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How do affected families and
communities (at home and
abroad), governments, civil society
organizations/NGOs and the
private sector respond to crises?

How do affected families, communities, governments,

civil society organisations/NGOs and the private sector

respond to crises? 

$
Who gives /does what?
(governments, CSOs/NGOs etc.)

How do we know? (data sources)

What role do remittances play?

Structures, legislation, policies
and budgets?

What triggers 

the response?

How are resources targetted?
Who makes the decisions? 
Do some people get more 
than others?

How are
resources
valued by
recipients?
Does this change the course of humanitarianaction? What changes in benefits and impacts over 10 years?

Accessing resources

Barriers? Systems of

redress if people

perceive allocations to

have been unjust? 

Or corrupt?

Accountability

To do by end of 2009

Find out what’s been done/being done already.

Case studies

• design the methodology �

• identify countries �

• identify partners �

• establish teams �

Identify the type of global data we can use �

To do 2010

Capture and make visible domestic response

Start analysing and making info available 

for GHA reports and the website

Make detailed country case studies available 

by June

Make synthesis report available by June

Provide input for GHA Report 2010 by May

The Bangladesh team comprisesresearchers, disaster experts andcommunity workers, drawn from a mix ofacademia, the country’s disaster riskmanagement structures and a prominentcommunity-based NGO. In Uganda we havepartnered with influential NGO,Development Research and Training (DRT).
Work has started to broaden our knowledgein other contexts and with other partnersbeyond the initial case studies; we’re

working now with IMARA, anArgentinian NGO, which willbe using our methodologyto examine domestic
response.

Global data sources

World Food Programme (WFP)

• Government funding for 

activities 
in their own countries

Development Assistance 

Databases (DADs)

• Government budgets 

Remittances

• World Bank
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Almost one-third of those surviving on less than a
dollar a day live in fragile states – states that continue
to suffer the cumulative effects of the food and oil
price crises, and states that now find themselves hit
by the global financial downturn. Given that at least
40% of revenues managed by fragile states
consistently derive from external sources,
development and humanitarian assistance have 
a vital role to play in countering these crises, 
preventing entrenched poverty as well as the real
threat of escalating violence within and beyond
national borders. 

Changes in CPA, 2009-2011 [Source: Forthcoming DAC Report on Aid
Predictability: Survey on Donors’ Forward Spending Plans, OECD]

Natural disasters, financial crisis and fragile
states: a bad situation made worse

Aid is increasing for a few, but the outlook 
is worrying
Official development assistance (ODA) to fragile states increased in
real terms by 8.7% in 2008 to US$33.2 billion, representing just over
30% of total global aid flows. However, over half of this benefited just
six countries – Afghanistan, Ethiopia, Iraq, Palestine/Occupied
Palestinian Territories (OPT), Sudan and Uganda. Aid concentration
has increased over time. Ten fragile states – Angola, Equatorial
Guinea, Eritrea, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Papua New Guinea, Sao Tome
and Principe, Timor-Leste, Tonga and Yemen – saw lower ODA levels
in 2008 in real terms compared to 2000. The outlook is also worrying:

Net ODA (excluding debt relief ) to fragile states from DAC donors, 
1990-2008 [Source: OECD DAC]

U
S

$ 
bi

ll
io

n 
(c

on
st

an
t 2

00
7 

pr
ic

es
) 

100

80

60

40

20

0

19
90

19
91

19
92

19
93

19
94

19
95

19
96

19
97

19
98

19
99

20
00

20
01

20
02

20
03

20
04

20
05

20
06

20
07

20
08

Global Fragile states African 
fragile states

Non-African
fragile states

U
S

$ 
bi

ll
io

n 
(c

on
st

an
t 2

00
8

 p
ri

ce
s)

5

4

3

2

1

0

-1

What is a ‘fragile state’?

Fragile states are characterised by widespread extreme
poverty, are the most off-track in relation to the Millennium
Development Goals (MDGs), and are commonly caught in, or
are emerging from, violence and conflict. 

Exact definitions of what fragile states are can vary by donor
and institution. 

“States are fragile when governments and state structures
lack capacity – or in some cases, political will - to deliver
public safety and security, good governance and poverty
reduction to their citizens.” OECD DAC, 2006

“There are two categories of fragile states: vulnerable and in
crisis. The former are those states unable or unwilling to
adequately assure the provision of security and basic services
to significant portions of their populations and where the
legitimacy of the government is in question, this includes
states that are failing or recovering from crisis. The latter are
those states where the central government does not exert
effective control over its own territory or is unable or unwilling
to assure the provision of vital services to significant parts of
its territory, where legitimacy of the government is weak or
nonexistent, and where violent conflict is a reality or a great
risk.” USAID, 2005

In this analysis, we consider 43 states as ‘fragile’. Our list is
based on the definitions and lists compiled by the World Bank
(Country Policy and Institutional Assessment (CPIA) 2008),
Brookings Institution (Index of State Weakness in the
Developing World 2009) and Carleton University (Country
Indicators for Foreign Policy (CFIP) 2008 index).

What links ODA, CPA humanitarian aid and
development assistance?

While in many countries the longer-term, poverty-reducing
and sustainable development assistance makes up the
majority of ODA, humanitarian aid can form the bulk of ODA in
some fragile states. Given that the year-on-year humanitarian
aid has been substantial in these contexts, it suggests it is
often doing more than the short-term, life-saving work that it
was designed to support.

CPA is the aid that remains after deducting humanitarian aid
and debt relief, imputed student costs, administrative costs,
promotion of development awareness, research and refugees
in donor countries, food aid and core NGO funding from ODA.
In other words, it is the aid that partner countries can
programme themselves. 

An aid shock is where the difference in per capita ODA
between two years is 15% or more of the recipient country’s
GDP per capita.

2009

2010

2011

22 fragile states, more than half of those considered in this analysis
and the majority of them in Africa, are projected to have cuts in
country programmable aid (CPA) in 2009, while Chad, Comoros, Côte
d’Ivoire, Liberia, Palestine/OPT, Solomon Islands, Tajikistan and Togo
are expected to see a fall of 20% or more by 2011.

Non-fragile states

Fragile states



Fragile states are most vulnerable to the effects
of poor aid, but still get a bad deal
Despite their limited institutional capacity to manage resources,
fragile states experience lower rates of aid predictability and higher
volatility than other developing countries. Two-thirds of aid shocks
between 1970 and 2006 occurred in fragile states. Some states
with small economies, such as Kiribati, Guinea-Bissau and Sao
Tome and Principe, have experienced multiple aid shocks with the
differences in ODA levels between two years falling by as much 
as 125% of GDP.

Synchronising assistance with need is as crucial for these countries
as any other – perhaps more so. However, assistance is often
provided when states are unable to manage the resources, with aid
at risk of tailing off just as capacity develops.

Aid under threat just as other financial sources
are set to fall
These worrying trends are happening just as other key resource
flows are being hit by the fallout of the global financial crisis.
Remittance volumes to fragile states – greater than ODA flows – 
are expected to have contracted in 2009. Sub-Saharan Africa's
dependence on remittances from the United States and Europe was
already beginning to be felt in 2008, with growth rates at 7%,
down from 58% in 2007. Absolute volumes of remittances to sub-
Saharan Africa are expected to have fallen by 3% in 2009.
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Remittance volumes
to fragile states –
greater than ODA
flows – are expected
to have contracted 
in 2009

Photo: © CICR/KOKIC, Marko

Falling government spending will exacerbate
vulnerability: assistance is vital
Falls in per capita GDP growth were projected for 27 fragile states
in 2009, with many others experiencing near stagnation. While
domestic revenue collection in fragile states has been increasing,
those in Africa, for example, are still several percentage points
below the regional average. 21 of the 32 fragile states for which
2009 estimations are available are expected to see falls in
government revenues (as a percentage of GDP), although a return
to (low) growth is predicted for many in 2010. 

Falls in growth and revenues will translate into reduced spending.
The World Bank estimates that developing countries currently face
US$11.6 billion gap in core spending – threatening cuts in key
social spending. Fragile states, with minimal fiscal space to raise
funds, constitute 58% of this gap. In the absence of external
assistance, such cuts threaten to reverse human development
gains, exacerbate vulnerability to further financial and climate
shocks, and increase the risk of escalations of violence and conflict
for millions of people who already face significant environmental
and political insecurity. 

Aid has a vital role in minimising the impact of this finance gap
and the escalation of insecurity. It is therefore vital that the right
decisions are made and that humanitarian aid works hand-in-hand
with development.

This analysis is based on work undertaken by Development Initiatives
for the OECD’s forthcoming Resource Flows to Fragile and Conflict-
Affected States, Annual Report 2010. 



What you can expect from us 
in 2010
The Global Humanitarian Assistance team comprises researchers,
analysts and policy advisors with practical field experience and
backgrounds in development financing and reporting. In addition
to our analyses of the humanitarian trends as presented by the
main international data sources, our newly strengthened team will
allow us to deepen and expand our understanding of humanitarian
financing as well as greatly improve the resources we provide. 
This includes: 

• new workstreams that will enable us to look in detail at
domestic response, scale of needs, and conflict and the military 

• a much more detailed examination of the complex role of
delivery agencies 

• more detailed profiling and understanding of a wider range of
government donors

• detailed profiles of recipient countries over time 

• a strengthened focus on providing more people better access to
information and data

• a stronger connection between humanitarian financing and 
the bigger picture, from vulnerability and chronic poverty, to
climate change and disaster risk reduction and to global events
and crises. 

Whilst much of this work will be included in our annual 
GHA report, due for publication mid-year, we are also planning
additional updates and special features, case studies and 
briefing notes. We aim to make all of our work and the 
information that we find available on our website,
www.globalhumanitarianassistance.org which we are
restructuring and reorganising so that it is accessible and 
clear to all.

Global Humanitarian Assistance | Development Initiatives, Keward Court, 
Jocelyn Drive, Wells, Somerset BA5 1DB, UK | Tel: +44 (0)1749 671343
Fax: +44 (0)1749 676721 | Email: gha@devinit.org
www: globalhumanitarianassistance.org

Development Initiatives is a group of people committed to 
eliminating poverty.

Follow us on Twitter @devinitorg

What we do

Map financial flows 

We work in detail to

highlight relationships

between and within

financial flows, mapping out

who spends what, and

where, enabling donors,

NGOs, governments and

local communities to better

respond to people in

humanitarian need.

Provide access to 
no-spin data & info

We provide no-spin analysis

on financial flows,

emphasising simplicity and

clarity at all times, and work

hard to make this complex

world accessible. We help

policy makers, practitioners,

researchers, students and

journalists to use and 

apply raw data, contributing

to evidence-based 

policy making. 

Encourage debate

We build a broad network

for transparency in

humanitarian aid flows. 

We work hard to agree

numbers and definitions 

so we can discuss the issues

– not argue about the

figures themselves. 

Provide perspective
beyond crisis

Our work on humanitarian

assistance is in the wider

context of a global

commitment to poverty

reduction and interconnects

with global, regional and

national concerns such as

climate change, financial

crises, conflict and chronic

poverty.
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Why clarity
counts
Clarity counts because the
provision of accurate data 
and information on
humanitarian financing has 
the potential to inform, engage
and empower beyond those
‘inside’ the international
humanitarian system. 

We believe that information on
resources, and the capacity to
use that information, are
necessary conditions for
effective humanitarian aid 
and the longer-term goal of
poverty reduction.  

Global Humanitarian 
Assistance is a Development
Initiatives programme, 
funded by the governments 
of Canada, Denmark, the
Netherlands, Sweden and 
the United Kingdom. 

For further information on
anything inside this update, 
for more about the programme
and its contents, for clarification
on our use of data or its
interpretation, or to provide
feedback, please contact 
the Global Humanitarian
Assistance team. 




