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 Power
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— Niche diplomacy
e N &

— multilateralism
— Rule maker vs. Rule taker

. Y
— Universal/lhumane internationalism
— Wet vs. dry (Higgott)

« Coalition building

— Power, skill, knowledge, entrepreneurship ...

« Positional power
— Material vs. network power
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CIA} 2|2l & &
— =N HE: UN, World Bank

e ME2AM MM A% 2420 st AL (Rodrik
1996)
« A OI3| 10| (Vaubel 1986; Vreeland 2003)
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« LA A2 &AS

— Principal-agent problem (Barnett and
Finnemore 1980; Keohane 1986)
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OlgdA™ HAA 7 AFS: Nordicity

— Like-minded group

Negde WO 2 357 (Oden 2011)
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Why Nordic Plus?

Nordic Plus

- SR8 + 93 ULRI=, 0

L —

Aid fragmentation

— Td= A9 (84), =220 (94), Het= (77), "lif=3 (72)
- S22 AR S5 AU (45%), ==220] (28%

(28%), Gl 0L (28%)
— 0l=(82%), 2 =(85%),

Aid effectiveness

Aid harmonization
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2002: ZHU|OFIM L] H & st T2 M|~ et 9

2003: harmonisation in practice 2!
2003: Principles for Delegated Co-operation in

NORAD
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2006:

— Bl W50l tiet Bt
— Barriers to Delegated Co-operation: Joint Assessment of

Policies and Administrative Practices of the Nordic Plus
Donors)

— Full delegation 70| =2}l Al Al



« 2006: 357 DCA

« 2009: 567l DCA
— 2009: EU 127
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BH01 M E| S N ESL o
E=290] 8 44 $61,148,695 $1,198,470
A = (Dfid) 9 39 $112,716,639 $2,890,170
USAID 9 73 $76,716,380 $1,050,909
o= 9 32 $28,959,028 $904,969
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BH01 M E| S N 917 50 o

E=90] 8 34 $40,565,123 $1,193,092
A = (Dfid) 10 39 $110,079,528 $2,822,552
USAID 9 53 $124,503,992 $2,349,132
o= 8 16 $30,973,912 $1,935,869
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« 2002~2004
— Program for Investment in the Education Sector: PISE 1
— 40808 7= 42
— 25% 7t &9 Ats

« 2005~2008: 2Xxt #1 & ™
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Trilateral double delegated cooperation

Delegation chain
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— Hard power2| SA| 23}
— Normative power2l 2 ¢!
— JIA 0 Aok ST

— Like-minded group 7|8t
— Coalition building



