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Adaptation or Atrophy? The U.S.-EU
Trade and Technology Council Post-2024

The establishment of the U.S.-EU Trade and Technology Council (TTC) in 2021 marked a sig-
nificant milestone in transatlantic trade relations. It has demonstrated its efficacy in re-
sponding to Russia’s invasion of Ukraine with unprecedented sanctions and advancing eco-
nomic security initiatives targeting China. However, its achievements in areas such as trade
and green technology have been less remarkable. Additionally, it has faced challenges in re-
solving intricate U.S.-EU trade disputes. The Council’s future beyond 2024 remains uncertain
and will be heavily influenced by the outcomes of this year’s elections on both sides of the

Atlantic.

Erik Brattberg

1. Introduction
The inception of what would eventually be-

come the U.S.-EU Trade and Technology
Council (TTC) was initiated by Brussels, high-
lighting the growing importance of
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technology-related issues in the transatlantic
partnership. In a policy communication con-
taining a series of proposals aimed at
strengthening transatlantic relations for the
incoming Biden administration, European
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https://commission.europa.eu/document/download/da473743-1205-45c3-a558-87d0bf356cbd_en?filename=joint-communication-eu-us-agenda_en.pdf
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Commission President Ursula von der Leyen
and High Representative Josep Borrell laid
the groundwork for the TTC. Following swift
internal deliberation, the Biden administra-
tion endorsed the concept and actively par-
ticipated in shaping its design. As aresult, the
TTC was formally launched by the leaders
during the EU-U.S. summit held in Brussels in
June 2021.

The EU initially conceived the TTC as a mech-
anism to promote trade and improve market
access with the United States, particularly in
response to the turbulent trade relations ex-
perienced during the Trump administration
and the lack of political support on both sides
of the Atlantic for reengaging in comprehen-
sive transatlantic free trade talks. Accord-
ingly, the idea behind the TTC was to avoid
revisiting long-standing trade disputes and
instead establish a future-oriented agenda to
give the economic relationship with the Biden
administration a more positive outlook.
Rather than solely focusing on tariffs and
market access, the EU hoped that the new
format would also facilitate a more formal-
ized structure to discuss technical issues in
detail and foster joint standard-setting on
new and emerging technologies in the inter-
national arena.

Conversely, the Biden administration primar-
ily viewed the TTC as a means to foster align-
ment with Brussels on matters related to
China. These differing interests and objec-
tives have occasionally led to divergent per-
spectives and tensions within the TTC. How-
ever, therole of the TTC has gradually
evolved to become more geopolitical and for-
eign policy-focused following Russia’s inva-
sion of Ukraine in February 2022. This event
further underscored the importance of ro-
bust transatlantic cooperation, bringing the

partners closer together within the TTC
framework and prompting a reconsideration
of priorities with a greater emphasis on sanc-
tions and export controls, economic security,
and reducing risky supply chain dependen-
cies.

Following the last TTC ministerial meeting in
Belgium in April and considering the recent
elections in the EU and the upcoming ones in
the U.S. later this year, it is an opportune mo-
ment to evaluate the TTC's progress and ex-
plore its future prospects. This policy brief
evaluates the accomplishments and deficien-
cies of the TTC thus far, outlines potential di-
rections for its future development contin-
gent upon the outcomes of the EU and U.S.
elections, and offers recommendations to
bolster transatlantic cooperation on trade
and technology matters in the coming four
years.

2. Assessing the TTC: accomplishments and
deficiencies
While high initial expectations for the TTC

were set, it has consistently played a pivotal
rolein fostering deeper transatlantic cooper-
ation across various trade and technology
issues. Despite criticisms labeling the TTC as
merely a “talk shop,” it has demonstrated its
utility, particularly at the technical level, by
facilitating the exchange of information and
alignment of transatlantic approaches in its
ten working groups. However, the TTC has
fallen short of meeting the lofty expectations
set for it, proving largely ineffective in re-
solving significant transatlantic disagree-
ments, delivering clear policy outputs, engag-
ing external stakeholders in a meaningful
way, or spearheading ambitious new initia-
tives. In consequence, the actual impact of
the TTC thus far remains mixed; while un-
doubtedly beneficial in certain respects, it has


https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_21_2990
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-depth-research-reports/issue-brief/designing-a-us-eu-industrial-and-trade-policy/
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mostly failed to produce any groundbreaking
results thus far.

One of the most notable positive functions of
the TTC has beenits role as the bridge between
the respective co-chairs from the United
States and the European Union, along with
their teams of working-level officials. Since its
establishmentin June 2021, the TTC has con-
vened twice annually at the principal level, to-
taling six meetings thus far from the inaugu-
ral meeting in Pittsburgh in September 2021
to the most recent one in Leuven in April
2024. They have provided a platform for U.S.
and EU principals to present a united front,
set the agenda, review progress, and an-
nounce tangible outcomes elaborated upon
by the ten working groups. Moreover, these
regular ministerial meetings have offered a
rare opportunity for busy principals not only
to oversee official proceedings but also to
build trust and engage in strategy-level dis-
cussions on crucial topics with their counter-
parts. The significance of rebuilding transat-
lantic trust should not be underestimated, es-
pecially after the Trump administration, and
the strong personal connections between
U.S. and European officials within the TTC
context have contributed to managing disa-
greements such as those surrounding the In-
flation Reduction Act (IRA).

Previous TTC Ministerials

1. Pittsburgh, PA September 29, 2021

2. Paris-Saclay May 15-16, 2022
3. College Park, MD December 5, 2022
4. Lulea May 30-31, 2023
5. Washington, DC January 30, 2024

6. Leuven April 4-5, 2024

At working group level, the TTC has facili-
tated ongoing structured coordination and

occasional informal exchanges between offi-
cials in Brussels and Washington. A notable
example of the benefits of operational coordi-
nation within the TTC was the swift and deci-
sive response by EU and U.S. officials to Rus-
sia's full-scale invasion of Ukraine in February
2022. This collaboration led to the implemen-
tation of unprecedented sanctions and export
controls. Similarly, the TTC has helped U.S.
and EU officials align their approaches to eco-
nomic security measures such as investment
screening and dual-use export controls vis-a-
vis China, in close coordination with other G7
partners.

Although the TTC has generated relatively
few headline-grabbing announcements, its
working group structure has facilitated incre-
mental progress, particularly on complex
technical issues. This includes forging com-
mon frameworks and agreements on princi-
ples and information-sharing. While coopera-
tion between the U.S. and the EU on digital
and technology issues was often lacking dur-
ing the Trump administration, the TTC has
enabled progress on new issues where nei-
ther side has clear rules yet, allowing for
more flexibility in finding common ap-
proaches compared to more entrenched tra-
ditional trade issues.

Several of these achievements stand out as
particularly significant. Notably, the TTC's
collaborative efforts in developing a joint
roadmap for Al risk management and trust-
worthy Al have advanced a unified transat-
lantic approach to global Al governance. Ad-
ditionally, the EU-U.S. voluntary joint code of
conduct for Al, established within the frame-
work of the TTC, laid the foundation for the
G7 Hiroshima Al process, demonstrating how
transatlantic alignment within the TTC can be
leveraged in broader multilateral forums.



https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2021/09/29/u-s-eu-trade-and-technology-council-inaugural-joint-statement/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2024/04/05/u-s-eu-joint-statement-of-the-trade-and-technology-council-3/
https://www.mofa.go.jp/files/100573473.pdf
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Moreover, the TTC has played a pivotal role
in institutionalizing dialogue between U.S.
and EU entities, including standard-setting
bodies and newly established Al oversight of-
fices on both sides of the Atlantic.

The TTC has also played a key role in promot-
ing standard-setting initiatives, including
those related to 6G technology, establishing
common definitions and terminologies for
emerging technologies such as Al and quan-
tum computing, and facilitating coordination
on semiconductor supply chains and subsi-
dies. Additionally, it has helped coordinate ef-
forts in international standard-setting bodies
such as the International Telecommunication
Union. In some cases, the TTC has contrib-
uted to reducing disputes or mitigating trade
tensions. An example is the EU digital regula-
tory agenda, including the Digital Service Act
and the Digital Markets Act promoted by the
von der Leyen Commission. While the EU re-
peatedly rebuffed U.S. requests to discuss
these regulations within the TTC format, the
TTC nevertheless provided a valuable forum
for voicing concerns, which eventually helped
forge greater transatlantic alignment on digi-
tal regulatory matters.

However, despite its merits and contribu-
tions, the TTC has fallen short of expecta-
tions. It has been notably limited in address-
ing or resolving bilateral tensions between
Washington and Brussels regarding trade and
technology matters, though to be fair, resolv-
ing long-standing differences has never been
its primary intention. A clear example of this
shortfall is the transatlantic tensions trig-
gered by the Biden administration's passage
of the Inflation Reduction Act in August
2022, which many Europeans perceived as
discriminatory and noncompliant with World
Trade Organization (WTO) rules. Instead of

attempting to reconcile differences over the
IRA within the TTC framework, Presidents
Biden and von der Leyen established a sepa-
rate task force, with senior officials conven-
ing outside the TTC. Similarly, on antitrust
and competition issues, officials initiated a
parallel initiative, the Joint Technology Com-
petition Policy Dialogue parallel to the TTC.
While having other U.S.-EU discussion for-
mats outside the TTC is not necessarily a
flaw, it raises questions about how well-con-
nected these parallel efforts are to the TTC.

Moreover, while discussions inthe TTC
helped mitigate a transatlantic trade war in
response to the U.S. steel and aluminum tar-
iffs imposed by Trump by forging an agree-
ment to delay the imposition of tariffs on the
EU, they ultimately failed to reach agreement
on anew green steel club. This club was in-
tended to address shared concerns about
Chinese overcapacity while also resolving
transatlantic differences over the EU's Car-
bon Border Adjustment Mechanism (CBAM).
In another instance, the TTC facilitated dis-
cussions on acritical minerals agreement to
address EU concerns about the IRA but did
not manage to finalize the deal. These exam-
ples suggest that the TTC format, while con-
ducive to dialogue and coordination, is not ef-
fective as a problem-solving mechanism for
trade issues.

In some respects, the TTC has underper-
formed or lacked ambition. The transatlantic
dispute concerning the IRA presented an op-
portunity for the U.S. and the EU to collabo-
rate on fostering a more unified approach to-
wards green industrial policy. Despite the
EU’s proposal for an ambitious green transat-
lantic marketplace, the accomplishments
within the TTC thus far — such as progress on
common approaches to EV charging stations,



https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/statement_22_6402
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/statement_22_6402
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_24_1952
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_24_1952
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/event/maros-sefcovic-on-us-eu-collaboration-towards-a-transatlantic-green-marketplace/
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/event/maros-sefcovic-on-us-eu-collaboration-towards-a-transatlantic-green-marketplace/
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green procurement, or e-invoicing — have
been relatively modest. Additionally, the
trade track in the TTC has shown little tangi-
ble progress. For instance, while the TTC has
helped make strides in standards for sustain-
able trade, it has fallen short on the issue of
mutual recognition of conformity assess-
ments for green tech products.

The lack of progress on trade is less about the
effectiveness of the TTC format and more
about the changing politics surrounding trade
in Washington. It still highlights the EU’s ina-
bility to present an attractive trade agenda
within the TTC that the U.S. is willing to en-
gage with.

Several factors account for the mixed perfor-
mance of the TTC. Firstly, the structure of the
working groups has been inconsistent. Alt-
hough there are ten different working groups,
their effectiveness has varied, and prioritiza-
tion within the TTC has sometimes been lack-
ing. Additionally, the regularity of biannual
ministerial meetings has pressured working

groups to produce results, leading to unreal-
istic expectations given the need for delivera-
bles on complex issues that do not lend them-
selves to short-term wins.

Of greater concern are the limited opportuni-
ties for industry to provide input and partici-
pate in detailed discussions within the TTC.
While some attempts have been made to in-
volve stakeholders — with varying degrees of
success — the outcomes have been mixed.
This has caused many in industry and civil so-
ciety to feel disconnected from the format,
lacking real opportunities for input, and grad-
ually becoming disengaged. This is despite
the fact that in many areas, such as critical
technology domains like Al and semiconduc-
tors or supply chains, the private sector holds
significant knowledge and expertise but cur-
rently lacks incentives to share data or pro-
vide inputinto the TTC working groups.
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List of TTC Main Outcomes and Deliverables

Working group

Technology standards cooperation

Climate and clean tech

Secure supply chains

ICTs security and competitiveness

Data governance and technology platform

Misuse of technology threatening security &
human rights

Export controls cooperation

Investment screening cooperation

Promoting SME access to and use of digital
technologies

Global trade challenges

Key outcomes

e Joint Al Roadmap with three working groups

e Coordinated positions in international standard-setting
bodies
Fostering dialogue between Al agencies
Joint Task Force on Quantum established

e Joint Catalogue of Best Practices on Green Public
Procurement issued

e Launching the U.S.-EU Clean Energy Incentives
Dialogue

e Common standard for megawatt charging systems
for EVs

¢ In-person stakeholder dialogue on sustainable trade

e Semiconductors supply chain joint early warning
mechanism activated

e Agreements on semiconductors subsidy transparency
and supply chain early warning mechanisms signed

e [nformation exchange on non-market economic policies
affecting semiconductors global supply chains

e Mutual recognition on marine equipment and
pharmaceutical goods

e Minerals Security Partnership Forum established

Common Vision and Roadmap for 6G adopted
Agreement for collaborative research on 6G

e MoUs to scale up and support secure connectivity
packages in third countries

e Agreement on principles to protect children and
combat gender-based violence on online platforms

¢ Joint recommended actions for online platforms on
protecting human rights defenders online issued

e Common methodology to address foreign information
manipulation and interference adopted

e Structured threat information exchange on foreign
information threats and responses

e Joint principals on export controls, cooperation on
Russia export controls

e Joint principles on investment screening, dialogue
on economic security

e Discussions to align approaches on outbound
investment screening

e Report on SME digital tools
e Talent for Growth Task Force

e Trade and Labor Dialogue established
¢ Information exchange on non-market trade practices
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3. Future of the TTC: Options and consider-
ations
While both U.S. and EU officials have praised

the TTC as a success worth preserving, its fu-
ture remains uncertain and will depend
largely on the outcomes of the 2024 elections
on both sides of the Atlantic. Despite the out-
come of the recent European Parliament
elections, Brussels officials have strongly ex-
pressed their desire to sustain the bilateral
TTC format with Washington but are also
open to considering a slightly revised struc-
ture. However, there are internal differences
within various parts of the European Com-
mission on how to evaluate the TTC.

In contrast, U.S. officials have been somewhat
less definitive, considering the potential for a
Trump administration to disrupt such plans.
While a second Biden administration would
likely maintain the TTC in some form, it might
streamline operations by reducing the num-
ber of working groups and ministerial meet-
ings, refocusing more on economic security-
related topics. Nevertheless, the Biden ad-
ministration would also prioritize institution-
alizing cooperation on trade and technology
issues through other avenues such as the G7
or bilateral arrangements with partners like
Japan and the United Kingdom, potentially di-
minishing the importance of cooperation with
the EU within the TTC.

Conversely, a second Trump administration
would almost certainly lead to more volatile
transatlantic trade relations. The prospect of
areturn to a transatlantic tit-for-tat tariff war
could spill over into other areas of U.S.-EU co-
operation, potentially undermining progress
made in the TTC. Moreover, in the event of a
tariff confrontation between Washington and
Brussels, it is unlikely that the TTC could play
amediating role in finding a solution, given
Trump’s preference for personal interactions

with foreign leaders and his skepticism of the
EU. There is therefore a serious risk that
Trump officials would view the TTC as arelic
of the Biden era and seek to abandon it alto-
gether, favoring reduced engagement with
Brussels in favor of bilateral ties with individ-
ual member states.

However, certain elements of TTC coopera-
tion, where there is deep synergy, could still
continue at the technical level without overall
political direction. This would especially be the
case for digital and technology issues, where
even a Trump administration would likely see
the need to cooperate with the EU to agree
on common approaches, as the U.S. would
continue to grapple with these issues itself.

In the interim period between the recent
elections in the EU in early June and the
forthcoming elections in the U.S. in Novem-
ber, the TTC format will linger, albeit with a
significantly reduced level of activity. Some of
the issues outlined in the joint statement
from the April ministerial meeting in Leuven
will require additional follow-up work within
the working groups. Moreover, the period be-
tween the European Parliament elections and
the U.S. presidential elections could witness
isolated progress at the working group level.
However, more ambitious agreements will
likely have to wait until after both elections.

With limited official activity during this time,
external stakeholders may need to take the
lead in driving discussions on issues to foster
progress. The realization that much of what
has been agreed on in the TTC could easily be
discarded by a less cooperative political lead-
ership might spur additional efforts to solidify
especially promising areas of cooperation at
the agency level or through specific industry-
led initiatives that would be more challenging
to dismantle.
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4. Conclusions and recommendations
While the TTC has not met its initial high ex-

pectations, with certain areas showing under-
performance and external stakeholders dis-
engaged due to the lack of tangible delivera-
bles or opportunities for input, the format has
nonetheless made invaluable contributions to
fostering stronger transatlantic cooperation
on arange of trade, economic, and technol-
ogy issues. At the end of the Trump admin-
istration, transatlantic relations were in dire
straits, characterized by broken trust, sharp
tensions, and disagreements across several
areas. The establishment of the TTC signaled
a mutual commitment to setting aside such
differences and investing in a more strategic
and forward-looking U.S.-EU relationship.

The TTC has proven highly valuable by estab-
lishing a structured framework for convening
U.S. and EU officials at both principal and
working levels. It has advanced alignment be-
tween the U.S. and the EU on fundamental
principles and approaches underlying various
intricate trade and technology issues. Addi-
tionally, it plays a pivotal role in mitigating
tensions and facilitating the resolution of dis-
agreements that might otherwise impede
progress on the broader transatlantic agenda.

Moreover, by fostering consensus on principles
and approaches across a broad spectrum of
trade and technology matters, the TTC actively
promotes defensive and offensive strategies on
critical topics such as Al, semiconductors, 6G,
and economic security. However, the TTC'’s
inability to make significant progress on trade
issues is more aresult of changes in the U.S.
approach towards globalization and free
trade than a flaw in the format itself.

Ultimately, the TTC is more than just a dis-
cussion forum for the U.S. and the EU to con-
vene and coordinate on bilateral trade and

technology matters. It embodies a paradigm
shift in globalization, one that prioritizes col-
laboration with like-minded partners, miti-
gates risk associated with geopolitical adver-
saries, and fosters the development of for-
ward-looking joint strategies for technologies
poised to define the 215t century. Moving for-
ward, if there is political commitmentin
Washington and Brussels to sustain the for-
mat in some capacity in 2025, expectations
for the TTC will likely need to be tempered
somewhat.

Primarily serving as a transatlantic forum for
discussing and coordinating on a wide array
of transatlantic trade and economic matters,
a clear advantage of the TTC is that it allows
for progress on more technical issues that
might otherwise be challenging to address.

At the same time, the potential for the TTC to
adopt a bolder and more ambitious stance
should not be overlooked. The format could
play an even more important role as a type of
‘economic NATO,’ focusing on strategically
significant areas amid global geostrategic
competition, particularly on evolving digital
and technology issues. However, this would
require both Washington and Brussels to
demonstrate greater willingness to compro-
mise and set aside domestic politics to forge a
more unified transatlantic competitiveness
and resilience agenda. This agenda aims to
unlock opportunities posed by emerging
technologies by aligning respective industrial
policies and subsidies on both sides of the At-
lantic, and addressing challenges by strategic
rivals such as China. Former ltalian Prime
Minister Enrico Letta’s recent call for a
“transatlantic single market”, aiming to bring
the U.S. and the EU closer together in a world
marked by growing geopolitical competition,
deserves serious consideration in this regard.



https://ip-quarterly.com/en/ttc-lift-euro-atlantic-tech-alliance-takes-shape
https://ip-quarterly.com/en/ttc-lift-euro-atlantic-tech-alliance-takes-shape
https://www.euractiv.com/section/economy-jobs/news/eu-us-should-mull-transatlantic-single-market-pact-after-elections-letta/?utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter
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Recommendations

Conduct an official evaluation of the TTC:
Before automatically committing to keeping
the TTC format unchanged, both the U.S. and
the EU should jointly engage in a comprehen-
sive review to evaluate what aspects of the
format were successful and what aspects
were not. Based on this assessment, recom-
mendations should be prepared for how to
enhance the effectiveness of the format in
the future. External stakeholders should be
given the opportunity to provide input into
this assessment.

Elevate the TTC to serve as the central nerv-
ous system of transatlantic economic coor-
dination: The proliferation of various TTC-
adjacent U.S.-EU dialogues and task forces,
such as U.S.-EU Cyber Dialogue, Joint Tech-
nology Competition Policy Dialogue, and EU-
U.S. Task Force on the Inflation Reduction
Act, should be reassessed in light of the ne-
cessity to ensure alignment among these ini-
tiatives. While some of these efforts involve
different participants than those typically in-
volvedin the TTC, it is crucial to establish a
strong connection between them and the
TTC to ensure coherence. The potential of
the TTC to serve as acomprehensive plat-
form for transatlantic coordination on a wide
range of trade and tech issues should be en-
hanced by establishing a proper feedback
mechanism for these initiatives to report
back to the TTC and vice versa.

Streamline the working group structure: In-
stead of a sometimes cumbersome mix of ten
working groups with varying levels of effec-
tiveness and significant staff time commit-
ments on both sides of the Atlantic, the TTC
would benefit from a more streamlined for-
mat. Following a thorough review of the
working groups’ effectiveness, efforts should

be directed towards reducing or consolidat-
ing the number of groups to focus on particu-
larly promising or strategically important ar-
eas such as economic security, Al and emerg-
ing technology standard-setting, or green in-
dustrial policy. Conversely, the working
group on SMEs, for example, has not made
significant progress, and discussions there
could be held outside of the TTC format. A
more radical proposal could involve separat-
ing the tech and trade tracks entirely within
the TTC. Given the TTC’s greater success on
digital and technology issues, establishing a
stand-alone Transatlantic Tech Council in-
volving key principals on both sides could be
beneficial, allowing for more targeted pro-
gress in those areas. Conversely, a separate
Transatlantic Trade Council could expand be-
yond transatlantic tariff discussions to pro-
mote greater alighnment of U.S. and EU ap-
proaches in addressing China’s non-market
policies and industrial overcapacity. This co-
ordination could involve tariffs against Bei-
jing in sectors such as EVs and green technol-

ogy.

Reduce the frequency of ministerial meet-
ings: While the ministerial format has effec-
tively built trust and advanced strategic dis-
cussions between TTC co-chairs, it has also
imposed unnecessary pressure to deliver re-
sults every six months. Transitioning to an an-
nual TTC ministerial meeting, supplemented
by occasional informal check-ins, could afford
working groups more time to address tech-
nical issues and prepare substantial policy de-
liverables and noteworthy announcements,
thereby sustaining stakeholder interest. Re-
ducing meeting frequency and improving effi-
ciency would also foster greater buy-in from
working-level officials to devote timeto TTC
working groups amidst their existing work-
load. Additionally, aligning the annual TTC
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ministerial meeting with regular EU-U.S. sum-
mits would facilitate attendance by key prin-
cipals. In this regard, extending an invitation
to the EU High Representative for foreign
policy to join TTC ministerial meetings could
be beneficial, considering the U.S. Secretary
of State’s participation. This move is particu-
larly relevant as the TTC has acquired greater
geopolitical significance following Russia’s in-
vasion of Ukraine and the heightened focus
on economic security vis-a-vis China. How-
ever, hosting too many principals in a single
room may also hinder in-depth discussions.
To address this, the TTC ministerial format
could either organize separate sessions with
select officials on specific topics or seek to fa-
cilitate broader discussions on cross-cutting
issues with the wider group of officials.

Establish a TTC secretariat to formalize ex-
ternal stakeholder engagement: While a
loose coordination format offers flexibility,
creating a more robust institutional mecha-
nism to institutionalize TTC progress could
enhance stability and ensure continuity in the
face of potential political changes on both
sides of the Atlantic. The TTC has faced lim-
ited opportunities for meaningful engage-
ment with industry groups, which perceive it
as too insular and uninterested in industry in-
put. A notable exception was the Transatlan-
tic Initiative on Sustainable Trade in-person
event in Washington in January, which was
widely perceived as effective, although it may
have been held too late in the TTC process to
achieve meaningful impact. Moving forward,
more such in-person stakeholder meetings
should be encouraged, along with assigning
individuals to chair working groups in these
stakeholder groups to ensure that recom-
mendations are taken forward. In the event
of a Trump presidency in 2025, the role of ex-
ternal stakeholders in driving progress in the

absence of political support may become
even more critical. Establishing asmall TTC
secretariat consisting of only a few dedicated
working-level officials could therefore pro-
vide afocal point for external stakeholders to
handle stakeholder input in a more struc-
tured way and better facilitate sharing of
data and information between stakeholders
and officials. However, proposals for estab-
lishing a permanent TTC secretariat must
also be carefully evaluated to consider
whether added bureaucracy could hamper
the effectiveness and agility of the format.

Boost opportunities for legislative engage-
ment: Exploring avenues to engage legisla-
torsin adedicated TTC legislative forum
should be actively pursued to add more struc-
ture and legitimacy to the format amid politi-
cal shifts on either side of the Atlantic. Since
TTC discussions cover numerous issues such
as emerging technologies that require legisla-
tion, involving legislators earlier in the pro-
cess would also promote better U.S.-EU regu-
latory coherence. ATTC legislative forum in-
volving members of the U.S. Congress and the
European Parliament could, for instance, take
place alongside the existing Transatlantic
Legislators' Dialogue that convenes bi-annu-
ally on both sides of the Atlantic.

Leverage the TTC’s potential as a docking
station for collaboration with other like-
minded partners: The concept of the TTC
serving as a docking station for cooperation
with other like-minded partners warrants
further exploration. Establishing a loose in-
formation-sharing and coordination mecha-
nism could better facilitate the involvement
of partners such as other G7 members like
the United Kingdom and Japan once consen-
sus is reached between the U.S. and the EU
within the TTC. One possible idea
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could be to invite the UK, especially if the La-
bour Party wins the next UK general election
and would promote stronger ties with the EU,
as an observer member in the TTC. The aim
would be to advance common standards that
can later be extended to include other aligned
third countries. For instance, European Commis-
sion Vice-President Margarethe Vestager’s calls

for a“trustworthiness” criterion on critical clean
technologies could serve as a good example
of how progress inthe TTC on establishing
such a criterion could then be taken to the ro-
tating G7 secretariat for broader adoption by
the club, similar to previous work on the Al
code of conduct.
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