic and human development outcomes in cities will 

fundamentally affect the success of global development goals. Cities are simultaneously concentrated 
centers of economic growth and innovation, but also poverty and vulnerability. By the middle of the 21st century, 
we expect over two thirds of the world’s populations to be living in urban areas. Achieving the sustainable 
development goals as a whole will require clear efforts to address urban residents’ access to education, 
housing, clean water and sanitation, health care and nutrition, and their opportunity for economic and political 
participation.   

 Refugee populations living in urban areas are increasingly diverse, with growing numbers of families, 
women, youth, and children. Today, over half of the world's 19.5 million refugees and 80% of 34 million 
internally displaced persons (IDPs) live in towns or cities. The UN Refugee Agency (UNHCR) estimates that 
over half the global refugee population is under the age of 18. While there is no accurate data on the numbers of 
refugee youth living in urban settings, it can be assumed to be a significant population.  

 Urban centers feel some of the most concentrated effects of environmental or climate changes, and are 
emerging as focal points for mitigating and responding to these challenges. Intensifying weather events 
(e.g. heat waves or storms) can have compounding effects in densely populated areas. Faced with more 
extreme events, many cities are looking for new approaches to manage and reduce negative climate outcomes. 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 The U.S.-China Climate Leaders Summit in Boston [May 2017]: Major cities are playing an ever growing role 

in driving coordination around climate response. Boston will host the third annual climate summit in May 2017, 
convening mayors and city leaders from around the world. This provides a clear moment for a new 
administration to make new urban-specific climate commitments in funding and policy. It also offers a moment 
for members of congress to work with city leadership in their home districts to support globally sustainable cities.   

 The World Economic Forum on Africa [May 2017]: Africa has the highest urbanization rate of any region, and 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://www.interaction.org/
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some 100 of the world’s fastest growing cities can be found on the continent.  As this growth continues, 
projections suggest that 50% of the continent’s population will be classified as urban in the next 20 years. The 
World Economic Forum, hosted in South Africa, offers an occasion at which to consider how food security, 
health programming, and economic growth and poverty reduction programs are evolving in the face of this 
change.  

 Sustainable Development Goals events and milestones during the the UN general assembly [September 
2017]:  In addition to urban centers playing a dominant role in Sustainable Development Goal 11, the sheer 
number of people living in urban and peri-urban areas suggests that UN events about the goals will have to 
feature urban-based work towards progress on all 17 goals.    

 World Habitat Day [October 2017]: Some 880 million people are estimated to live in inadequate housing in 
cities, and the number of slum dwellers is projected to double by 2030. World Habitat Day represents a logical 
time to announce progress against existing commitments to sustainable housing, or to announce new programs 
to address this gap. 

 The first anniversary of the New Urban Agenda [October 2017]: The purpose of the 2016 Habitat III 
conference was to reinvigorate the global commitment to sustainable urbanization, and to focus on the 
implementation of a New Urban Agenda, which builds on the Habitat Agenda of Istanbul in 1996. Coming out of 
this conference, the U.S. is expected to meet new policy commitments to build more sustainable and resilient 
urban environments.  

 The annual budget and program planning processes for assistance to countries receiving thousands of 
refugees [Ongoing]. These create logical moments to incorporate planning and resources for humanitarian 
assistance into existing urban development programs in countries likely to receive significant numbers of 
refugees. Unlike a camp, urban displaced populations are often scattered, making them difficult to identify. 
Youth in particular tend to be very mobile, with mobility being an important livelihood or security/housing 
strategy, and more reliant upon their own resilience and social networks. The inability to access data about, or 
provide information to vulnerable displaced persons can render them effectively invisible in urban settings, not 
only to protection and assistance organizations, but also to each other. Explicitly coordinating urban 
development programs with anticipated provision of humanitarian assistance for newly received refugees in 
neighboring cities would help to mitigate these challenges. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Habitat III Documents, 2016, http://bit.ly/2iBLOOJ 

 The 2016 World Cities Report, http://bit.ly/22niuti 

 The New Urban Agenda, 2016, http://bit.ly/2daUQSb 

 USAID Urban Knowledge Sharing Platform, 2016, http://bit.ly/22niuti 

 USAID Urban Policy, 2013, http://bit.ly/2jaZzoJ 
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EQUITABLE GLOBAL URBAN DEVELOPMENT:                                                        

GRAND CHALLENGE FOR THE 21ST CENTURY 

WHAT IS THE PROBLEM AND WHAT CAN THE USG DO? 
One of the key global strategic issues of the 21st century is the acceleration of urban population growth 

and the effects it is having and will increasingly have on people, planet and prosperity.  The USG, in its 

foreign assistance program and more generally, has not provided adequate focus on the inter-

connected challenges and potential of cities worldwide.  What is needed is a recognition that cities 

represent “systems” and that it takes a comprehensive approach to address them.  It is not enough 

simply for investment to occur with the hope that the “rising tide” will lift everyone.  Rather the USG 

should provide leadership to promote policies and approaches that foster integrated equitable 

investment and program, engaging rather than excluding citizens, and providing opportunities for 

individual advancement and achievement.  Cities can be the engines of their own development and 

shared prosperity, but new levers are needed, including financing mechanisms, frameworks, and 

policies, in order to ensure a sustainable future for us all.  

WHY? 
This is an urban world, with more than half of the population living in urban places; this number will 

increase to two thirds by mid-century.  Thus, what happens in cities globally will profoundly shape the 

world’s future.  This rapid growth has environmental, economic, social and governance implications.  

The many slums and informal settlements that surround most major cities in the developing world are a 

stark symbol for this negative side of the coin. If properly harnessed, urban can be associated with 

increased equity and equality, better quality of life for more people, effective climate change 

adaptation, and global benefits to be reaped from the talents and skills of the population.  On the 

negative side, increasing concentration of urban poverty, heightened inequality, and the enormous 

physical, economic and spatial divides that characterize many cities, particularly in the developing world, 

is a breeding ground for instability, public health crises and global insecurity.  The USG should be at the 

forefront of inclusive and equitable urban development, both at home and abroad.   

When barriers to inequality are recognized and overcome, cities become places of greater income 

equality and greater shared urban prosperity for all. 

WHO? 
Co-founded by Habitat for Humanity International (HFHI) and the National Association of Realtors (NAR), 

IHC Global is an independent, non-profit global membership coalition of organizations, businesses and 

individuals, bringing together private sector and civil society voices and committed to inclusive urban 

development.  

Our mission is to be a leading voice and catalyst for more equitable urban development worldwide and 

to support the vision for inclusive, resilient, safe, and sustainable cities embodied in Global Goal 11 of 

the 2030 Sustainable Development Agenda.  We are building a global network of concerned people to 

sustain local, national and global policy focus on urban issues and to bring about positive change. 
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HOW? 
IHC Global serves as a convener, thought leader and leading voice for sustainable and equitable cities 

and through 1) advocacy and awareness, 2) education and research on practical solutions, and 3) 

connecting the global and the local.  

Advocacy and awareness: IHC Global acts as an aggregating voice through its membership and 

constituency that influences policy around key urban equity drivers. We work to persuade donors, 
investors and other assistance providers to prioritize more sustainable, inclusive cities. 

Education and solution-oriented research on practical solutions: IHC Global uses it’s convening 

power, web-based knowledge resource, and wide network to stimulate debate, to analyze, distill, 
develop, and disseminate practical knowledge, and to provide solution-oriented research and analysis 
on urban policy and practice. 

Connecting the global and local: IHC Global utilizes our policy expertise and location in Washington, 
D.C., as well as our diverse global membership base, to link global conversations to on-the-ground 
realities and change. In a two-way interchange, IHC Global provides policy and practice 
recommendations in order to inform local planning and catalyze local action, as well as brings local 
solutions and realities into broader policy conversations. 

SIX POLICY PRIORITIES: 
IHC Global is focusing attention on six issue areas that are critical to achieving greater urban equity.  We 

advocate for these issues to be addressed within a comprehensive and integrated urban framework to 

guide development in each city.  These are areas where specific actions, when conceived within an 

overall urban framework that brings together investments and service delivery, can create greater 

equality.  With focused attention, they become drivers for positive change.  In the absence of attention, 

they are insurmountable barriers to equity and equality. 

 Climate Resilience and the Urban Poor 

 Urban Water and Sanitation 

 Gender and Land Security 

 Urban Food Security 

 Housing and Equitable Development 

 Migration and its Implications 

MORE INFO: 
 
Website:  www.ihcglobal.org  
Phone:  202.239.4401 

Email:  jhermanson@ihcglobal.org 

Address:  1424 K St NW, Suite 600, 

Washington, D.C. 20005 

http://www.ihcglobal.org/
mailto:jhermanson@ihcglobal.org
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Democracy, Governance and the 
Space for Civil Society 
 

Good governance fundamentally underpins the solutions to both development challenges and humanitarian 
crises. A vibrant civil society is necessary for transparent and accountable governance. Good governance is 
therefore stifled when governments close the space for civil society by targeting funding flows, denying 
international actors entry, and restricting the ability of local citizens to participate in their own political space. 
Thus, U.S. government investments in democracy, rights, and governance (DRG) programs are important for its 
national interest. DRG programs expand the space for a vibrant civil society and independent media; strengthen 
political and government institutions to be responsive to citizens’ needs; promote transparency and accountability; 
strengthen the rule of law; foster equitable economic growth; promote tolerance and inclusiveness; protect human 
and labor rights; and support free and fair elections. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Around the world, democratic norms and civil society are under threat as the operating space for civil 

society organizations erodes and democracy and human rights groups are under pressure. Governments 
use increasingly restrictive registration requirements, unevenly apply existing legal provisions, and actively impede 
the ability of groups to operate freely. The groups targeted often include humanitarian responders seeking to 
provide life-saving aid to those in distress, development actors wishing to bring social change, human rights 
defenders protecting their land, and those seeking sustainable economic change.  

 The incoming administration and 115th Congress can have a major positive impact for both U.S. civil 
society and in-country NGOs. Legislative and executive branch officials should prioritize support for DRG as 
central component of U.S. national security interests as a way to support our values and allies abroad and to 
promote an enabling environment for civil society. 

o The new administration should explicitly include DRG in broader U.S. foreign assistance and 
development policy through both independent programming by DRG organizations and integrated 
programming involving partnerships between DRG organizations and other sector leaders such as 
health or education organizations. 

o Congress should appropriate the necessary resources to implement DRG programs. Congress 
should ensure due consideration of core DRG values such as transparency, accountability, rule of law, 
and anticorruption, and acknowledge that local civil society groups are important partners in promoting 
those values. Congress must continue to recognize the unique benefits of grants and cooperative 
agreements in implementing such programs. 

o The new administration and Congress should revise the 2002 counter terrorism (CT) legal regime 
in order to enable U.S. civil society to support peacebuilding and humanitarian organizations. 
Presently, the administration’s guidelines related to the CT legal regime are unclear and out of date. 
There are no peacebuilding or humanitarian exemptions in the law. This prevents U.S. peacebuilding 
and humanitarian organizations from providing vital support. The new administration and Congress must 
act to provide clear guidelines and laws that do not stifle the freedom of association of U.S. civil society. 

 

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 The U.S. federal budget process [Annual]: The highly contentious budget climate of recent years has been 

detrimental to DRG and civil society. In 2012, U.S. government spending on DRG totaled over $2.8 billion. By 
2015, the amount spent fell to $1.9 billion. Congress acted to restore these cuts in the appropriations bills for fiscal 
years 2016 and 2017 and set aside specific DRG assistance so that funding would not be diverted for other 
purposes. The incoming administration must work with Congress to expand U.S. foreign assistance spending, 
including increased funds and a renewed commitment for DRG as nascent, fragile democracies need and 
welcome outside assistance to help consolidate responsive and accountable government and promote citizen 
engagement. While funding alone will not resolve the problem of closing civil society space, when coupled with 
strong presidential initiatives and congressional support, smart funding has a major impact on DRG and helps 
strengthen civil society. 

 U.S. Leadership in the Community of Democracies [Summer 2017]: The United States will host the 
Community of Democracies (COD) in Washington, D.C. in the summer of 2017. The COD “was established in in 
2000 to bring together governments, civil society, and the private sector in the pursuit of a common goal: 
supporting democratic rules and strengthening democratic norms and institutions around the world.” By attending 
and hosting COD, the incoming president has the opportunity to establish leadership in support of DRG and civil 
society and to highlight a supportive agenda early on in his/her presidency. In addition, high-level participation by 
newly confirmed cabinet leaders will further add importance to an issue area whose significance will increase over 
the next eight years. Finally, Congress can play a role in the COD by hosting the Parliamentarian Forum of the 
COD that, much like previous sessions, has allowed for U.S. members of Congress to collaborate with their 
legislative counterparts. 

 U.S. Global Leadership through the Sustainable Development Goals [September 2017 and Beyond]:  The 
multilateral arena also offers an opportunity to promote and expand DRG and civil society through the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs). Goal 16 calls for the global community to “[p]romote peaceful and inclusive societies 
for sustainable development, provide access to justice for all and build effective, accountable, and inclusive 
institutions at all levels.” The SDGs, including SDG 16, now require the full support of global leaders, including the 
United States, to enact supporting policies and provide funding for programming. The SDGs present an 
opportunity to better connect with local civil society and elicit country ownership. 

 

Additional Materials 
The last 12 years have provided a solid foundation on which to build a forward-looking DRG and civil society agenda. 
President George W. Bush initiated a Freedom Agenda that sought to "use our foreign assistance to promote 
democracy and good government.” President Barack Obama established the Stand with Civil Society Agenda, a 
“global call to action to support, defend, and sustain the operations of civil society organizations (CSOs) amid a rising 
tide of restrictions globally.” While these initiatives have supported civil society, autocrats and dictators responded in 
part by targeting funding flows, denying international actors entry, and restricting the ability of local citizens to 
participate in their own political space, including in many cases by criminalizing civil society organizations and activities. 
The U.S. must continue funding programs to protect NGO space and local partners. For more information, please see: 

 Aid Barriers and the Rise of Philanthropic Protectionism, 2015, bit.ly/2crXwYT 

 Anxious Dictators, Wavering Democracies: Global Freedom Under Pressure, 2016, bit.ly/2cGVIy9 

 Choose to Invest 2016: Democracy, Rights and Governance, 2016, bit.ly/2cGWOtN 

 Closing Space: Restrictions on Civil Society Around the World and U.S. Responses, 2016, Congressional 
Research Service  

 Stand with Civil Society: Best Practices, 2014, bit.ly/2d8Mb2I 

 State of Civil Society Report 2016, 2016, bit.ly/2cAU9fw 

 Why Government Target Civil Society and What Can Be Done in Response: A New Agenda, 2015, bit.ly/2cNYBut 
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Protecting and Integrating Migrants for More Vibrant Democracies 
 
A vibrant democracy relies on the integration, protection, and participation of all sectors of 
society, including migrants. The majority of the world’s estimated 247 million migrants are 

disenfranchised: marginalized in their origin countries because being away from home for years 

at a time does not allow them to participate in political, economic and social decisions; and 

excluded in their destination countries because they are often denied any rights as members of 

society. Denying migrants’ basic democratic rights increases the potential for human rights and 

labor abuses by governments and employers, contributes to instability between the local population 

and migrants, constrains space for civic participation and democratic development, and hampers 

inclusive economic growth.  Though the majority of the world’s countries are affected by 

migration, many governments continue to ignore and disenfranchise migrants, undermining social, 

political, and economic development.    

 

The overwhelming majority of migrants worldwide migrate for work, and globally they generate 

billions of dollars each year (over $581 billion in 2015).1  Governments are increasingly promoting 

labor migration as a development solution, with origin countries relying on remittances and 

destination countries depending on cheap labor of migrant workers. However, these economic 

gains occur at the expense of migrants’ rights as humans, citizens, and workers. Most destination 

countries deny migrant workers fundamental labor rights such as freedom of association and the 

right to organize, and many explicitly exclude them from labor law protections. Contracts and 

flexible labor market systems often force migrant workers into the informal economy, 

characterized by minimal regulation, few legal protections, no benefits, and an absence of labor 

standards. The economic marginalization of migrant workers compounds their social and political 

exclusion, creating a global class of people deprived of voice, agency, and basic rights, and 

contributing to a crisis of democracy worldwide.  

 

Currently, much of the US government international migration policy engagement is led by the 

State Department’s Bureau of Population, Refugees and Migration (PRM), which has particular 

expertise on migrants in crisis situations. To address to the democratic challenge posed by 
increasing migration and to safeguard the rights, dignity, and livelihoods of migrants, the 
US must broaden its approach to migration beyond crisis response to encompass democracy, 
rights, and governance (DRG) and labor rights issues.  
 

 Labor migration affects women’s economic empowerment.  In many developing countries 

women workers increasingly represent the majority of migrant and informal workers. As more 

women migrate, they become the largest share of exploited migrant workers.  

 Protecting migrant workers’ civil, human and worker rights is critical to maintaining 
civil society space and protecting democracy. Ensuring freedom of association and other 

rights for migrant workers increases inclusion and expands the democratic space for all citizens 

and civil society groups to exercise voice and agency. 

                                                           
1 http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-release/2016/04/13/remittances-to-developing-countries-edge-up-

slightly-in-201 



 
 

Solidarity Center 

www.solidaritycenter.org 

1130 Connecticut Avenue, NW Ste. 800 
Washington, DC 20036 
Phone:  202-974-8383 
Contact: Molly McCoy, Policy Director  mmccoy@solidaritycenter.org 
 

 Promoting freedom of association for migrant workers in both origin and destination countries 

empowers them with a voice and vehicle to advocate for their rights and livelihoods, 

contributing to shared prosperity and inclusive growth. 

 

Upcoming Opportunities 
 
Prioritize the SDGs on labor migration: The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development 

provides governments and multilateral organizations with globally accepted nationally applicable 

targets on migration and development. Together, SDGs 8, 10, and 16 promote the protection of 

labor rights, safe migration processes (including eradication of forced labor), secure working 

environments, access to justice and reducing the costs of migration for all migrant workers. The 

US should develop concrete measures to enact goals 8.7, 8.8, 10.7, 10c, and 16.3 in partnership 

with other governments, including by expanding job opportunities for migrant workers at home, 

protecting core labor rights and decent work for all migrant workers (including those in the 

informal economy), providing access to social protection, and creating avenues for participation 

in social dialogue. 

 

Increase foreign assistance programs to promote migrant worker rights and ensure that such 

programs are integrated with overall democracy, rights, and governance and inclusive growth 

frameworks. 

 

Promote the US government policy of no fees to migrant workers in the recruitment process. 

The US government should continue to expand its global leadership in promoting the policy of no 

recruitment fees to migrant workers to partner governments in bilateral and multilateral 

agreements, and in its own policies, procurement, and development programs. 

 

Enhance the role of U.S. government labor-related agencies in international migration 
policy. The US should enhance the roles of agencies with expertise in labor migration issues in 

forums such as the United Nations High-Level Dialogue on Migration and Development, Global 

Forum on Migration and Development, International Labor Organization (ILO) and International 

Organization for Migration (IOM), and in the development of the United Nations Global Compact 
on Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration. Alongside PRM, elevate the labor expertise of  State 

Department’s Special Representative on Labor Affairs; the International Labor Affairs Office at 

the Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor (DRL); the Labor Department’s Bureau of 

International Labor Affairs (DOL-ILAB) DRG staff at USAID in such policy spaces.   

 

Enforce migrant worker rights in trade agreements. The US should ensure that labor standards 

in bilateral and multilateral trade agreements are applied to all workers, including migrants. The 

US should condition GSP and other trade preferences on effectively addressing severe 

exploitation of migrant workers, like forced labor and other forms of human trafficking.  
 

tel:%2B1%20202-974-8383
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Pursuing Economic Growth 
 

The U.S. can maximize its support for positive economic outcomes with a diverse portfolio approach to economic 
assistance that promotes political and economic stability and expands the middle class worldwide; decreases 
youth unemployment and wealth inequality; promotes gender equality; increases access to electricity; provides 
pathways out of poverty; and increases government accountability. In essence, this is the same approach taken 
by any investor who diversifies his or her assets to ensure some level of return. To be effective, it requires more 
purposeful application of analysis, transparent evaluation and reporting, and a willingness to add legislative 
authorities that would allow existing assistance mechanisms to be responsive to global economic changes. 
Finally, given the ever-deepening relationships among global economic, political, and societal changes, it remains 
in the U.S. national interest to provide both economic development assistance and other types of support. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Drivers and constraints to inclusive economic growth vary by country, but persistent inequality and a 

shortage of decent work worldwide are undermining global progress on poverty reduction and 
equitable social development. No single type of foreign assistance intervention is the silver bullet for 
producing sustainable, inclusive economic growth in all countries. However, we know inclusive economic 
development is not possible without decent work—jobs that produce equal opportunity and sustainable 
livelihoods, respect worker rights, provide social protection and space for social dialogue—at its foundation. In 
policy terms, over the last 10 years there has been a clear recognition that inclusive growth fundamentally 
underpins a variety of foreign assistance and therefore foreign policy goals. Practically speaking, this 
sentiment also informs the way providers of economic development funds structure their programs. 
Specifically, the last 10 years brought greater use of preliminary economic assessment as a means of 
designing assistance programs that better contribute to sustainable, inclusive economic growth. 

 As an investor, the U.S. needs a strategically defined, diverse, economic assistance portfolio. Because 
the drivers and constraints to inclusive economic growth vary by country, the U.S. can maximize support for 
positive economic outcomes with a diverse portfolio approach to economic assistance. Maintaining a diverse 
economic assistance portfolio means recognizing the value of different tools and using them where they can 
be most effective. At the fore of these efforts should be investments that build the social, governance, and 
labor market institutions that enable citizens to access and share in the benefits of economic growth. 

 Economic and noneconomic issues are evermore intertwined. Economic development assistance is only 
one part of the broader U.S. foreign assistance toolbox, which also includes humanitarian relief, security 
assistance, and support for democracy and governance. There is a compelling case to be made for each of 
these of investments, from maternal health, to water and sanitation, to post-conflict community development. 
What may be less immediately intuitive is that there are also economic rationales for supporting the broader 
range of U.S. foreign assistance. Because there are fewer economic opportunities for traditionally 
marginalized populations, many development programs designed to support these groups have an economic 
dimension to them. Consequently, a variety of development programs that appear noneconomic at first glance 
may in fact directly support economic goals. 

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 Respond to proposed authorizations that would allow U.S. aid agencies to better align operations with 

the dynamism of today’s economy [Ongoing]: Virtually all U.S. aid agencies managing any piece of the 
U.S. foreign assistance portfolio express a desire to mirror the speed, agility, and investment outcomes of our 
dynamic private sector. Many of them are seeking specific incremental adjustment in their authorities that 
allow for greater efficiency or flexibility. Whether considering a proposal for Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation to re-deploy the income it generates, for the Millennium Challenge Corporation to make regional 
investments, or for USAID to have resource flexibility to support the implementation of key country strategies, 
practically approaching these incremental changes could quietly revolutionize the effectiveness of U.S. 
economic assistance.   

 Support and expand Inclusive Models—including Country Development and Cooperation Strategies 
(CDCSs) [Ongoing]: Development programming is often impacted by economic volatility. As a result, efforts 
to incorporate inclusive economic growth in the overarching policy and development agenda must continue. 
Many federal agencies incorporate policy focused on inclusive economic growth—one of four strategic 
priorities outlined in the Department of State and USAID’s 2015 Quadrennial Diplomacy and Development 
Review—so that the marginalized and impoverished see the benefits of economic growth. USAID includes 
inclusive growth policy in many of its CDCSs (the five-year strategies that guide its assistance programming) 
and the Department of State is committed to advancing the Shared Prosperity Agenda, an effort to recognize 
the role that economic factors have in many foreign policy challenges. The incoming administration and 
Congress can have impact by ensuring inclusive models are retained and expanded in the CDCSs and that 
they receive the proper funding and oversight. 

 Implement the Power Africa Initiative to support critical investments in economic infrastructure 
[Ongoing]: Unreliable access to electricity foils the economic productivity of families, businesses, and entire 
economies. This unreliable base of economic activity further undermines the sustainability of many other U.S. 
development and humanitarian programs. Over the past several years, the United States has taken great 
steps to establish and make use of mechanisms to invest in core energy infrastructure. Doing so with eyes to 
economic, social, and environmental sustainability should deliver strong, calculable returns. In addition, 
ensuring that energy and infrastructure programs include mechanisms for citizen monitoring and oversight, 
participation, and capacity building for grassroots citizen and worker groups can strengthen transparency and 
democratic governance as a secondary outcome of infrastructure investment. This could be complemented by 
the implementation of legislation such as the Digital Global Access Policy Act (GAP). 

 Elevate mutually reinforcing trade and development goals in the AGOA reauthorization process 
[Ongoing]: The African Growth and Opportunity Act (AGOA) is a preferential trade program between the U.S. 
and qualifying nations in sub-Saharan Africa. First signed into law in 2000 and most recently reauthorized in 
2015, AGOA works to expand U.S. trade and investment in Africa; stimulate economic growth; and facilitate 
sub-Saharan Africa’s integration into the global economy. The reauthorization extends the original mandate of 
AGOA. This includes substantive language expanding the authority of the Millennium Challenge Corporation 
to sign concurrent compacts with neighboring African countries to promote regional integration; and 
amendments recognizing the need for trade capacity building in sub-Saharan African nations to help 
overcome barriers to trade. The major international opportunity to engage on AGOA is the Annual AGOA 
Forum. The forum, mandated in the AGOA legislation, is an annual convening of U.S. and African 
government leaders, private sector actors, and members of civil society to discuss current trade and relations, 
new opportunities, and trade-related challenges. The forum takes place each September, often at rotating 
locations. The 2016 forum was held in Washington, D.C. on September 26. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Economic Rates of Return, bit.ly/2dpjvhc  

 Inclusive Economic Growth for Poverty Eradication, bit.ly/2cAyVTr 
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Promoting Inclusive Economic Growth Through Decent Work 
 
Promoting inclusive growth is a critical underpinning of US stability and security in an 
interconnected global economy, as well as a moral imperative of development policy.  The 2015 

Quadrennial Diplomacy and Development Review (QDDR) states: “Sustained inclusive economic 

growth...promotes political and economic stability and expands the middle class worldwide. 

Inclusive growth does not simply add to a nation’s GDP; it decreases youth unemployment and 

wealth inequality, promotes gender equality, increases access to electricity, provides pathways out 

of poverty, and increases government accountability.”1 The National Security Strategy similarly 

recognizes that promoting inclusive growth globally is key to American’s economic future: “…the 

American consumer cannot sustain global demand—growth must be more balanced. To meet this 

challenge, we must... promote inclusive development.”2    

 

Inclusive growth is achievable through a concerted effort on creating decent work globally, 

especially for historically disenfranchised people.  Decent work delivers workers a fair income, 

social protection, rights and a voice at work, equal opportunity and treatment, and the prospect of 

personal development and social integration. The Sustainable Development Goals explicitly 

recognize the primacy of decent work to democratic stability and to making poverty reduction 

sustainable, stating:  “A continued lack of decent work opportunities, insufficient investments and 

under-consumption lead to an erosion of the basic social contract underlying democratic societies: 

that all must share in progress….Poverty eradication is only possible through stable and well-paid 

jobs.” To achieve inclusive growth, the US must make the creation of decent work both a 
primary objective and a key approach of development programs and policy.   
 
Decent work is a pathway to gender equality.  Only about half of women worldwide are in the 

labor force (compared to 75% of men), representing a 2% decline in women’s labor market 

participation since 1995.3  Women are more concentrated in informal and unprotected work and 

at the bottom levels of global supply chains, where access to social protection, freedom of 

association, and protection from discrimination and gender-based violence at work is lacking. 

Globally, the gender wage gap is 77 percent. Increasing women’s participation and earnings 

through decent work is the best way to close wage and participation gaps for the majority of women 

worldwide, increase women’s economic empowerment, and provide girls with a brighter future.  

Closing the wage and participation gaps could increase women’s income globally by up to 76%.4   

Decent work strengthens democracy and protects civil society space.  Freedom of association, 

a tenet of decent work, provides working people with the means to call on their governments to 

uphold laws, protect human rights, and be a force for democracy, shared prosperity and inclusive 

economic development. Trade unions and other democratic worker organizations are self-

sustaining and cut across gender, ethnic and religious lines, helping to counter economic and social 

exclusion in the poorest countries by providing space for disenfranchised workers, including 

                                                           
1 http://www.state.gov/s/dmr/qddr/240902.htm 
2 https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/2015_national_security_strategy.pdf 
3 http://unstats.un.org/unsd/gender/downloads/WorldsWomen2015_chapter4_t.pdf 
4 http://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/close_the_gap_final_21.01.2015.pdf 
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women, minorities and migrant workers to advocate on their own behalf. Often the largest 

membership-based civil society organizations in their country, they are a training ground for 

citizens to exercise democratic representation and open space for other civil society organizations 

to operate and thrive. According to the UN, “[Worker rights] are key to the realization of both 

democracy and dignity, since they enable people to voice and represent their interests, to hold 

governments accountable and to empower human agency.”5 

Upcoming Opportunities 

Promote Sustainable Development Goal 8 as a priority, and as a means to progress on other 
SDGs: The US should prioritize implementation SDG 8, Promote sustained, inclusive, and 
sustainable economic growth, full and productive employment and decent work for all, through an 

inter-agency process that facilitates coordination between the Department of Labor and other 

federal agencies to provide coherent and continued attention to gender-inclusive employment and 

worker rights issues in foreign policy and development programs.  Successful implementation of 

SDG 8 directly contributes to progress on other SDGs, including SDG1 (ending poverty), SDG5 

(achieving gender equality), and SDG 10 (reducing inequality). 

Redefine Trade Capacity Building Programs to Build Capacity for Labor Rights: Recent 

trade capacity building programs have failed to build an enabling environment for poverty 

reduction, labor rights enforcement, and worker empowerment in countries that trade with the US, 

leading to the growth of exploitative, dangerous, and low-wage jobs overseas that put American 

workers on an unequal playing field.  The US should refocus trade capacity building on programs 

that contribute to an enabling environment for decent work, including by strengthening functional 

labor market institutions like labor inspectorates, minimum wages setting mechanisms, and 

collective bargaining that enable workers to share in potential economic gains from trade.   

Prioritize decent work in programs that support the Alliance for Prosperity: The lack of 

social mobility and economic opportunity is a key “push” factor motivating young Central 

Americans migrating to the US, along with violence and insecurity.  In programs to support the 

Alliance for Prosperity, the US should prioritize approaches that pave the way for decent work and 

sustainable economic development, such as apprenticeship and workforce development programs 

for young workers that lead to stable, formal employment opportunities in growing economic 

sectors.  

 

Promote decent work in AGOA implementation: The African Growth and Opportunity Act’s 

renewal in 2015 for an additional 10 years presents an opportunity to assess how the agreement 

can better contribute to improved job creation and economic outcomes for African people. In 

ongoing AGOA forums and dialogue processes with African governments, the US should promote 

strategies that encourage decent work creation, adherence to labor standards, and the development 

of sustainable, ethical sourcing locations that will be attractive to investors when AGOA expires.  

                                                           
5 http://freeassembly.net/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/A_71_385_AUV.pdf 
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Ending Modern Slavery 
 

According to recent estimates, almost 21 million people worldwide are victims of forced labor, including 11.4 
million women and girls and 9.5 million men and boys. The International Labor Organization has identified forced 
labor as a particularly acute problem in the domestic work, agriculture, construction, manufacturing, and 
entertainment sectors. People who suffer from violence and discrimination, particularly women and ethnic 
minorities, are at greater risk of being manipulated by unscrupulous recruiters and employers to work in foreign 
lands, subjected to debt bondage, trafficked into the sex trade, forced into marriage, or forced by repressive 
regimes to work in labor camps. This is modern slavery, and while this scourge is particularly acute in countries 
that are unable or unwilling to protect the human rights of their citizens and residents, it exists in every nation in 
the world. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 When displaced populations cannot access legal and formal work, livelihoods programming, and/or 

cash-transfers, they are more vulnerable to being trafficked or enslaved. Refugees and internally 
displaced persons often face legal obstacles that prevent them from finding safe, legal, and legitimate work. 
Host governments frequently deny them the right to work. They may also lack or be denied proper identifying 
documentation. Under these conditions, exploitative labor is far more common—especially for children—and 
people are too afraid to come forward to report abuse because they have been denied state protection. 
Without the full protection of labor laws, this exploitation may also drive down prevailing wages and labor 
standards for the broader population of a country or region. 

 Children and adolescents are frequently targeted by modern slavery. Children under the age of 18 account 
for 44% of the forced laborers who are moved internally or internationally; and this movement is heavily 
associated with forced sexual exploitation. The recent influx of unaccompanied children into the United States 
illustrates that this is not just a problem in developing countries. It also highlights the need to provide better 
access to services and legal protections for vulnerable children both domestically and internationally. 

 The measurements, methodologies, definitions, and indicators used to develop data on human 
trafficking and other forms of forced labor are still in desperate need of improvement. The United States 
government must work with international partners to develop stronger indicators, investigative mechanisms 
(including questions to be asked of recipients of assistance), and information sharing to generate more robust, 
accurate, and comprehensive assessments of modern slavery. For example, sharing data between national 
hotlines regionally or along trafficking routes can increase coordination, provide tactical insights and better 
understanding of victim vulnerabilities, and identify trafficking hotspots and high-risk industries. 

 Flexible and multifaceted approaches to finding and providing assistance to hidden recipients will 
give implementing agencies and partners the ability to tailor their programming to the contexts they 
operate in. In certain cultures, the issue of human trafficking may not be easy to raise. Therefore, the process 
of addressing the issue in a particular place must take into account specific, local social norms. For example, 
in China, one nongovernmental organization had to fold its work on this issue into other programming. 

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://www.ilo.org/global/topics/forced-labour/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/topics/forced-labour/policy-areas/statistics/lang--en/index.htm
https://www.interaction.org/
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 Reauthorization of the Trafficking Victims Protection Authorization Act [Expires in 2017]. Key priorities 

include taking up a discussion of how USAID can better integrate counter-trafficking programming into its 
humanitarian and development assistance. Existing programming may be leveraged to widen awareness of 
trafficking. For example, counter-trafficking programming can be better integrated directly into humanitarian 
assistance (particularly community-based protection and child protection programming). A second priority 
area of focus is on the need for a strategy to address the root causes of vulnerability to human trafficking. For 
example, workers who can exercise their collective voice are much less likely to be trafficked or otherwise 
exploited. The United States’ international programming and assistance can work to continually increase the 
number of workers—host country nationals and immigrants—in the formal and informal economies who are 
covered by strong labor law protections and effective labor inspection regimes. 

 The creation of a comprehensive interagency plan to enforce the legal prohibition on importing to the 
U.S. goods made with forced labor [Ongoing]. Congress acted decisively in 2016 to close a legal loophole 
known as the consumptive demand clause which allowed the U.S. to import goods known to be made with 
forced labor. A comprehensive interagency plan is the next logical step to fully implement this change in the law. 
While the Department of Homeland Security can and should initiate investigations to prevent such goods from 
entering the United States, there must also be coordination—with agencies such as the Departments of State, 
Labor, Justice, and Health and Human Services, as well as with civil society actors, such as labor unions and 
worker rights organizations that monitor supply chains—to ensure enforcement looks at the origin of such goods 
and continues even if such goods slip through and make it into the United States. The strategy should also 
identify areas of overlap with other relevant policies and enforcement mechanisms such as Federal Acquisition 
Regulation (FAR) prohibitions on trafficking in persons-related activities in federal contracts. 

 Address the federal supply chain problems highlighted by the Government Accounting Office and the 
Commission on Wartime Contracting in Iraq and Afghanistan [Ongoing]. The United States can better 
advance transparent and slave-free supply chains by assuring that federal contractors and subcontractors are 
clear about the origin of their goods and services procured by the federal government. While updates to the 
FAR in 2015 were an important first step to address these problems, a comprehensive approach to federal 
supply chains is necessary to ensure that taxpayer money does not support the procurement of goods and 
services made under conditions of forced labor. Current rulemaking to clarify a definition of recruitment fees in 
federal contracts should be expedited so federal policy is more protective of potential victims of trafficking. 

 Incorporate counter-trafficking programming into the transition from humanitarian relief to 
development assistance [Ongoing]. One area where international actors frequently fail vulnerable 
populations is when a crisis ends and recovery begins. In this context, resources needed for humanitarian 
protection and support often disappear. More coordinated and effective programming that spans the gap 
between relief and development could help countries and communities build their own capacity to combat 
modern slavery over time. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Collateral Damage, 2007, bit.ly/2d6KiS8 

 Testimony of Shawna Bader-Blau, Executive Director, Solidarity Center, before United States Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 2015, bit.ly/2d6H1Cw 

 Trafficking in Persons, 2016, bit.ly/2d6IVD9 
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End Worker Exploitation to End Human Trafficking  

Human trafficking is one of the worst forms of worker abuse, and is linked to various 
forms of labor exploitation including forced labor, debt bondage, involuntary servitude and 
other types of compelled service. Trafficking for labor exploitation occurs globally and across 

economic sectors. US and international definitions of human trafficking clearly include forced 

labor, but public understanding of human trafficking is often limited to forced prostitution or 

commercial sexual exploitation. Consequently, victims of trafficking for labor exploitation go 

unidentified and unassisted. Immigration officials regularly misidentify trafficked migrant 

workers as undocumented workers and deport them, while police and labor inspectors fail to 

recognize involuntary servitude or debt bondage in sectors such as agriculture, domestic work, 

construction and other sectors as human trafficking, and instead see labor rights abuses that do 

not require urgent intervention.  

Protecting the rights of all workers is key to ending human trafficking. According to the 

International Labor Organization (ILO), “Where labor standards are rigorously adhered to, 

workers are well unionized and labor laws are monitored and enforced – for all workers, 

indigenous or migrant – the demand for trafficked people and services is likely to be low.” For 

example, in Liberia, freedom of association for rubber plantation workers directly led to the 

elimination of forced and child labor on a plantation when workers organized the Firestone 

Agricultural Workers Union of Liberia (FAWUL) and successfully negotiated higher wages, 

manageable production quotas, and improvements in working conditions.  The US Department 

of Labor honored the union’s achievement with a 2010 award recognizing FAWUL’s 

extraordinary efforts to eliminate child labor.  

To eradicate human trafficking, the US must address forced labor by promoting worker 
rights and combatting the root causes of worker exploitation. 

According to the ILO1: 

 Forced labor is the most prevalent form of human trafficking. 
 Of 21 million people who are victims of forced labor globally, 18.7 million (90 %) 

are exploited in the private sector by individuals or businesses. Of those, 14.2 million 

(68%) are victims of forced labor exploitation in economic activities, like agriculture, 

construction, domestic work or manufacturing (versus 22% in forced sexual exploitation) 

 55% of victims of forced labor are women and girls  
 74% (15.4 million) of victims are adults age 18 years and over 

 

Upcoming Opportunities  

The 2017 reauthorization of the Trafficking Victims Protection Authorization Act 

                                                           
1 http://www.ilo.org/global/about-the-ilo/newsroom/news/WCMS_181961/lang--en/index.htm 
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(TVPRA) is an opportunity to improve the US approach to human trafficking to better 
address forced labor. TVPRA can be strengthened to include directives to agencies on 

programming, funding, and reporting requirements to address the root causes of vulnerability to 

human trafficking, including through promotion of worker rights.  

Build on successful Congressional action in 2016 to repeal the “consumptive demand 
loophole” in the 1930 Tariff Act through aggressive enforcement of the law’s forced labor 
provisions.  To effectively enforce the law, the US must improve inter-agency coordination on 

enforcement, utilizing both civil and criminal tools. DHS Custom and Border Protection (CBP) 

and Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) units must strictly enforce the prohibition on 

the importation of goods into the U.S. made with forced or child labor, including through self-

initiation of cases. The US must promulgate, with significant civil society input, new regulations 

and practices on this provision of the Act. 

Restore the integrity of the Department of State’s annual Trafficking in Persons Report 
(TIP report) by ensuring that country tier rankings and narratives are delinked from 
political considerations. The U.S. Department of State should take internal measures to delink 

political considerations from decisions on tier rankings of countries, and publicly disclose how it 

determines particular Tier rankings.  For countries listed on Tier 3 or the Tier 2-Watch List, the 

US should suspend trade benefits pending demonstrable, concrete steps to address human 

trafficking. 

Support robust US foreign assistance programs to combat human trafficking alongside the 
End Modern Slavery Initiative (EMSI) EMSI and other public-private partnerships to end 

human trafficking must be accompanied by strong US government leadership to ensure a holistic 

approach to addressing forced labor including prevention strategies that respond to root causes of 

trafficking, along with protection of victims and prosecution of traffickers. The US should 

increase foreign assistance funding for approaches that ensure safe migration for workers (pre- 

and post-departure training for workers on their rights in countries of destination, enforcement of 

labor standards, extension of meaningful whistleblower protections to trafficked workers, and 

strengthening the enabling environment for worker rights and access to justice) and programs to 

prevent human trafficking through labor law strengthening and enforcement. Public-private 

initiatives like EMSI must not be funded by defunding other human rights priorities such as 

worker rights and eliminating gender-based violence, and must be integrated into other US 

development approaches, such as the promotion of democracy, human rights, and governance.  

Promote the US government policy of no fees to migrant workers in the recruitment process. 

Payment of recruitment fees increases workers’ vulnerability to debt bondage. The US government 

should continue to expand its global leadership in promoting the policy of no recruitment fees to 

migrant workers to partner governments in bilateral and multilateral agreements, such as in the 

development of the United Nation’s Global Compact on Safe, Regular, and Orderly Migration, as 

well as in its own policies, procurement, and development programs.  
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Improving Humanitarian Response  
to a World in Crisis 
 

The world is in crisis. Civilians are fleeing conflict in numbers not seen since the end of World War II. Global pandemics 
such as Ebola and Zika continue to emerge. Weather hazards are occurring more frequently. Humanitarian action is 
central to alleviating the suffering of populations caught in these evermore numerous and enduring armed conflicts, as 
well as those who find themselves and their assets affected by recurring natural disasters.  

More than ever, U.S. leadership is needed to address these growing humanitarian challenges and needs, 
encouraging others to join in the defense of the essential values that are embodied in international humanitarian 
law.  

Humanitarian action is distinct from development assistance as it is provided specifically to save lives affected by 
conflict and natural disasters. While humanitarian and development actors can and should coordinate their efforts, 
humanitarian aid assists people in meeting their basic needs (such as food, water, shelter, and health care) and 
provides specific protection for the most vulnerable. Humanitarian nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) adhere 
to overarching foundational principles that guide their daily operations: 

 Humanity: Human suffering must be addressed wherever it is found. The purpose of humanitarian action is 
to protect life and health and to ensure respect of human beings; 

 Impartiality: Humanitarian action must be carried out on the basis of need alone, regardless of nationality, 
race, religious beliefs, class, or political opinions; 

 Neutrality: Humanitarian actors must not take sides in hostilities or engage in controversies of a political, 
racial, religious, or ideological nature; and 

 Independence: Humanitarian action must be autonomous from the political, economic, and military 
objectives of any other actor in areas where humanitarian action is being implemented.  

Humanitarian action is, however, itself under attack, not only in its founding principles, but also through the 
repeated targeting of its personnel and programs. Governments, led by the U.S., need to recommit to supporting 
the daily delivery of life-saving assistance, making it more effective, accountable, and safe, while also ensuring it 
is resourced commensurate with need. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 The United States government has been the main provider of financial resources to respond to 

humanitarian crises around the world and has increased its contributions in the face of proliferating 
crises. The chasm between need and funding is however still growing year after year, and the U.S. 
administration needs to be bolder in its financial commitments and continue to forcefully advocate on the 
global stage for more support to humanitarian crises.  

 The United States government played a pivotal role in the first-ever World Humanitarian Summit, held 
in May 2016, a meeting that committed nations and organizations to more effective and modern means to 
provide humanitarian assistance in the years to come. One of the concrete outcomes of the summit is the 
Grand Bargain between donor states, UN organizations, and NGOs: a list of 10 simple yet transformative 
joint-commitments that the U.S. government should strive to implement within its own structures.  

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
http://www.unhcr.org/en-us/news/latest/2016/6/5763b65a4/global-forced-displacement-hits-record-high.html
http://ebolaresponse.un.org/
http://www.who.int/emergencies/zika-virus/response/en/
https://www.unisdr.org/2015/docs/climatechange/COP21_WeatherDisastersReport_2015_FINAL.pdf
https://docs.unocha.org/sites/dms/Documents/OOM-humanitarianprinciples_eng_June12.pdf
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-mideast-crisis-syria-idUSKCN11P146
http://www.nytimes.com/2016/08/16/world/middleeast/yemen-doctors-without-borders-hospital-bombing.html
https://fts.unocha.org/
https://www.worldhumanitariansummit.org/
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 The United States took on a leadership role at the Leaders’ Summit on Refugees, pledging to do more 
to address the three pillars of the summit: resettlement, funding, and livelihood opportunities. 

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Implementation of the Grand Bargain on humanitarian financing [Ongoing]: The process has now 

begun in earnest. We call on the United States to implement its commitments and continue the process of 
maintaining a unified U.S. government voice on humanitarian issues. 

 The anniversary of the World Humanitarian Summit [May 2017]: This anniversary will provide an 
opportunity to reflect on the commitments made by the U.S. government on increasing funding, investing in 
system reform, and upholding international humanitarian law. 

 Develop a monitoring framework for commitments made at the Leaders’ Summit on Refugees 
[Ongoing]: The Leaders’ Summit opened new avenues for increasing refugees’ self-reliance and inclusion 
through opportunities for education and legal work. It is essential that the new administration, with the support 
of civil society, develops a monitoring framework to support nations’ commitments to refugees. 

 The change in UN overall leadership and the expected change of the UN Emergency Relief 
Coordinator [Early 2017]: A turnover in leadership at the United Nations marks an opportunity for the U.S. to 
demonstrate its commitment to the humanitarian agenda by ensuring that the most qualified candidates get 
the jobs and to provide inspiring leadership in a world of ever-growing humanitarian need and challenges to 
the humanitarian community writ large.  

 

Additional Materials 
 The Grand Bargain – A Shared Commitment to Better Serve People in Need, 2016, bit.ly/2d3Rg8J 

 U.S. NGO Commitments for the World Humanitarian Summit, 2016, bit.ly/2cFPYlo 
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CRS EXPERIENCE  
Catholic Relief Services has provided humanitarian assistance to people in need for more than 70 years. In 
2015 alone, CRS reached over 13.2 million people, investing $264 million in 46 countries through our 
emergency preparedness, response and recovery work. In response to natural disasters and complex 
emergencies, CRS works to save lives immediately, and then supports communities’ recovery by assisting 
them with livelihoods and shelter, disaster risk reduction and strengthening civil society. In addition, CRS 
helps communities around the world prevent future man-made disasters through peacebuilding programs 
that promote forgiveness and help rebuild trusting relationships between households and communities 
affected by violence. The agency also supports programs that prepare communities for recurring shocks 
attributed to climate change and natural disasters, and helps mitigate their impacts through disaster risk 
reduction. CRS participated in the InterAction humanitarian pledge of $1.2 billion from 2016-2018.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE U.S. GOVERNMENT 
The World Humanitarian Summit’s Grand Bargain outcome ushered forward commitments to make the 
humanitarian system more targeted and effective to meet unprecedented humanitarian need. We remind 
the U.S. government of these commitments and emphasize the following: 
 
1. Robust funding for humanitarian assistance is not the solution, but still very necessary.  The World 

Humanitarian Summit brought forward broad recognition that additional funding for humanitarian 
needs is not the solution to a system that is “not just broke, but broken.”1 However, robust funding is 
still needed to meet humanitarian needs as they continue to grow with unceasing conflict in Syria 
and more extreme weather events globally. CRS emphasizes the particular need for disaster risk 
reduction funding to prevent shocks at the outset, and recovery funding when the emergency is no 
longer in the public eye. 
 

2. Follow the mantra: “local first.” The Grand Bargain recognized the import of non-traditional actors 
and emphasized the indelible role of local and national actors as first responders. Much aligned with 
the Catholic principle of “subsidiarity,” which emphasizes the primacy of the smaller entity closest to 
the situation at hand, CRS promotes the primary role of local actors in decision making during a 
humanitarian response. We commend the U.S. government’s current plans to establish country and 
regional-based pooled fund mechanisms led by INGOs to allow greater access to funding for local 
NGOs. In addition, CRS recommends the U.S. government grant long-term funding to NGOs and 
partners to help build the capacity of local institutions through direct accompaniment, job 
shadowing and peer-to-peer support, which have proven effective in strengthening local institutions.2 
We also recognize the need to perform research to better understand how local NGOs are best able 
to respond to emergency humanitarian needs, as well as participate in and influence the 
humanitarian infrastructure.  

 
3. Continue to hone cash-readiness of implementers. The Grand Bargain brought forth a series of 

commitments to bring to scale cash-based assistance that goes hand in hand with longer-term 

                                                           
1 Dickinson, Elizabeth. Humanitarian System Just Broke or Also Broken? Devex, May 24, 2016. 
2 From interviews with CRS partner organizations in India, Indonesia, Jordan, Lebanon and Syria, including five 
Muslim faith-based community organizations, two Caritas members, and two religious communities. 

Program and Policy Recommendations  
Making humanitarian response more effective  
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responses for the displaced. Multi-sector cash programming can meet basic needs, uphold individual 
dignity to make decisions about how best to meet these needs, and support local markets. To do so, 
the U.S. government will have to plan for and fund the necessary supports for putting cash-based 
systems in place, including addressing the sector-specific mandates of donor agencies which are 
limiting, supporting NGOs to build cash readiness of local partners, sharing learning, and carrying out 
pre-crisis market assessments in high-risk environments within ongoing development programs.  

 
4. Look at long-term needs in humanitarian emergencies. More and longer-term funding for 

humanitarian assistance should be linked to DRR and development approaches to build up 
communities that are most prone to the effects of shocks and stresses. This is particularly relevant to 
the unprecedented 65 million people who are forcibly displaced and living away from home for years, 
if not decades. This will make it possible to effect change over the long-term so vulnerable 
communities are better able to cope with disasters in the future.  
 

5. Promote an integrated approach to emergency assistance. Integrating emergency assistance with 
protection, peacebuilding and other technical areas makes responses more effective. In complex 
crises, emergency assistance should be preceded by conflict analysis, and integrate peace-seeking 
solutions such as building social cohesion, working through local faith institutions and addressing 
issues of justice and poverty. Similarly, disaster risk reduction activities should be integrated into 
emergency response as often as possible, and funded more generously to help people in high-risk 
areas prepare for future shocks.  

 
6. Lead difficult efforts to reform the United Nations. With less funding available to respond to growing 

humanitarian needs, particularly the long-term needs of the displaced, improving the efficiency and 
effectiveness of the humanitarian system is critical. While the World Humanitarian Summit and UN 
Summit on Refugees were prime opportunities to address some of the systematic inefficiencies of the 
current system, they remain unaddressed. Therefore, we call on the U.S. government, as a primary 
donor to the U.N. and its humanitarian causes, to lead efforts to make the system work better-- first 
and foremost to hold the U.N. accountable to its Grand Bargain commitment to “break out of silos 
and collaborate much more”.3  
 
The U.N. has an important role as a convener and coordinator that can tap into local networks and 
expertise, and help establish integrated response strategies and, as appropriate, act as logistics 
manager. Rather than the U.N. also acting as donor, funding should take the most direct and least 
costly route to implementers, such as through the creation of a rapid response fund to get funding 
expediently when emergency strikes, managed and programmed directly by NGOs. The U.S. 
government should also seek and support alternatives to the current humanitarian system, such as 
an “integrated response,” or “neighborhood,” approach.4 With one lead NGO assigned to an area or 
neighborhood, identifying multi-sectoral needs, registering participants and coordinating response 
activities in collaboration with local state leadership and affected populations would be streamlined.  

For more information, please contact Jennifer Poidatz at Jennifer.poidatz@crs.org.  

                                                           
3 United Nations, Department of Public Information, Secretary-General Calls World Humanitarian Summit Unique 

Chance to Show Solidarity with 125 Million People in Immediate Crisis, SG/SM/17648-IHA/1390,  

April 4, 2016.  
4 “Integrated Response Approach: Discussion paper” accessed online at 
https://communitydevblog.files.wordpress.com/2016/05/integratedresponseapproach.pdf 
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BACKGROUND   
In FY 14, a surge of 68,000 unaccompanied children from Mexico and Central America presented 
themselves to Border Patrol at the United States’ southern border, while a similar number of young family 
units did the same. Yet the U.S. humanitarian response to date has been inadequate given the scale of 
need, lacking facilities to adequately host these children and families. After a decrease in the number of 
arrivals in FY 15, due in large part to pressure on the Government of Mexico to interdict more children 
through the Southern Border Program, particularly high numbers of children and families arrived in the first 
six months of 2016.1  
 
High levels of violence in Guatemala, Honduras, and El Salvador, known as the Northern Triangle, 
combined with crippling corruption and nearly complete impunity, left many children to feel they had 
no choice but to flee. Many children flee gangs enforcing policies forcing them to either join the gang or 
be killed, while other children have suffered the killing of family members. Gangs have increasingly 
collaborated with international drug cartels, making them more ruthless and better-resourced. Most of 
those vulnerable to gangs or other criminal activity come from poor or broken homes, and are 
unprotected even in their schools, where gangs force children to act as drug mules. 
 
CRS EXPERIENCE  
At CRS, we believe that youth are part of the solution to the crisis.  Many of those fleeing violence are 
so-called “ni-ni’s” – neither in school nor working.  We subscribe to the theory of change that we must 
interrupt the violence through primary, secondary, and tertiary interventions. Primary intervention 
seeks to strengthen children and families and their communities before they fall into crisis. This includes 
programs such as community centers and before-and-after school programs. Secondary intervention 
aims to provide opportunity and protection to those on the margins of criminal activity, such as youth 
empowerment programs, such as CRS’ Jovenes Constructores. Tertiary intervention requires helping 
those in prison reintegrate into society.  
 
CRS programming in the region has sought to strengthen families and education; and to further 
economic opportunity through youth empowerment, rural revitalization, and internal savings and 
lending communities. Our flagship Jovenes Constructores program – based on the US Youthbuilders 
model – helps at-risk youth to learn the soft and hard skills necessary to thrive and be agents of change 
in their communities.  After succeeding with an 80% retention rate in the pilot with 5,000 youth in El 
Salvador, the program is now scaling up in various partnerships with the Government of El Salvador, the 
InterAmerican Development Bank and the Department of Labor’s International Labor Bureau. CRS’ Food 
for Education program in Intibucá province – one of Honduras’ poorest – increased literacy there by 22% 
in just three years. Nutritional interventions, better quality education, and improved attendance are all 
critical factors in this success.  Finally, CRS’ agricultural interventions throughout the region aim to keep 
rural families together, enabling them to compete in a globalized marketplace. 
 
 

                                                      
1 This is the latest data available at the time of this writing 

Program and Policy Recommendations  
Address root causes compelling flight of unaccompanied 
children from Central America 

 



RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE U.S. GOVERNMENT 
Based on our experience working in Northern Triangle countries, and addressing the current crisis, CRS 
makes the following recommendations to the U.S. government:  
 

1. Recognize the crisis for what it is: largely a refugee crisis. Though it is clearly difficult to untangle 
from traditional economic migration without adequate due process, adequate protection in line 
with humanitarian and human rights law must be afforded those fleeing. We must 
simultaneously work to address the root causes of flight over the longer term, by investing in 
youth and their communities.  
 

2. Expand and expedite the Central American Minors program. Those fleeing gangs and violence 
often cannot afford the thousands of dollars charged by coyotes to bring them north, and untold 
numbers never survive the treacherous journey. Those who brave it suffer abuse, sexual assault, 
kidnapping, and extortion. The Central American Minors program appropriately adjudicates the 
refugee cases of youth in-country, or in a third-country for those most at-risk, to obviate the 
need to flee. Its provision of parole for those who do not obtain refugee status is the right thing 
to do.  The program must be scaled up and sped up so as to meet the needs of the large 
numbers who remain in limbo.   

 
3. Establish Temporary Protected Status for those from particularly high-crime areas. Deportation 

only puts children and youth further at risk.   
 

4. Maintain recent increases in investments in the Northern Triangle, especially through 
Development Assistance. Scaled-up investments in the Northern Triangle provided a total of 
$750 million in FY16 to pursue USAID’s Strategy for Engagement in Central America. These levels 
should be maintained for FY17, with continued investments in youth empowerment, education, 
agricultural revitalization, tertiary intervention, good governance and community policing. Any 
conditions on assistance to the Federal governments of Honduras, Guatemala and El Salvador 
set forth by legislation should be maintained. 

 
5. Choose appropriate procurement instruments to meet the objectives of funding. Successfully 

addressing the root causes of flight in Northern Triangle countries is complex. We recommend 
the deployment of grant mechanisms to make it possible for programs to work with affected 
communities and respond to changing environments by being more flexible to allow for more 
adaptive responses.   

 
6. End the Southern Border Program with Mexico. Instead the U.S. government should collaborate 

with the Government of Mexico to improve its protection for unaccompanied youth and 
adherence to its refugee and asylum laws. 

 
7. Invest in child welfare systems in the Northern Triangle countries to ensure protection for 

vulnerable children. This means schools must be established as safe zones, and their 
quality must be increased. Law enforcement personnel should be better paid and better 
trained. Robust child welfare services, including foster-care, family reunification and 
family reintegration services must also be established. 

 
For more information, please contact Jill Marie Gerschutz at Jill.Gerschutz@crs.org.  

mailto:Jill.Gerschutz@crs.org
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Civilians in Conflict 
 

The scale and severity of human suffering in armed conflicts continues to grow at an alarming pace. The world is 
currently witnessing the greatest population displacement since World War II, with 65.3 million people displaced 
worldwide at the end of 2015. Since 2011, there has been a rapid acceleration in the scale of global forced 
displacement, with a 50% increase over five years. Four nations—Syria, Colombia, Iraq, and Sudan—have 52% 
of all displaced persons within their own borders (known as internally displaced persons or IDPs); while seven—
Syria, Iran, Pakistan, Lebanon, Turkey, Palestine, and Jordan—are hosting more than 50% of all refugees. The 
overwhelming majority of these refugees and IDPs have been displaced from or within countries with ongoing 
armed conflict involving serious concerns about the protection of civilians. Once they flee their homes, many 
people are subsequently displaced multiple times due to prolonged armed conflict and heightened vulnerability. 
Increasingly, displaced people are fleeing to urban areas. It is also important to understand that displacement 
often lasts many years, even decades, and the longer people are displaced, the more they fall off the radar and 
are neglected in national policy and development priorities.  

The reasons behind such exceptional levels of displacement are clear. Armed conflict is increasingly 
characterized by widespread lack of compliance with international humanitarian law. Parties to conflict are often 
reckless, and even deliberately target civilians and civilian infrastructure. Globally, civilian deaths and injuries 
resulting from explosive weapons in urban areas have increased by 52% over the last four years and the 
destruction of civilian infrastructure continues on an alarming scale. As conflicts are increasingly fought in cities, 
civilians suffer the immediate effects of exposure to violence and the longer term of effects of destruction of 
infrastructure and exposure to unexploded ordnance. In Yemen, for example, civilians have comprised 95% of 
reported deaths and injuries resulting from the use of explosive weapons in populated areas.  

Reducing the human cost of armed conflict demands a comprehensive series of measures to enhance civilian 
protection in armed conflict through greater compliance with international humanitarian law and more effective 
domestic protection for IDPs. It also requires ensuring safe access to asylum and effective international protection 
for those who continue to face threats in their country of origin.  
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Preventing harm to civilians requires shifting them from the tactical margins to the strategic center of 

U.S. policy. This means that the U.S. must strengthen its policies and practices while calling on others—
allies and adversaries alike—to respond in kind. In recent years, the U.S. has demonstrated willingness to 
institute corrective measures when there is an apparent and avoidable pattern of civilian harm. One such 
example is the adoption of new Tactical Directives in Afghanistan, which were created in response to the high 
number of civilian deaths and injuries resulting from U.S. airstrikes. This commitment should now be reflected 
more comprehensively throughout U.S. policy.  

 Protection of internally displaced people would benefit from U.S. leadership promoting universal 
adherence to the Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement, and supporting states in their adoption 
of declarations and conventions on internal displacement modeled on the African Union’s Kampala 
Convention. It is critical that the U.S. use its diplomatic and humanitarian capacities to ensure that parties to 
conflict respect the protected status of IDPs, and that governments fulfill their responsibilities to IDPs, by 
responding to their needs or allowing humanitarian actors to deliver life-saving assistance during conflict.  

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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 At a time when the international refugee protection regime is being eroded, the U.S. is uniquely able to focus 
attention on the importance of upholding relevant norms as an integral part of its diplomatic efforts with all 
states, including allies. Restrictive policies on refugees adopted by a number of countries indicate a 
concerning downward trend in the willingness of states to uphold their key responsibilities. For example, the 
U.S. approach to asylum seekers arriving from Central America undermines U.S. leadership in encouraging 
other states to fulfil their responsibilities. 

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 System-wide, robust implementation of Executive Order 13732 adopted in July 2016 [Ongoing]. This 

would systematize mitigation of civilian harm so that it is integral to all U.S. military operations and ensure that 
Executive Order 13732 can be used as a diplomatic tool to call on other states to take comparable measures 
of their own. In this way, the U.S. can champion efforts to restore compliance with international humanitarian 
law and respect for civilians in armed conflict. With U.S. security interests increasingly pursued through 
security partnerships with state and nonstate allies, it is critical that U.S. support for, and cooperation with, 
foreign forces promote compliance with international humanitarian law. 

 Establish a new U.S. government-wide policy on internal displacement for the 20th anniversary of the 
Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement, [February 2018] that (1) affirms the U.S. commitment to the 
Guiding Principles; (2) promotes a unified U.S. government approach to IDP protection, with a focus on 
identifying the most effective agencies for IDP response in a given context; (3) commits the U.S. to 
strengthening the stature of and support for the Special Rapporteur on the Human Rights of Internally 
Displaced Persons or that position’s successor; and (4) commits the U.S.—through its policies and 
practices—to address protracted internal displacement by incorporating humanitarian and development 
actions. 

 Develop a clear and comprehensive U.S. government policy on refugees as part of the response to 
the global refugee crisis, including details of the U.S. role in relation to multilateral efforts within one 
year of President Obama’s Leaders’ Summit on the Global Refugee Crisis [September 2017]. The U.S. 
must lead global efforts in four key areas: (1) continue to go beyond current levels of humanitarian financing, 
in order to encourage other governments to increase financing for global humanitarian appeals; (2) expand 
and facilitate resettlement in the U.S.; (3) fully commit to bolstering refugee inclusion and self-reliance through 
access to quality education and livelihoods; and (4) use U.S. influence in multilateral financing mechanisms 
such as the World Bank to catalyze new tools that, in a timely fashion, will support refugee-hosting countries 
in a more inclusive way and more fairly share the responsibility. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Civilians Under Fire: Restore Respect for International Humanitarian Law, 2016, bit.ly/2dwEvWL 

 Global Report on Internal Displacement 2016, 2016, bit.ly/2d47EWD 

 Refugee Protection and Mixed Migration: A 10-Point Plan of Action, 2007, bit.ly/2cwFCAU 

 UNHCR Resettlement Trends 2015, 2015, bit.ly/2d0Nlh2 
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Responding to Global Health Crises 
 

The United States has contributed to significant successes in health globally. However, the possibility of infectious 
disease outbreaks, the threat of conflict and resulting population displacement, and natural and man-made 
disasters have the potential to significantly undermine these advances. These crises demand innovative and 
coordinated thinking about global responses to pandemics and health-related crises. 

Recent outbreaks of the Ebola virus and the Middle East Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus (MERS-CoV), as 
well as other threats such as Zika, show the impact of an interconnected world on increasing vulnerability to 
health threats. As such, an effective U.S. response must include humanitarian intervention, robust research and 
development, and be integrated with global efforts to address unmet and underserved health needs with 
pandemic implications. Similarly, by strengthening local capacity to detect and monitor disease outbreaks, 
expensive response and treatment plans may be mitigated. In humanitarian crisis situations, the burden of 
disease and the mortality levels are bound to rise. More than one-third of maternal deaths worldwide and half of 
the children who die before age 5 live in fragile states. As a result, assistance to those affected should be holistic 
and independent from security or political agendas. Treatment for survivors of gender-based violence, promotion 
of optimal nutrition for women and children, water, sanitation, and hygiene, and mental health and psychological 
support, must all be considered and included to organize holistic systems-based response.  

Clear and deliberate coordination at the systems and micro levels is paramount in complex health and 
humanitarian emergencies. Effective emergency response programs can help lay the foundation for stronger and 
more resilient health systems once a crisis has abated. Robust health systems are also critical to ensuring 
countries have the capacity to prevent, detect, and respond to disease outbreaks—a critical component of the 
Global Health Security Agenda. An integrated response to global health crises will ensure that U.S.-led response 
efforts are sustainable, coordinated, and reinforce critical investments in strengthening global health systems. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 The United States plays a critical role in responding to global health and humanitarian emergencies. 

To sustain and build upon this leadership, the U.S. must take an integrated, forward-thinking approach to 
pandemics and global health crises. In 2015 alone, the U.S. government provided $991 million in direct 
support for emergency health programs. Through these investments, the U.S. has been successful in saving 
lives by providing essential health care such as emergency medical interventions, nutritional support, access 
to clean water and sanitation, and preventing the outbreak of diseases. As global health situations become 
more complex, it is vital to pursue an integrated disaster response model that combines short-term needs 
such as emergency health, water and sanitation, nutrition, and maternal and newborn care—with long-term 
interventions to prevent and mitigate future crises including investments in mental health, research and 
development for new health technologies, and building sustainable health systems.  

 Global coordination and cooperation through the Global Health Security Agenda (GHSA) and 
International Health Regulations are key to preventing, detecting, and responding to public health 
emergencies. Launched in 2014, GHSA connects the U.S. and more than 40 partner countries with 
international organizations and other stakeholders to work toward better coordination to prevent, detect, and 
respond to public health threats. The International Health Regulations (IHR) were developed by the World 
Health Organization and adopted in 2007 to provide a framework for the coordination and management of 
public health emergencies. The IHR also builds the capacities of countries to detect, assess, notify, and 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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respond to such threats. To fulfil the promise of these initiatives, it is important to support the goals of global 
coordination and cooperation to prevent, detect, and respond to public health emergencies. 

 Underinvestment in water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) compromises health systems and global 
health security efforts. Fewer than half of health facilities in the developing world report sustainable access 
to WASH, compromising infectious disease response and efforts to prevent antimicrobial resistance. During 
the 2014 Ebola outbreak in West Africa, a lack of WASH—especially access to water and basic protective 
equipment like gloves—enabled further spread of the disease among households and communities. Proper 
sanitation and hygiene in health care settings, even interventions as simple as handwashing, are vital to 
preventing antibiotic and other drug resistance.   

 Targeted attacks against health care facilities and workers are increasing, and put already vulnerable 
communities at even greater risk for not being able to access the health care they need. According to 
the International Committee of the Red Cross’s Health Care in Danger project, “at least 4,275 people were 
victims of violence against health care in 4,770 acts or threats of violence.” Providing care to the sick, infirm, 
and wounded is a human right and the disruption of service during times of conflict undermines fundamental 
norms. As made clear in InterAction’s Civilians Under Fire report, governments must take concrete action to 
return health care facilities and workers to their internationally accepted neutrality during conflicts. 

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Provide the authorities, interagency coordination, and financial resources necessary to prepare for 

and immediately respond to outbreaks, natural disaster response, and humanitarian crises [Annual]:  
Funding for global health and emergency response crosses a number of agency budgets. Clear coordination 
between U.S. agencies will help streamline complex responses. Fully funding programs and departments 
within Health and Human Services, USAID, the State Department, and other key agencies will help ensure 
that crises don’t undermine prevention, detection, and response efforts. 

 Support emergency legislation when needed, as well as opportunities to strengthen international and 
local health systems overseas [Ongoing]: Coordinated, rapid response to bourgeoning health crises is the 
key to mitigating potentially devastating effects. Congress should heed the advice of health professionals and 
agencies that monitor health trends and allow for quick funding to emerging threats. Legislation that similarly 
helps to build national capacity to respond to such threats should be seriously considered as well.  

 Ensure that research and development for new vaccines, drugs, diagnostics, and other health tools 
are prioritized in pandemic and emergency response strategies [Ongoing]: Emerging infectious disease 
is a perpetual challenge, and we will not have the tools we need to respond to the next epidemic without 
forward-thinking, sustainable investments in global health research and development.  

 Support investments in health systems and partnerships with local health ministries in times of non-
crisis [Ongoing]: Strengthening local prevention, detection, research, and response capabilities before 
crises hit will help mitigate the potential for loss of life and extensive response. The U.S. government should 
work with partner countries on enhancing and improving Global Health Security Agenda targets and action 
packages—such as specific targets for frontline health workers like nurses and community health workers in 
the GHSA health workforce action package. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Areas of Work for Implementation, bit.ly/2cJaPnL 

 Global Health Security Agenda, 2016, bit.ly/2di8jFW 

 International Health Regulations, 2005, bit.ly/2d7x33v 

 WASH in Health Facilities, bit.ly/2dih2JE 
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BACKGROUND   
The first 1,000 days of a person’s life are crucial to crucial developmental processes related to cognition, 
language, social-emotional development and physical health. An estimated 250 million children, or 43 
percent, younger than 5 in low- and middle-income countries continue to fall short of their potential due 
to adversities they face in their formative years,i and 5.9 million children under 5 still die each year, 
almost 1 million of them on their first day of life. In addition, 303,000 women die annually during 
childbirth. The vast majority of these deaths are caused by complications and illnesses for which 
affordable treatments are known. 
 
Integrated early childhood development (ECD) interventions have shown positive impacts on such 
outcomes for children in high-risk, low-resource settings.1 Since 1990, the lives of an estimated 100 
million children have been saved by the global community from preventable disease and malnutrition.  
Through USAID’s new emphasis on equitable access to maternal and child health services, 8 million lives 
can be saved in the bottom 2 wealth quintiles alone – the poorest 40 percent of the population – by 
2020. 

 
CRS EXPERIENCE  
CRS and other faith-based organizations are already doing some of the most effective, holistic and 
impactful maternal and child health (MCH) work in some of the most difficult to reach places in the 
world. CRS promotes a holistic approach to mothers and child health and wellbeing, not only to 
eliminate preventable deaths but also to optimize children’s physical, emotional and cognitive 
development. Interventions are evidence-based, age- and stage-appropriate, and operate across 
multiple levels and actors. They seek to strengthen families and communities, and support health and 
social systems. In order to protect young girls and boys to be valued by family and community in an 
environment that enables them to thrive and grow, we work with parents, care providers and others 
who influence children’s upbringing. This integration of ECD into our MCH work can be used as a 
resource for USAID going forward. 

Our notable approaches include:  

1. Reaching the last mile of the health system for increased coverage and impact through building 
and maintaining strong partnerships. CRS’ vast local, national and international networks of faith-
based, civil society and NGO, government, private sector, university and research partners form a 
robust platform from which to ensure program impact, exercise influence and strengthen national 
health systems. For example, CRS provides support for 15,000 children under age two in Kenya, 
Malawi and Tanzania. CRS supports caregivers to form stable and responsive relationships with 
children, builds safe and stimulating physical environments and emphasizes proper health and 
nutrition and maternal mental wellbeing. Capacity strengthening addresses the gaps in the ability of 
community-based organizations to lead and expand ECD services for vulnerable children. 
 

                                                      
1 Bentley, Vazir & Engle, 2010; Nahar et al., 2012. 

Program and Policy Recommendations  
INTEGRATE EARLY CHILDHOOD DEVELOPMENT (ECD) INTO 
MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH (MCH) PROGRAMMING 

 



2. Ensuring evidence-based technical excellence: CRS bases its programming on internal and industry 
evidence, and best practices to ensure high impact MCH interventions that support national health 
policies and guidelines to improve MCH outcomes. In Ghana, CRS partnered with Ghana Health 
Services to implement innovative community-based approaches to implement high impact 
interventions that led to statistically significant increases in maternal and child health indicators. 
CRS’ learning agenda includes piloting innovative ideas, conducting original research and 
documenting lessons learned and best practices to scale up.ii  
 

3. Ensuring sustainability and transition to local partners: CRS works with health ministries starting at 
the project design phase, and establishes processes to effectively graduate facilities and faith-based 
organizations/networks to be sustainable. CRS is currently working in partnerships with 
governments, sister congregations and national associations of Catholic women in Kenya, Malawi 
and Zambia to improve technical capacity, organizational sustainability, networking and learning to 
expand quality ECD services. 

RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE U.S. GOVERNMENT 

Based on our experience reaching remote areas around the world with effective ECD and MCH 
approaches, we make the following recommendations to the U.S. government:  

1. Make Early Childhood Development a key funding priority within Maternal and Child Health and 
nutrition programming.  
 

2. USAID should integrate Early Childhood Development (ECD), especially early stimulation and 
parenting interventions into its MCH work.  For example, through the President’s Malaria 
Initiative, CRS is rolling out integrated community case management and rapid diagnostic tests 
in Benin, and developing a comprehensive behavior change communication strategy that will 
inform the National Malaria Behavior Change Strategy. 
 

3. Allocate more financial resources to Faith-Based Organizations (FBOs) to ensure equitable access 
to populations located beyond services delivery areas of governments. FBOs are often the only 
health providers for marginalized or rural populations and therefore well placed to be on the 
frontlines in the effort to ensure equitable access to MCH services. Our work in remote locations 
depends on decentralized structures that establish relationships between communities and 
their districts, and empowers communities to hold these structures accountable for 
deliverables, budget allocation, and services.  
 

4. Refrain from requiring the integration of family planning into the majority of USAID Requests for 
Applications/ Requests for Proposals (RFA/RFPs). Doing so will ensure access to critical services 
for rural and marginalized populations often only reached by FBOs. The model used by the Child 
Survival Health Grants Program is recommended. 
 

For more information, please contact Leila Nimatallah at Leila.nimatallah@crs.org.   

i Black MM, Walker SP, Fernald LCH, et al, for the Lancet Early Childhood Development Series Steering Committee. 
Early childhood development coming of age: science through the life course. Lancet 2016; published online Oct 4. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31389-7. 
ii For more information, see Adopting healthy maternal and child survival practices in rural Ghana. 
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BACKGROUND   
Malaria trends since 2000 show malaria mortality rates have dropped by 66% in the last 15 years,i and 
“the proportion of children infected with malaria parasites has been halved in endemic areas of Africa.”ii 
This is a huge accomplishment for all malaria-endemic countries and partners working in the fight 
against the disease. Yet despite these encouraging trends in the global reduction of malaria rates, the 
African continent still maintains the highest burden, with approximately 80% of malaria deaths 
concentrated in just 15 countries. The Democratic Republic of the Congo and Nigeria together account 
for more than 35% of the global total estimated malaria deaths.iii In 2015, of the 214 million cases of 
malaria worldwide, more than 438,000 people died, including 306,000 children—that’s 840 children 
every day or one child every two minutes.iv 
 
Sustained investment remains crucial to stay on track to eliminate malaria. The World Health 
Organization (WHO) estimates that in order to achieve the ambitious goals of its Global Technical 
Strategy for malaria (2016-2030), $8.7 billion (USD) is needed for a 90% reduction in malaria incidence 
and mortality rates by 2030.v 
 

CRS EXPERIENCE  
In fiscal year 2015, Catholic Relief Services implemented 16 programs focused on malaria in 13 countries 
(12 in Africa and one in Asia), representing 44% of the agency’s total health program expenditure. In 
that time, malaria programs reached more than 47 million beneficiaries, representing 44% of the total 
beneficiaries reached agency-wide. CRS promotes the use of long-lasting insecticide treated nets for 
universal coverage, sulfadoxine/ pyrimethamine intermittent preventive therapy in pregnancy, and 
seasonal malaria chemoprevention for children 3-59 months, combined with social and behavior change 
communication messages, through its vast network of civil society organization, faith-based organization 
and government partners. Moreover, where feasible CRS integrates malaria activities into other sectors 
such as emergency response, food security and livelihood projects. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE U.S. GOVERNMENT 

Based on our extensive experience preventing and treating malaria around the world, we make the 

following recommendations to the U.S. government: 

1. Maintain or increase funding in malaria prevention and treatment, especially in non-PMI 
countries and in emergency contexts. The Presidential Malaria Initiative, or PMI, created in 2005 
has been part of the large increase in investments in malaria prevention and treatment between 
2010 and 2015. Working to “reduce malaria-related mortality by 50 percent across 15 high-
burden countries in sub-Saharan”vi PMI’s second five-year strategy (2015-2020) takes into 
account the changing epidemiology of malaria across endemic countries and now supports 19 
countries in Africa and the Greater Mekong sub-region. These efforts must be expanded into 
non-PMI countries and in emergency contexts to ensure gains made in this area are not lost.   

Program and Policy Recommendations  
Sustain investments in known solutions to eliminate 
Malaria 

 



 
2. Introduce a funding mechanism for integrating malaria programming into non-health sectors to 

reach elimination. The WHO recognizes the elimination of malaria will require working with 
other sectors,vii while the Sustainable Development Goals also emphasizes this approach 
through its multi-sectoral, integrated strategy. While focused malaria programs have a great 
impact on controlling malaria, endemic countries must adapt to the changing environment and 
begin to integrate malaria activities into other sectors such as agriculture and livelihood, water 
and sanitation, and/or emergency response programs. Existing U.S. development programs 
funded through USAID’s Office of Food for Peace and the Office of Foreign Disaster Assistance 
are two good places to start.  
 

3. Prioritize funding proven high-impact interventions for malaria prevention and treatment, 
despite new innovations. Insecticide-treated mosquito nets, indoor residual spraying, accurate 
diagnosis and prompt treatment with artemisinin-based combination therapies, and 
intermittent preventive treatment of pregnant women have been scaled up and greatly 
contributed to the global malaria mortality and morbidity reductions. These proven high-impact 
interventions need to be sustained and prioritized over new innovations that may or may not be 
successful.  
 

4. Strong correlations between efficient health systems and a lower burden of malaria point to the 
need to maintain or increase investments in health management information systems, 
particularly for detailed and real-time reporting systems. The PMI should continue to invest 
funds to strengthen health systems through improving data collection systems, which is crucial 
for accurate decision-making.  
 

5. Ensure strong communication and collaboration between USAID/PMI and the Global Fund in 
countries that benefit from both sources of funding. The Global Fund raises approximately $4 
billion annually to support countries in the fight against AIDS, tuberculosis and malaria. The U.S., 
its largest donor, supports the distribution of 659 million nets which has shown to half the 
number of malaria cases among children under five. Ensuring strong communication between 
USAID/PMI and the Global Fund in countries that benefit from both sources of funding is key to 
ensure complementarity of investments.  

 

For more information, please contact Leila Nimatallah at Leila.nimatallah@crs.org.   

  

i World Health Organization, World Malaria Report 2015. 
ii Ibid.  
iii Ibid. 
iv Ibid. 
v Ibid. 
vi https://www.pmi.gov/about  
vii Where is the WHO framework? 
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Disaster Risk Reduction 
 

While disasters strike all countries, developing countries still bear the brunt of human and economic costs 
because of their underlying vulnerabilities and the limited capacity of their governments to respond. Disaster risk 
reduction (DRR) is a proven, effective mechanism to reduce vulnerability to disaster—and therefore the costs of 
recovering from disaster—through analysis and management of risks. In 2015, USAID/OFDA spent approximately 
$90 million in direct DRR funding and $66 million supporting DRR in other programs. Yet, this only accounts for a 
very small percentage of the overall need. 

Waiting until after a disaster strikes to invest in DRR as part of relief and reconstruction is not sustainable and 
undermines U.S. humanitarian, development, and stability goals. Economic disaster losses in developing nations 
over the last 20 years have amounted to an estimated $862 billion, equivalent in value to one-third of all 
international development aid during that same timespan. Over the past eight years, an average of 25 million 
people were displaced each year by sudden-onset disasters. Furthermore, other high-frequency, low-intensity 
disasters affect even more people yet often go unnoticed both by media and policymakers. Unfortunately, these 
trends are only anticipated to increase in the coming decades, compounded by more extreme weather events 
brought on by climate change. For the first time in history, a majority of the world’s population currently lives in 
urban areas, and by 2050 this figure will reach 70%, amplifying the threat to lives and economic impacts. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 DRR is proactive and cost effective. Research shows that strategic investments that support the most 

vulnerable countries and communities to prepare, reduce, and manage disaster risks save lives, mitigate 
displacement, and reduce losses. A World Bank report notes that in developing countries where the quality of 
existing infrastructure—such as housing, schools, hospitals, bridges, and roads—is likely to be poor, the net 
economic benefits of DRR activities can be substantial.  

 DRR could be more effective if it is strategically integrated into development assistance and other 
interventions. Since many disaster-prone areas are subject to repeated, low-intensity events which erode 
livelihoods and entrench poverty, funding should be long-term, flexible, and accessible at the local level to 
better reduce the impacts. However, under current budget arrangements, DRR financing tends to come from 
humanitarian funds, which are necessary but are also stretched across existing emergency humanitarian 
needs. Resolving this will require the availability of development resources to substantially enhance risk 
reduction efforts. DRR considerations must be mainstreamed into development project components such as 
design, implementation, and monitoring and evaluation standards.  

 Understanding local context and working with civil society organizations will make risk reduction 
measures more sustainable. Recognizing the underlying causes of vulnerability and incorporating local 
knowledge, local expertise, and coping mechanisms, augmented by scientific research data, are crucial to 
reduce disaster impacts and strengthen resilience. At-risk communities are able to self-organize, prioritize 
decision making, and manage risks. These local partners should be equals in the development of policies and 
implementation of programs supported by the U.S. government. National and local governments should be 
enabled to better prepare for and respond to disasters. 

 Frequent, small-scale disasters cause a greater cumulative effect than large-scale crises. While mega-
disasters like the earthquakes in Haiti, Japan, and Nepal and Typhoon Haiyan (Yolanda) in the Philippines 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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capture global attention and emotions, the cumulative impact of everyday, small-scale disasters affect more 
people and are major impediments to long-term development. 

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Support coherent implementation of global development frameworks, such as the Sendai Framework 

for DRR, the Sustainable Development Goals, Financing for Development, and Habitat 3 [Ongoing]: All 
of these globally accepted frameworks highlight the importance of preparedness and proactive risk reduction. 
Accordant policies should be developed with broad consultation and mainstreamed within relevant U.S. 
institutions. A clear, financial commitment should be made with adequate transparency and accountability. 

 USAID should develop and institutionalize a comprehensive strategy to integrate DRR into ongoing 
development initiatives and resource it appropriately [2017]: The traditional siloing of DRR and 
development programming has deterred more integrated approaches to building resilience and has resulted 
in missed opportunities to safeguard development investments, leverage funding sources, and capitalize on 
complimentary benefits. A comprehensive DRR and resilience strategy should designate DRR focal points at 
USAID, including other bureaus within USAID (such as the Office of U.S. Foreign Disaster Assistance) and 
USAID country missions, and other relevant institutions to better liaise with donors, national governments, 
nongovernmental organizations, and stakeholders. The strategy should incorporate a culture of resilience 
building as one of the requirements for overseas development aid to ensure all new development investments 
are risk informed, reduce risks, and are acceptable to those who bear the risks. This approach would also 
ensure that funding is allocated to the most at-risk countries. 

 U.S. overseas assistance programs should support risk reduction prior to, during, and after disasters 
[Ongoing]: Opportunities exist through: strengthening risk mapping, risk awareness, early warning, and early 
action in local communities; ensuring that recovery and reconstruction programs link with humanitarian 
assistance; promoting multisectoral, disaster-resistant shelters, and safer settlements during pre- and post-
disaster contexts; and incorporating a culture of resilience for children and youth through school curricula. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Building Resilience: Integrating Climate and Disaster Risk into Development, 2013, bit.ly/2cyibvQ 

 Economic and Financial Impacts of Natural Disasters: an Assessment of Their Effects and Options for 
Mitigation: Synthesis Report, 2003, bit.ly/2dmhJ0y 

 Global Damage from Extreme Weather and Other Disasters Set to Break $200 Billion a Year, 2013, 
bit.ly/2dlho2g 

 How Climate Change Threatens the Ability of Global Populations to Rise Out of Poverty, 2013, bit.ly/2d3UIQE 

 Impact of Extensive Disasters, 2013, bit.ly/2cwsRX6 

 Recurring Low-Intensity Disasters Test Disaster Preparedness Systems, 2013, bit.ly/2cXaoWq 

 Revealing Risk, Redefining Development, bit.ly/2db36hv 

 Weather-Related and Low Intensity Risk on the Rise, bit.ly/2cyhfrh 
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The Humanitarian and Development Nexus 
 

In the context of fragile states, disasters, conflict, and other acute vulnerabilities, meaningful and sustainable 
impact requires complementary action by humanitarian and development actors. There are important, systemic 
changes that can be made in international assistance efforts to meet and lessen the need for aid while also 
complementing local development efforts. As reflected by a broad consensus of humanitarian and development 
professionals and reiterated in the U.S.-endorsed Grand Bargain on humanitarian financing, more flexible funding 
mechanisms and programmatic approaches are needed. It is also important to recognize that efforts to meet the 
Sustainable Development Goals have an inherent weakness: progress towards these goals can be lost in an 
instant due to natural disasters or completely reversed for decades by man-made crises.  

Today’s reality is that development and humanitarian assistance are often required concurrently, especially in complex 
and protracted crises. And while they need to be complementary, humanitarian and development efforts should not be 
confused with one other. When states are explicitly excluding portions of their population, or are responsible for the 
harm befalling them, principled humanitarian action must be supported. Yet where possible, development actors must 
also engage early and in a sustained way with humanitarian actors to bridge the humanitarian and development nexus 
so that crises are more likely to end sooner and are less likely to repeat themselves. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
The goal of international development is to improve the social and economic circumstances of the world's poorest, 
most vulnerable people in a sustainable manner. The primary objective of humanitarian action is to save lives, 
alleviate suffering, and maintain human dignity with programming that adheres to the guiding principles of 
humanitarian action: humanity, impartiality, neutrality, and independence. 

 NGOs play a key role in responding to evolutions in humanitarian and development needs. In support 
of the aspirational framing of the United Nations’ Secretary-General’s Agenda for Humanity, InterAction and 
63 of its member nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) have made concrete commitments in their pursuit 
of effective humanitarian action that strives to leave no one behind. The NGOs have committed to promoting 
the participation and decision-making of affected populations, transparency in funding, and improving the 
connectivity between humanitarian and development programs.  

 Protracted conflicts and migrations have expanded the demands on humanitarian relief and 
negatively impacted countries’ development gains. Meeting the needs of the more than 65 million 
refugees and internally displaced persons around the world requires an expansion of humanitarian funding. 
Notably, the World Bank has committed to engaging earlier and more robustly in fragile states and 
humanitarian settings. The U.S. also provides significant funding—over $5 billion annually through the 
International Disaster Assistance Account, Migration and Refugees Account, and other budget lines—to 
address the needs of refugees and internally displaced persons globally.  

 Because institutional sustainability is a goal for most development programs, there are practical 
challenges to integrating development work in humanitarian settings. Most development programs build 
goals and work plans on the idea that local institutional actors will play a role in carrying results into the future. 
However, when actors are either prosecuting a conflict or abusing the rights of citizens, certain core 
assumptions in development are no longer a valid basis for program planning. Integrating development 
approaches in humanitarian settings is more complicated than co-locating programs. 
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 Ensure progress before the one-year anniversary of the World Humanitarian Summit (WHS) and the 

Grand Bargain [May 2017]: Anniversaries can provide a deadline by which to move an agenda forward, and 
the ability of the United States to shape humanitarian response to all types of global crises relies at least in 
part on the extent to which commitments are upheld. Many NGOs engaged in humanitarian action have 
themselves committed to greater transparency, and are calling for global leadership to end crises and uphold 
the norms that safeguard humanity. There are several U.S. government executive branch commitments 
already in motion following on U.S. commitments made at the WHS (see below). However, for the WHS and 
the Grand Bargain to bear fruit, donors and implementers must be more transparent and seek efficiencies in 
funding and effort. U.S. executive branch and legislative offices with relevant jurisdiction should: press for 
greater clarity from implementing agencies on their operational partnerships; seek efficiencies and 
connectivity in approach through greater flexibility and nimbleness in financing and reporting; and explore the 
traceability of U.S. government funding throughout the transaction chain. Additionally, the U.S. government 
should ensure internal coordination on humanitarian and development approaches so as to further its success 
in speaking with a unified voice as it did during the Grand Bargain process. 

 Recognize and support financing tools and structures that calibrate assistance for fragile states 
[Ongoing]: Whether looking at direct bilateral assistance or examining multilateral tools to support a more 
sustainable response to urgent human need in fragile states, there are key financing characteristics that both 
the 115th Congress and the new administration can and should advance. To the extent that investments in 
fragile states are expected to go beyond immediate relief and enable sustained provision of human services, 
peacebuilding, or economic outcomes, those investments will require an up-front capital commitment of some 
scale, a multiyear timeline, and clarity about which countries are considered “fragile”. They will also require 
mechanisms that allow for innovative programming that bridge gaps, providing multiyear and flexible 
programs that blend humanitarian and development approaches. Several high-level reports have called for 
compacts with fragile states that would support such investments. 

 Formalize and expand safeguards for humanitarian aid and economic or institutional development 
work [2017]: Mandates by the U.S. government for partner vetting and reporting put implementing 
organizations and their staff at risk, particularly in areas of conflict or political violence. Such mandates create 
an impression that implementing partners are U.S. government agents—a stigma that can hamper assistance 
efforts when domestic buy-in is an essential component of live-saving or sustained impact, impede NGO 
access, and put NGO staff in jeopardy. Although Congress has included appropriations language requiring 
alternate vetting procedures, clearly defined exemptions that cover both humanitarian actors and 
development actors working to promote democracy are necessary to protect local partners and NGO workers.  

 Explore opportunities to redraft the State Department and Foreign Assistance Authorization to 
include support for fragile states and eliminate restrictions that impede flexible responses in complex 
crises [115th Congress]: Longer-term humanitarian funding and more flexible development funding have 
been identified by practitioners in the field as some of the most effective ways to bridge the humanitarian and 
development nexus. Congress should work with the next administration to identify what authorities empower 
or limit the ability of agencies to respond to complex crises. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Assessing The Humanitarian Response To Chronic Crisis in North Kivu, 2014, bit.ly/2cyg3Eh 

 NGO Aid Map, Humanitarian Aid Projects, bit.ly/2dldl6b  

 Residual Risk Acceptance: An Advocacy Guidance Note, 2016, bit.ly/2de27z0 

 The Grand Bargain – A Shared Commitment to Better Serve People in Need, 2016, bit.ly/2d3Rg8J 

 U.S. NGO Commitments for the World Humanitarian Summit, 2016, bit.ly/2d6UcUA 
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Increasing Country Ownership and  
Civil Society Partnership 
 

Country ownership is routinely highlighted as a key principle of good development practice, although the term is 
interpreted in a wide range of ways. True country ownership is the full and effective participation of a country’s 
population through legislative bodies, civil society, the private sector, and local, regional, and national government 
in conceptualizing, implementing, monitoring, and evaluating development policies, programs, and processes. At 
the simplest level, participation of both citizens and government in development efforts is at the heart of country 
ownership. This allows for better targeting of resources, strengthened accountability among the various 
stakeholders, and ultimately increased sustainability and success. Empowering and supporting governments and 
citizens to take responsibility for their own development by using local systems and resources to help countries 
become less reliant on external assistance is key to effective and sustainable development outcomes. For most 
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) and partnering agencies, promoting broad-based country ownership is 
core to their mission and moral commitment to poverty alleviation. This well-established principle is founded on 
years of experience engaging with donors, foreign governments, and civil society actors in developing countries to 
build local capacity and promote participatory development. 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Over the last decade, the United States has embraced country ownership as a core aid effectiveness 

principle. First implemented in practical terms by the Millennium Challenge Corporation (MCC) in the early 
2000s, the idea that country ownership increases the effectiveness of U.S. investments abroad is now woven 
throughout the President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR), USAID, and the Department of State.   

 The United States’ practical implementation of country ownership can have significant, positive 
effects in partner countries and influence other donors. To maximize this, the United States should 
develop a clear definition of and operational guidelines for inclusive ownership, applicable to all U.S. agencies 
implementing development assistance and complemented with greater flexibility in funding streams. By 
presenting the challenges and lessons learned in recent U.S. efforts to achieve country ownership, the United 
States can lead a global discussion with other donor countries, host countries, and civil society.   

 Further progress will require additional reform in U.S. partnership with NGOs and local communities. 
These groups are strong actors that can act as full partners. The U.S. government should act accordingly, 
continuing to institutionalize collaborations with NGOs and local communities, including in consultations on 
Feed the Future, the Global Health Initiative, Country Development Cooperation Strategies, the New Alliance 
for Food Security and Nutrition, and advancing other new development initiatives. These groups oftentimes 
have unique knowledge about how to implement programs that may enhance their sustainability. The MCC 
and USAID have pioneered new mechanisms through which programs are co-created and co-designed with 
local actors, which increases ownership, relevance, and program effectiveness. Another factor to consider is 
that while USAID has a mechanism—the Global Development Alliance—to partner with corporate actors, 
there is not a similar platform for partnerships between USAID and the nonprofit community.  

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Continuing efforts under USAID Forward [Ongoing]: In September 2010, USAID initiated USAID Forward, 
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an ambitious reform agenda to increase its capacity to serve as a world leader in solving the greatest 
development challenges. In 2016, USAID institutionalized these policies in its internal guidance to its 
missions, a move that marks a return to many of USAID’s best practices. The agency also recognized the 
necessity to promote sustainability through local ownership. This included an emphasis on increased local 
ownership and the strengthened capacity of local systems to produce improved development outcomes at the 
local, regional, and national levels. As an additional element of this improved approach, USAID acknowledges 
that its assistance should be designed to align with the priorities of local actors, leverage local resources, and 
increase local implementation. Each of these advances in the U.S. approach will help bolster the impact of 
foreign assistance. The next administration and 115th Congress can continue USAID Forward by 
incorporating its principles into a broader range of government policy and providing sufficient resources and 
supportive legislation to ensure that USAID Forward’s goals are achieved. 

 Continuing implementation of the Busan Commitments [Ongoing]: USAID is a contributing partner to the 
Global Partnership for Effective Development Co-operation (GPEDC), which tracks implementation of the 
Busan Commitments, which originated from the High Level Forum on Aid Effectiveness in 2011. 
Implementation is tracked by monitoring a framework comprised of a set of 10 indicators focused on 
strengthening developing country institutions; increasing transparency and predictability of development 
cooperation; enhancing gender equality; and supporting greater involvement of civil society, parliaments, and 
the private sector in development efforts. The monitoring framework is currently being refined to fully reflect 
the Sustainable Development Goals and implementation of the Financing for Development agreements; the 
U.S. should continue supporting these revisions.  

 The High-Level Political Forum on Sustainable Development [Ongoing]: This major international forum 
will be convened by the United Nations in July 2017 with the theme “Eradicating Poverty and Promoting 
Prosperity in a Changing World.” The forum will address several of the Sustainable Development Goals 
concerning poverty alleviation, food security, and global health, but will specifically focus on Goal 17: 
strengthening the means of implementing [the SDGs] and revitalizing the global partnership for sustainable 
development. This forum will provide a high-visibility opportunity for outreach and awareness-raising 
concerning country ownership and civil society partnerships. 

 United Nations International Days of Recognition [Ongoing]: As an international convening power and 
focal point for the global development agenda, the United Nations and its International Days of Recognition, 
which bring global attention to a number of critical topics, can be useful moments to highlight country 
ownership on a range of development issues. By raising awareness, holding commemoration events, signing 
agreements, or conducting symposiums, International Days of Recognition can be used to celebrate, 
demonstrate, and even create the basis for improved partnership and input from donors, national 
governments, and civil society alike. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Busan Partnership for Effective Development Co-operation, bit.ly/2dwVO7f 

 Country-Led Poverty Reduction, bit.ly/2dA5lNZ 

 High Level Political Forum on Sustainable Development, bit.ly/2cAz0pV 

 Metrics for Implementing Country Ownership, 2015, bit.ly/2dhuH2c 

 The United States President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief: Country Ownership, bit.ly/2dA7ppa 

 USAID Forward, 2010, bit.ly/2d3Zq59 
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“We need to get serious about what we mean when we talk about country ownership of 

development strategies. Let’s be clear. Too often, donors’ decisions are driven more by our 

own political interests or our policy preferences or development orthodoxies than by our 

partners’ needs. But now our partners have access to evidence-based analysis and best 

practices, so they can better decide what will work for them. We have to be willing to follow 

their lead.”

     — Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton at the 4th High Level  

	 	 	 	 	 				Forum	on	Aid	Effectiveness,	Busan	South	Korea1

The	world	has	made	incredible	progress	in	the	fight	to	end	extreme	poverty.		The	number	of	people	

living	in	extreme	poverty	has	been	reduced	by	more	than	half	in	the	last	25	years.		Continuing	this	

legacy	of	development	success	requires	more	--	and	better	--	partnership	and	cooperation	with	

countries	receiving	US	foreign	assistance.		

When	governments,	and	their	citizens,	set	US	development	priorities	and	participate	in	implementing	

and	financing	them,	it	leads	to	more	accountability	and	lasting	change.	This	approach	to	development	

cooperation,	enshrined	in	the	concept	of	country	ownership,	upholds	the	rights	of	citizens	in	partner	

countries	to	participate	in	decisions	that	affect	their	lives.		Countries	that	lead	their	own	development	

not	only	contribute	to	creating	a	more	democratic	and	stable	world,	but	they	become	better	trading	

partners,	more	reliable	allies,	and	safer	bets	for investment.

The Power of Ownership: 
Transforming US Foreign Assistance

1	Keynote	at	the	Opening	Session	of	the	Fourth	High-Level	Forum	on	Aid	Effectiveness,	 
Remarks,	Hillary	Rodham	Clinton,	Secretary	of	State,	November	30,	2011,	available	at	 
http://www.state.gov/secretary/20092013clinton/rm/2011/11/177892.htm

http://www.state.gov/secretary/20092013clinton/rm/2011/11/177892.htm
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A	Strong	Bipartisan	Track	Record	with	Much	Left	to	Do

For	more	than	a	decade,	successive	US	Presidents	have	advanced	local	ownership	of	US	assistance,	

committing	to	three	successive	international	agreements	that	establish	country	ownership	as	a	core	

principle	of	effective	development.	

The	Bush	administration	established	the	Millennium	Challenge	Corporation	(MCC),	which	requires	

that	national	governments	play	a	central	role	in	setting	development	priorities	in	consultation	with	

civil	society.	The	Obama	administration,	issued	the	first-ever	Presidential	Policy	Directive	on	Global	

Development,	declaring	ownership	a	prerequisite	for	achieving	development	results.		In	keeping	with	

this	directive,	the	US	Agency	for	International	Development	(USAID)	increased	its	direct	investment	

in	partner	governments,	local	organizations	and	the	private	sector	and	it	has	revised	its	programming	

guidance	to	better	support	country	ownership.		

These	efforts	are	encouraging,	but	more	can	be	done.	While	USAID	and	MCC,	two	of	the	biggest	

providers	of	US	foreign	assistance,	have	made	significant	progress,	ownership	approaches	are	not	

systematically	applied	to	all	of	their	projects.	Even	within	the	US	agencies	committed	to	ownership,	

policy	has	been	slow	to	translate	into	practice,	and	there	is	no	systematic	way	to	measure	ownership	

across	agencies.	Considering	this	approach	is	so	central	to	effective	development	and	the	eradication	

of	extreme	poverty,	more	progress	on	ownership	should	be	made	by	the	next administration.
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Recommendations	for	the	next	Administration

The	next	administration	should	scale	up	successful	ownership	practices,	putting	them	at	the	core	of	

how	the	US	does	development.		

1. Appoint leaders who will champion country ownership of development.  

Reaffirm	the	centrality	of	country	ownership	to	US	development	assistance	by	acting	within 

the first 100 days	to	appoint	development	agency	leaders	who	are	committed	to	advancing	

country ownership.

2. Measure ownership across US development assistance. 

Create	common	ownership	metrics	that	reflect	the	engagement	and	decision-making	power	

of	local	stakeholders,	including	marginalized	and	vulnerable	groups.		All	US	agencies	that	

implement	foreign	assistance	should	be	required	to	measure	progress	on	country ownership.

3. Demonstrate progress towards partner countries’ long-term development objectives. 

US	assistance	should	contribute	to	the	achievement	of	long-term	development	goals	within	

a	country	portfolio,	beyond	the	3-5	year	project	timeframe.	US	assistance	can	support	lasting	

development	outcomes	if	interventions	are	designed	and	prioritized	with	local	stakeholders.	US	

development	agencies	should	report	against	specific,	measurable	benchmarks	that	mark	their	

contribution	toward	these	long-term,	country-led	goals.		Ex-post	evaluations	should	be	part	of	

standard	operating	practice	to	ensure	that	projects	produce	lasting	results.			

4. Waive earmarks to implement Country Development Cooperation Strategies. 

Allow	select	countries	to	implement	their	Country	Development	Cooperation	Strategy	(CDCS)	

by	waiving	funding	earmarks	to	ensure	that	USAID	Missions	have	the	flexibility	to	align	with	

local	priorities	and	to	give	countries	greater	ownership	and	decision-making power.

5. Pilot a new country-level engagement model for USAID. 

Initiate	a	joint	MCC-USAID	initiative	on	country	ownership	of	development	–	emphasizing	

the	creation	of	a	new	country-level	engagement	model	that	builds	on	learning	from	the	MCC	

compacts	and	USAID Forward.



4

Country	Ownership	in	Practice	–	Time	to	Scale-Up	Success	

Oxfam	and	Save	the	Children	recently	completed	research	analyzing	examples	of	good	ownership	

practice	at	USAID	and	MCC.		The	research	explores	ownership	of	priorities,	implementation,	resources,	

and	overall	sustainability	of	project	results.			We	created	an	analytical	framework	called	the	“Local	

Engagement	Assessment	Framework”	(LEAF),	to	systematically	measure	and	evaluate	country	

ownership	across	sectors,	countries,	and	US	development	agencies.			

The	resulting	research	study,	“The	Power	of	Ownership:	Transforming	US	Foreign	Assistance,”	

assesses	how	early	adopters	of	country-owned	development	are	designing	and	implementing	

innovative	projects	in	four	countries	-	Ghana,	Indonesia,	Jordan	and	Rwanda.		In	these	select	

projects,	US	assistance	is	empowering	local	leadership,	including	community	leaders,	government	

officials,	and	members	of	civil	society,	and	tapping	local	expertise	to	catalyze	development	based	on	

country	contexts.	For example:

USAID’s	Resiliency	in	Northern	Ghana	(RING)	project	provides	direct	funding	to	

municipalities,	simultaneously	building	the	capacity	of	district	assemblies	and	extending	

their	locally	designed	nutrition	and	livelihoods	programs	to	communities,	with	a	specific	

focus	on	women.	

In	Indonesia,	USAID’s	Community	Empowerment	Against	Tuberculosis	(CEPAT)	project	

works	in	support	of	the	Indonesian	National	Tuberculosis	Program.		CEPAT	empowers	

local	organizations	with	deep	community	connections	to	tackle	tuberculosis	in	a	way	that	

targets	hard-to-reach	community members.

Jordan’s	MCC	compact	updated	and	expanded	an	existing	water	system	that	serves	poor	

communities.	The	project	empowered	Jordanians	to	design	and	manage	the	project	from	

start	to	finish	while	enhancing	the	Jordanian	government’s	accountability	to	citizens	for	

water	service	provision.	

In	Rwanda,	USAID’s	Ubaka	Ejo	project	provided	direct	funding	to	a	Rwandan	

nongovernmental	organization,	African	Evangelistic	Enterprise	(AEE),	which	has	deep	

roots	in	local	communities.		The	resulting	project,	designed	and	led	by	AEE,	provides	

vocational	training	to	orphans	and	other	vulnerable	young	people,	and	has	served	to	

strengthen	AEE’s	organizational	capacity	for	the future.

Cases	like	these	should	inspire	the	next	administration	to	accelerate	progress,	expand	

implementation	of	country	ownership	policy	reforms,	and	initiate	bold	paths	forward	toward	more	

sustainable	development	results.	To learn more, go to: powerofownership.org.

http://powerofownership.org
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Effective, Transparent, and  
Results-Driven Assistance 
 

The administrations of both George W. Bush and Barack Obama—as well as members of both parties in 
Congress—have recognized the importance of data, transparency, and monitoring and evaluation (M&E) for the 
effectiveness of foreign assistance. This recognition is reflected in actions taken by Congress and the executive 
branch over more than 10 years, including: the establishment of two data- and results-driven agencies (PEPFAR 
[the President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief] and the Millennium Challenge Corporation) under the Bush 
administration; the Memorandum on Transparency and Open Government signed by President Obama on his first 
full day in office; the commitment to publishing the U.S. government’s foreign assistance data to the International 
Aid Transparency Initiative (IATI); and most recently, the passage of the Foreign Aid Transparency and 
Accountability Act (FATAA). These actions and many others have laid a good foundation for transforming the way 
foreign assistance is managed. The next administration has an opportunity to not only solidify these gains, but 
also make the U.S. government an international leader in transparent, result-driven, foreign assistance.  
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Over the past 10 years, U.S. agencies have demonstrated a growing commitment to evidence-based 

decision making in development—in particular monitoring, evaluation, and learning. Both USAID and the 
Department of State developed open data and evaluation policies and the Department of Defense is in the 
process of drafting its own policy. PEPFAR introduced a data dashboard with significant data collection and 
reporting initiatives, including information on its Country and Regional Operational Plans, and the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation publicly refined many of the models it uses for data-informed selection of investment 
locations, economic cost benefit assessments, and monitoring and evaluation. 

 Publicly available data on U.S. foreign assistance have increased tremendously, but still need 
practical improvements to be useful. Needed improvements range from issues with the quality of the data 
published, to a need for more demographically disaggregated data and results data. Realizing the potential of 
transparency to make foreign assistance more effective and accountable will require resources for data 
systems and personnel responsible for making data available, as well as greater efforts to align the available 
data with the needs of known users. It will also require senior leaders and management of government and 
development agencies to model an organizational culture that values information sharing and the use of data 
for decision making.  

 Aid organizations and donors need to partner more efficiently and with more transparency to foster 
more partnerships and increase funding sources. The Grand Bargain, launched at the 2016 World 
Humanitarian Summit in Istanbul, seeks to provide a partnership inducing framework to facilitate collaboration 
with greater transparency and reduced operating costs while minimizing burdensome reporting requirements.  

 

Upcoming Opportunities  
 Implementation of the Foreign Aid Transparency and Accountability Act (FATAA) [2017 and beyond]: 

In July 2016, the bipartisan FATAA was signed into law, directing the “President to establish guidelines for the 
establishment of measurable goals, performance metrics, and monitoring and evaluation plans for U.S. 
foreign development and economic assistance.” These guidelines should build on what U.S. agencies have 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/omb/assets/memoranda_fy2009/m09-12.pdf
https://www.interaction.org/
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already done in this area, emphasizing the importance of aligning U.S. assistance with country priorities and 
capacity wherever possible, focusing data collection on what is needed for decision making, and promoting 
the use of evidence by both U.S. agencies and local actors.  

 Fulfillment of U.S. National Action Plan Commitments under the Open Government Partnership 
[Ongoing]: The U.S. government’s third National Action Plan under the Open Government Partnership 
includes two commitments related to foreign assistance transparency: one focused on improving the quality of 
the data published; and the second on encouraging use of that data by U.S. and local stakeholders. These 
commitments are to be implemented by June 2017.  

 Moving from innovation to implementation [2017 and Beyond]: Administration efforts to modernize aid 
and expand impact such as USAID Forward as well as USAID’s Learning Lab, its Center of Excellence on 
Democracy, Human Rights and Governance, and its Bureau for Policy, Planning and Learning, have created 
a new culture within the administration focused on doing things better and more efficiently for better 
results. The incoming administration and 115th Congress have the opportunity to institutionalize innovations 
and incorporate fresh and effective ideas into broader policy implementation. USAID can continue to work on 
educating and training staff on new implementing mechanisms, and Congress can support such efforts 
through appropriations and authorizing legislation. 

 Support the Sustainable Development Goal 17 on partnerships [2017 and Beyond]: Goal 17 prioritizes 
policy and institutional coherence and data, monitoring, and accountability as means to revitalize the global 
partnership for sustainable development. The U.S. government can lead by example by incorporating Goal 17 
directives into its foreign assistance policies, priorities, and budgets. Furthermore, through global leadership, 
the U.S. can coordinate donor and recipient efforts more efficiently. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Bureau for Policy, Planning and Learning, bit.ly/2d6Rrjp 

 Evaluation Utilization at USAID, 2016, bit.ly/2d6tPgB 

 Foreign Aid Transparency and Accountability Act, bit.ly/2cAkZIV 

 International Aid Transparency Initiative, bit.ly/2dh95Do 

 Measuring International NGO Agency-Level Results, 2016, bit.ly/2dp8voe 

 National Action Plans, bit.ly/2dh7MEv 

 Results Data Initiative, bit.ly/2cAm6IJ 

 USAID Learning Lab, bit.ly/2dh3OI3 

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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http://bit.ly/2cAm6IJ
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Innovation and Entrepreneurship:  
Leading with our Strengths 
 

Innovation has become a watchword in U.S. foreign assistance, and a number of initiatives have institutionalized 
this focus. To this end, USAID established its Global Innovation Lab in 2014 which has a two-part mandate: (1) 
identify, test, and then scale up proven solutions to development challenges; and (2) to transform the practice of 
development by opening it up to good ideas from other sectors that have already leveraged scientific and 
technological advances. Now operational for two years, the lab has catalyzed and catalogued a significant number 
of partnerships, investments, and successes, and is now exploring obstacles to the adoption and scale up of 
successful interventions with a focus on removing as many barriers as possible.  

More concretely, USAID and the U.S. government as a whole have made greater use of the Grand Challenge 
model for development, used so effectively already by others including the Defense Advanced Research Projects 
Agency. Designed to elicit previously unexplored solutions from nontraditional sources by offering sizeable 
funding to winning entries, USAID has issued seven Grand Challenges to date: seeking solutions for issues 
ranging from Ebola and Zika, to energy, water, civil society voice, literacy, and newborn health. 

While USAID remains the largest provider of U.S. foreign assistance, other U.S. development agencies also took 
steps to institutionalize their ability to incorporate learning, progress, and innovation, particularly in light of the 
Sustainable Development Goals. For example, the President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR) and 
the Millennium Challenge Corporation (MCC) announced a plan to establish joint data centers in Africa in an effort 
to, “improve existing data and make it more accessible, strengthen data analysis and visualization, enhance 
opportunities for citizen contribution to data, cultivate talent, and ensure mutual accountability when implementing 
development aid so we can make a sustainable difference.” 
 

InterAction Recognizes 
 Entrepreneurial approaches can be brought to bear on traditional development and humanitarian goals. 

It is easy to see how innovation and entrepreneurship play a role in large, high-profile advances such as 
vaccines, leaps in clean energy technology, or growth in global telecommunications. Bringing that same spirit of 
innovation to bear at local levels can also lead to better or more cost-effective solutions to problems that do not 
have technological solutions, such as maternal care, water and sanitation for families in refugee camps, or local 
agricultural practices. Effective U.S. foreign assistance balances these high-profile initiatives with continued 
support for the day-to-day challenges of humanitarian relief and development in which the dilemma is not the 
lack of a solution, but rather that there are too many places it is needed simultaneously.  

 Partnerships across sectors and innovative financing models are challenging to assemble but may 
unlock new results. The public, private, and nonprofit sectors each have specific roles to play in solving 
global challenges. While it can be time-consuming to identify shared opportunities and to structure investment 
vehicles that create gains for all sectors, they have the potential to bring market-based sustainability to 
development and humanitarian challenges.  

 Risk, failure, and impact evaluation all matter if innovation is to have lasting effects. Innovation 
inherently means testing new approaches. And that carries a risk of failure. Fully embracing an 
entrepreneurial approach to development therefore not only requires a willingness to commit to monitoring 
and evaluation of new efforts, but clear expectation—and acceptance—that a substantial portion of what is 
tried does not work better than the original model. 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/15396/LYR_final_Web_1112.pdf
http://www.darpa.mil/news-events/2014-03-13
http://www.darpa.mil/news-events/2014-03-13
https://www.usaid.gov/grandchallenges
https://www.mcc.gov/resources/doc/fact-sheet-mcc-and-pepfar-partner-to-invest-in-data-collaboratives-for-loca
https://www.interaction.org/
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Upcoming Opportunities  
 Support the USAID Global Development Lab as an incubator of change, not a silo of science and 

technology [Ongoing]: The ability of the Global Development Lab to realize its full potential for innovation 
rests significantly on the notion that it is now possible for U.S. government assistance to support alternative 
approaches to the biggest engineering and social challenges of our time. U.S. development effectiveness is 
best served when the lab’s emphasis on an entrepreneurial spirit (not just science and technology) is 
highlighted—whether that is through the annual budget process, debate around pertinent legislation, or 
coordinating interagency efforts to tackle new challenges.  

 Allocate the funding needed to modernize agencies [Ongoing through the annual budget cycle]: Over 
the past 10 years, there have been a number of successful, high profile U.S. government efforts to embrace 
data and technology, and to integrate learning and approaches from Silicon Valley into the fabric of U.S. 
foreign assistance and policymaking. The advent of open data strategies, chief innovation officers, and the 
Presidential Innovation Fellowship program all speak to the need to bring into government current tools and 
approaches. However, administrative funding for the information technology infrastructure and human 
resources that agencies need to follow through has not always been provided. Ensuring that the 
administrative resources are commensurate with expectations of progress will put the U.S. on a path toward 
more integrated innovation in its foreign assistance. 

 

Additional Materials 
 Office of Federal Procurement Policy, bit.ly/2cAoFdE 

 Presidential Innovation Fellows, bit.ly/2ddcjWJ 

 The Center for Transformational Partnerships, bit.ly/2dhcqhQ 

 The Secretary’s Office of Global Partnerships, bit.ly/2cz0nfd 

 U.S. Global Development Lab, bit.ly/2d3JlvZ 
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Key Congressional Bodies 
 

Each congressional committee is chaired by a member of the majority party and also has a ranking member from 
the minority party in that legislative body.  
 
 

 House Foreign Affairs Committee (HFAC): HFAC is a standing committee within the House of 
Representatives that creates and reviews legislation related to the conduct of the foreign affairs of the United 
States through diplomacy and international development. Subcommittees relevant to the development 
community include: Africa, Global Health, Global Human Rights and International Organizations; Middle East 
and North Africa; Asia and the Pacific; Europe, Eurasia and Emerging Threats; and Western Hemisphere. Each 
of these subcommittees holds both regional and functional jurisdiction over their respective topics and areas of 
the world. The Committee as a whole has jurisdiction over the State Department, USAID, the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation, Peace Corps, and all funds related to international development and assistance.  

 Senate Foreign Relations Committee (SFRC): SFRC is a standing committee within the Senate that 
spearheads the creation and discussion of legislation on American foreign policy as well as debating treaties 
negotiated by the executive branch. Relevant subcommittees include: Near East, South Asia, Central Asia and 
Counterterrorism; Western Hemisphere, Transnational Crime, Civilian Security, Democracy, Human Rights and 
Global Women’s Issues; Africa and Global Health Policy; International Development, Multilateral Institutions and 
International Economic, Energy and Environmental Policy; and State Department and USAID Management, 
International Operations and Bilateral International Development. This last committee has jurisdiction over the 
State Department, USAID, Millennium Challenge Corporation, and Peace Corps budgets, and is responsible for 
reviewing the State Department and USAID budgets each year.  All other committees have regional and 
functional jurisdiction.  

 House Committee on Appropriations: The House Appropriations Committee, one of the most powerful in 
Congress, dictates specific expenditures through appropriation of U.S. government funds. It has jurisdiction over 
and passes all appropriations bills, in concert with the Senate Appropriations Committee.  

 House Committee on Appropriations – Subcommittee on State, Foreign Operations, and Related 
Programs: This standing subcommittee is responsible for overseeing appropriations for the State Department, 
USAID, Peace Corps, Overseas Private Investment Corporation, and Millennium Challenge Corporation, as well 
as all international programming within other agencies. It also appropriates funds for American contributions to 
international organizations and international financial institutions.     

 Senate Appropriations Committee: The Senate Appropriations Committee, one of the most powerful in 
Congress, dictates specific expenditures through appropriation of U.S. government funds. It has jurisdiction over 
and passes all appropriations bills, in concert with the House Appropriations Committee.  

 Senate Appropriations Committee – Subcommittee on State, Foreign Operations, and Related 
Programs: This subcommittee is responsible for overseeing appropriations for the State Department, USAID, 
Peace Corps, and the Millennium Challenge Corporation, all international programming within other agencies, 
and American contributions to international organizations and international financial institutions.  

 House Committee on Agriculture: This standing committee discusses and creates agriculture, nutrition, and 
water conservation policy and legislation. This includes agricultural research, economics, and education. It may 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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also recommend agricultural appropriations levels to the House Appropriations Committee. It has jurisdiction 
over the U.S. Department of Agriculture. Subcommittees relevant to the development community include 
Livestock and Foreign Agriculture. Its work has important implications for international food security and nutrition 
development funding and priorities. 

 Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry: This standing committee oversees legislation and 
recommends appropriations for agriculture, farming, nutrition, and forestry. The most relevant subcommittee for 
the development community is Nutrition, Specialty Crops, Food and Agricultural Research, which is the 
subcommittee primarily responsible for international agricultural and nutrition issues.   

 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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Key Executive Branch Agencies in Foreign Affairs 

 U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID): USAID is responsible for delivering the majority of 
American civilian international development and disaster assistance. Through functional and regional 
bureaus, the agency implements and evaluates programming for sustainable development; countering 
extreme poverty; food security; global health; disaster relief; gender and women’s empowerment; 
environmental conservation; education; human rights protection; and democracy and governance. The 
current USAID administrator is Gayle Smith.    

 U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA): USDA is responsible for creating and implementing legislation 
related to agriculture, forestry, farming, food security, and food aid, both domestically and internationally. The 
department promotes sustainable, eco-friendly development and more efficient and nutritious agricultural 
practices all over the world. The main administrator of international agricultural policy within the agency is the 
Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS).     

 U.S. Department of Commerce: The Commerce Department is responsible for promoting economic growth, 
employment, and sustainable development. Internationally, it deals with foreign direct investment, 
compliance, and trade. The most relevant bureau for the development community is the Department’s Bureau 
of International Trade Administration, which houses the Foreign Commercial Service (FCS). The secretary of 
commerce advises the president on the business world and economic development.  

 U.S. Department of Defense (DOD): Headquartered in the Pentagon, the DOD handles all government 
activities related to national security and the U.S. military. The U.S. military has three service branches, the 
Army, the Navy (which encompasses the Marine Corps), and the Air Force. It is a key part of balancing civil-
military relations and is currently the largest employer in the country. It is responsible for standing up the 
military forces necessary to safeguard national security. The secretary of defense is the main defense policy 
advisor to the president.   

 U.S. Department of State: The State Department is responsible for conducting U.S. international relations 
and diplomacy. It employs both foreign and civil service personnel, and contains a multitude of bureaus 
covering everything from regional affairs to trade, energy, and environmental conservation to human rights. 
Its consular offices tend to the needs of Americans travelling or living abroad. Important bureaus for the 
development community include the Office of Foreign Assistance Resources; the Office of the Under 
Secretary for Civilian Security, Democracy, and Human Rights; the Office of the Under Secretary for 
Economic Growth, Energy, and Environment; the Bureau of Population, Refugees and Migration; and the 
Bureau of Conflict and Stabilization Operations. The secretary of state is the main foreign policy advisor to the 
president.  

 U.S. Geological Survey (USGS): The U.S. Geological Survey is a bureau of the Department of the Interior 
that seeks to understand the biodiversity of Earth. It works on issues related to climate change, land use, 
ecosystems, energy, minerals, environmental health, natural disasters, water quality and access, and civilian 
mapping. By collecting specimens and analyzing data, it provides science-based solutions to natural resource 
problems. Its International Program Office creates research partnerships with governments and NGOs in 
other countries, thereby enhancing international cooperation and strengthening science diplomacy. The 
USGS will help to implement the 2016 Global Food Security Act.    

 Millennium Challenge Corporation (MCC): The MCC is an independent agency, established in 2004, that 
distributes large grants to countries for specific development projects their government wishes to carry out. 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016
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The application process is highly competitive and successful countries must meet stringent standards in 
democracy, education, fiscal policy, and political and civil rights indicators. MCC aims to promote sustainable 
growth and people-oriented governance. It currently holds compacts with 44 countries.  

 National Security Council (NSC): The NSC convenes to discuss and advise the president on national 
security matters from multiple perspectives. The statutory members of the NSC are the president, the vice 
president, the secretaries of State, Defense, and Energy, the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and the 
directors of National Intelligence and National Drug Control Policy. It is common for other officials to attend 
meetings as well, though they are not legally mandated to do so. Through sheer concentration of power, the 
NSC has major influence over what is considered a national security issue, and which development activities 
receive attention and funding at a given moment.   

 Office of Management and Budget (OMB): As the largest office within the Executive Office of the President, 
the Office of Management and Budget creates the president’s budget annually, and assesses the work of all 
other government agencies on terms of coordination with the president’s policy vision and compliance with 
resource allocation. OMB is also responsible for setting funding priorities, and consults with a wide variety of 
government and civil society representatives to do so.      

 Office of the U.S. Trade Representative (USTR): USTR is responsible for creating and recommending 
American trade policy to the administration, and for negotiating international trade agreements. It participates 
in the World Trade Organization, and is part of the Executive Office of the President. USTR will help to 
implement aspects of the 2016 Global Food Security Act.      

 Overseas Private Investment Corporation (OPIC): OPIC is the independent agency responsible for 
overseas development financing (including loans and investment funds) on behalf of the U.S. government. It 
supports private investment in over 160 countries, promoting sustainable economic growth and working to 
combat unemployment in the developing world. In doing so, it helps American businesses expand abroad, 
with particular attention paid to small businesses looking for international growth opportunities. OPIC is 
government funded, but does not keep its profits.     

 Peace Corps: The Peace Corps is a government-run volunteer program that provides technical and socio-
economic development assistance in the areas of education, agriculture, community development, health, 
nutrition, and environment. American volunteers are sent to one of over 60 countries for a two year period, 
during which time the volunteers create and implement community-led development projects falling into one 
of the above categories. About 5% of “expert” volunteers are sent on “Peace Corps Response” high impact 
missions for three months to a year. Current project example: A primary school in Cambodia lacked access to 
clean water. Student often missed school after coming into contact with contaminated water there. The Peace 
Corps is working to fix the school’s bathroom system, and install a clean handwashing station and large 
filtered water tank. Each classroom will also receive a water filter for drinking water, and over 400 students 
will be educated on hygiene and handwashing. Eventually, high school-aged students will teach younger 
students, ensuring the information circulates through the school for years to come.       

 President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR): PEPFAR is a whole-of-government initiative for 
combatting the global HIV/AIDS epidemic. Its aims to bolster sustainable healthcare programs abroad, 
increase government capacity for prevention programming, integrate anti-HIV/AIDS programming with global 
health goals, and invest in research to improve health outcomes for and eventually eradicate HIV/AIDS. 
Agencies responsible for implementation include the Department of State, Department of Defense, USAID, 
Department of Commerce, Department of Labor, Department of Health and Human Services, and the Peace 
Corps.   

 U.S. Treasury Department: The Treasury manages federal government revenue. Most development-related 
activities fall under the Office of International Affairs within the Office of International Finance and the Office of 
International Markets and Development. These offices deal with regional affairs; development policy and 
debt; energy and the environment; international financial policy; trade and investment policy; and technical 
assistance. It administers American funding for the international development banks and for international 
financial institutions such as the World Bank, ultimately steering American participation in the world economy. 

 
 

https://www.interaction.org/FABB2016


GOAL USA
GOOD360
Good Neighbors
Habitat for Humanity International
Handicap International USA
Headwaters Relief Organization
Healey International Relief Foundation
Heart to Heart International 
Heartland Alliance
Heifer International 
Helen Keller International
HelpAge USA
Helping Hand for Relief and Development
HIAS
Himalayan Cataract Project
Humane Society International (HSI) 
The Hunger Project
iMMAP  
INMED Partnerships for Children
InsideNGO
Institute for Sustainable Communities
Interchurch Medical Assistance, Inc. (IMA World Health)
International Budget Partnership
International Catholic Migration Commission (ICMC) 
International Center for Not-for-Profit Law
International Housing Coalition (IHC)
International Medical Corps 
International Medical Health Organization (IMHO) 
International Orthodox Christian Charities (IOCC)
International Relief Teams
International Rescue Committee (IRC)
International Social Service—United States of America 

Branch, Inc. 
International Youth Foundation 
IntraHealth International, Inc. 
Islamic Relief USA
Jesuit Refugee Service/USA
Jhpiego – an affiliate of The Johns Hopkins University
Keystone Human Services International
Life for Relief and Development
LINGOs
Lutheran Immigration and Refugee Service    
Lutheran World Relief
Management Sciences for Health (MSH)
Medical Care Development
Medical Education Cooperation with Cuba (MEDICC)
MedShare International
Mennonite Central Committee U.S.
Mercy Corps 
Mercy-USA for Aid and Development
Millennium Water Alliance
Mobility International USA 
National Association of Social Workers
NCBA CLUSA
Near East Foundation
Norwegian Refugee Council USA
ONE Campaign
Operation USA 
Oxfam America 
Pan American Development Foundation
PATH
Pathfinder International 
PCI
Perkins International
Physicians for Peace 
Plan International USA
Planet Aid
Plant with Purpose

InterAction Member Organizations
1,000 Days
ACDI/VOCA 
Action Against Hunger USA
ActionAid International USA 
Adeso
Adventist Development and Relief Agency International 

(ADRA)
African Methodist Episcopal Service and Development 

Agency (AME-SADA)
Aga Khan Foundation USA 
Airlink
All Hands Volunteers
Alliance for Peacebuilding
Alliance to End Hunger 
American Jewish Joint Distribution Committee 
American Jewish World Service 
American Leprosy Missions, Inc.
American Red Cross International Services
American Refugee Committee 
American Relief Agency for the Horn of Africa (ARAHA)
AmeriCares
AmericasRelief Team
Amigos de las Américas 
Amref Health Africa, INC.
Ananda Marga Universal Relief Team (AMURT & AMURTEL)
Association of Volunteers in International Service, USA 

(AVSI-USA)  
Baitulmaal Ahed 
Baptist World Alliance 
Basic Education Coalition (BEC)
Bethany Christian Services Global, LLC  
Better World Fund
BRAC USA
Bread for the World 
Bread for the World Institute
Bridge of Life 
Brother’s Brother Foundation
Buddhist Tzu Chi Foundation
Build Change
CARE 
Catholic Relief Services 
CBM
CDA Collaborative Learning Projects
Center for Health and Gender Equity (CHANGE)
ChildFund International
Church World Service 
Combat Blindness International
CONCERN Worldwide U.S., Inc.
Congressional Hunger Center 
Convoy of Hope
Creative Learning
Direct Relief International 
Disability Rights Education and Defense Fund (DREDF)
Doctors of the World USA
Education Development Center (EDC)
Episcopal Relief & Development
Ethiopian Community Development Council
Fairtrade America
Feed the Children
Freedom from Hunger
Friends of ACTED
Friends of the Global Fight
FXB USA
Giving Children Hope
Global Communities
GlobalGiving
Global Health Council 
Global Links

Population Action International 
Population Communication
Posner Center for International Development
Presbyterian Disaster Assistance and Hunger Program 
Project C.U.R.E.
Project Hope
Refugees International 
Relief International 
RESULTS
ReSurge International
Salvation Army World Service Office 
Save the Children
Seva Foundation 
ShelterBox USA
SNV USA
Society for International Development (SID)
Solar Cookers International
Solidarity Center
SOS Children’s Villages – USA
SPOON Foundation
Stop Hunger Now
Syrian American Medical Society Foundation
The Syrian Forum
Syria Relief and Development
Team Rubicon
Transparency International USA
Trickle Up Program 
Unitarian Universalist Service Committee 
United Methodist Committee on Relief
United Muslim Relief
United States International Council on Disabilities (USICD)  
U.S. Climate Action Network (USCAN)
U.S. Committee for Refugees and Immigrants
U.S. Fund for UNICEF
USA for UNHCR 
Volunteers for Economic Growth Alliance (VEGA)
WaterAid America 
Water for South Sudan
WellShare International
Winrock International 
Women Thrive Alliance
Women’s Refugee Commission, Inc.
World Animal Protection
World Concern
World Connect
World Food Program USA
World Hope International
World Institute on Disability
World Learning 
World Neighbors
World Rehabilitation Fund
World Renew
World Vision
Worldwide Orphans Foundation  
Zakat Foundation of America

ASSOCIATE MEMBERS
Center for Justice and Peacebuilding, Eastern Mennonite 

University 
Disaster Resilience Leadership Academy (DRLA) at Tulane 

University
GBG Foundation
Public Interest Registry (PIR)
Transnational NGO Initiative of the Moynihan Institute of 

Global Affairs at Maxwell School of Syracuse University

(as of 9/22/16)







1400 16th Street, NW, Suite 210    Washington, D.C. 20036 USA
Tel 1.202.667.8227    @InterActionOrg    www.interaction.org

InterAction is the largest alliance of international 
NGOs and partners in the U.S. Our nearly 200 
member NGOs work in every country. In partnership 
with civil society, government, and the private 
sector, InterAction serves as a leader, convener,  
and voice of our community.

For more information, contact:

Travis L. Adkins • Senior Director, Public Policy • tadkins@interaction.org

Members of the press should direct all inquiries to communications@interaction.org. 09/16
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