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This study investigates whether there is a direct correlation between attack Assistance; Foreign Aid;
incidents on aid workers and sector-specific Official Development Assistance Terrorism; Attack
(ODA) spending in Afghanistan, focusing on four key sectors—Infrastructure,
Health, Governance & Civil Society, and Education—from 2008 to 2012.
Drawing on a combined dataset of ODA allocations and recorded violent
incidents, the analysis reveals no consistent link between increased spending and
reduced attacks. Rather than demonstrating a straightforward causal relationship,
the findings underscore the complexity of delivering aid in conflict zones, where
variations in both operational and contextual factors can diminish the potential
security benefits of targeted aid. The study thus provides empirical evidence that,
despite aid being channelled to sectors deemed critical for counterterrorism, its
immediate impact on safeguarding aid workers remains uncertain without deeper
attention to the broader environment shaping these interventions.

Introduction

Once seen as a purely humanitarian endeavour, foreign aid (ODA) has increasingly become entwined
with security strategies, aiming to address the root causes of terrorism by fostering resilience and
stability in vulnerable regions'. This "securitisation" of aid, first prominently implemented in Iraq and
Afghanistan, redefined development assistance as a strategic tool to counter extremism?>®. By targeting
key sectors—such as infrastructure, health, education, governance, and civil society—donors can
bolster state capacity and diminish the allure of militancy’*”.

Yet, this transformation has not come without consequences. The alignment of aid with
counterterrorism objectives has blurred the lines between humanitarian and military efforts, eroding the
perceived neutrality of aid workers'!%. Once protected by principles of impartiality, these frontline
actors are now viewed as extensions of foreign agendas, making them targets in volatile conflict zones'.
Militant groups increasingly exploit this shift, using attacks on aid workers as a tactic to destabilise
communities, undermine state legitimacy, and disrupt foreign influence®™!*15,

At the heart of this issue lies a critical question: to what extent do aid allocation patterns influence—or
respond to—the risks faced by aid workers? This study probes the relationship between sector-specific
aid spending and attack dynamics in Afghanistan, a context where the securitisation of aid has been
both heavily implemented and intensely scrutinised. By analysing attack data alongside Official
Development Assistance (ODA) figures from 2008 to 2012, this research seeks to uncover whether aid
spending trends correspond to variations in attack incidents or if these dynamics are shaped by broader
strategic and insurgent considerations.



Literature review

After the 9/11 attacks, the world witnessed a profound shift in how international development and
security became intertwined'®. This transformation, often referred to as the "securitisation" of aid,
redefined ODA from a purely humanitarian endeavour to a strategic tool aimed at addressing the root
causes of terrorism?’. The underlying ambition was clear: strengthen communities and individuals by
addressing vulnerabilities, thereby reducing the allure of extremist ideologies. Initially implemented in
the Middle East, this approach gradually expanded to regions such as North Africa, targeting areas seen
as susceptible to terrorism through the bolstering of critical aid sectors'”'®,

This merging of development and military objectives represented both opportunities and challenges.
While it offered the allure of stabilising volatile regions and fostering resilience, it also raised ethical
and practical concerns. Questions about the politicisation of aid, the erosion of neutrality, and the
alignment of humanitarian efforts with security agendas sparked significant debate. Substantial
academic inquiry has since grappled with whether this convergence represents a symbiotic alignment
of objectives or a contentious overlap that undermines both the efficacy of aid and the effectiveness of
counterterrorism strategies.

Scholars such as Aden' and Azam and Thelen'%?’

emphasise the potential of development programs in
both conflict and post-conflict settings to stabilise governance, reduce economic instability, and address
wealth inequality, thereby diminishing socio-political environments conducive to terrorism?'*?. These
initiatives highlight key sectors, specifically infrastructure, healthcare, education, governance, and civil
society, as crucial for fostering resilience and providing individuals with viable alternatives to
extremism’**.

However, the success of these programs is heavily dependent on robust governance and institutional
capacity in recipient countries. Corruption, mismanagement, and weak accountability mechanisms
often undermine their effectiveness, while untargeted aid policies risk empowering corrupt elites or
exacerbating existing tensions?"*, Furthermore, Security-oriented aid is frequently scrutinised for its
focus on immediate counterterrorism goals at the expense of sustainable development, often leading to
regional destabilisation, increased poverty, and disenfranchisement’>***5, Without caution, such aid
risks being both ineffective in counterterrorism and damaging to the regions it aims to stabilise’?°.

In addition to ineffective aid policies destabilising regions, many studies have highlighted the strategic
targeting of aid operations by militant groups to weaken the host state’s capacity to provide essential
support to vulnerable communities*'. Such tactics not only exacerbate instability and perpetuate cycles
of violence and fragility, but also erodes public trust in state protection, shifting public support in favour
of militant groups who strengthen their foothold and recruit from disaffected populations*>'*'5,

Aid workers face heightened risks not only from militant groups targeting aid operations but also from
the policy of aid securitisation'®. Once regarded as neutral actors shielded by humanitarian principles,
aid workers are now often perceived as extensions of foreign agendas and political interests®’. This
erosion of neutrality stems from the growing overlap between aid and military objectives, particularly
in conflict zones where aid is closely tied to geopolitical goals*!*?®, Consequently, aid is frequently
viewed not as impartial humanitarian assistance but as a tool for advancing foreign intervention, fuelling
anti-Western and anti-imperialist sentiment”*’, This is further stressed by Brown®', whose study
outlines the increasing mistrust aid workers within communities who no longer view them as
independent humanitarian actors®.



The growing number of attacks on aid workers underscores the dangers of targeted aid policies in
conflict zones, where increasing mistrust and perceptions of aid as a geopolitical tool have made
frontline workers more vulnerable to strategic and symbolic attacks*®*?*. Yet, the literature also
highlights how core sectors—such as infrastructure, healthcare, education, governance, and civil
society—are vital to mitigating the socio-political roots of terrorism**'*!5, This tension between the
strategic imperative to invest in these critical sectors and the heightened risks faced by those delivering
aid underlines an important gap in current knowledge: To what extent do these targeted allocations
influence—or respond to—actual attack patterns? Consequently, this leads to the guiding research
question: Is there a direct correlation between attack incidents on aid workers and spending in sectors
identified as critical to counterterrorism efforts?

Methodology

This study employs a quantitative research design to examine the relationship between ODA and attacks
on aid workers in Afghanistan. Afghanistan was selected as the case study due to the availability of
comprehensive data and its significant implementation of targeted aid policies. The analysis focuses on
four key aid sectors over a five-year period (2008—2012) to explore trends and potential correlations
between ODA allocations and attack patterns.

Two primary datasets were integrated to form the basis of this study. The first dataset, sourced from
Narang and Stanton's, utilised data compiled by the Afghan National Security Office (ANSO) and
maintained by the International NGO Safety Organisation (INSO). This dataset records violent
incidents targeting NGO workers across all 34 provinces in Afghanistan from April 2008 to December
2012. The second dataset, obtained from the ODA Creditor Reporting System (CRS) via the OECD
Explorer™, includes detailed information on both committed and disbursed ODA figures for
Afghanistan from 32 OECD DAC donor countries during the same period. The ODA data was filtered
by key aid sectors identified in the literature as contributing to resilience against terrorism and militancy.

The datasets were merged to create an original dataset, ensuring consistency and alignment between
attack incidents and ODA allocation data. This integration enabled a sector-specific analysis, providing
a robust foundation to investigate relationships between aid spending and risks to aid workers.

Three analytical methods were employed. Yearly Trends assessed annual percentage changes in
spending and attack incidents to explore potential correlations over time. Sectoral Spend
Analysis examined donor allocations to each sector, comparing these with attack data to identify
patterns. Commitments vs. Disbursements evaluated discrepancies between committed and disbursed
aid figures across sectors and years, assessing how these variations align with attack patterns. Together,
these methods provide a comprehensive framework for understanding the interplay between aid
allocation and the risks faced by aid workers.

Limitations

This study faces several limitations. It is confined to Afghanistan between 2008 and 2012, restricting
the generalisability of findings to other regions or timeframes and precluding assessments of potential
lag effects due to the constrained timeframe of available data. While the integrated dataset enables an
exploration of trends and relationships, it does not capture qualitative factors, such as local perceptions
of aid or insurgent motivations, which may significantly influence attack dynamics. Despite these



limitations, the study offers valuable insights into the complex relationship between ODA and risks to
aid workers in conflict settings.

Results

Infrastructure

Graph 1A illustrates the year-on-year percentage changes in infrastructure aid spending and attack
incidents on aid workers between 2008 and 2012. The data reveals a mixed relationship between these
variables. From 2008 to 2010, increases in aid spending correspond to rising attack incidents, suggesting
that higher aid allocations may increase risks for aid workers due to greater visibility or insurgent
targeting. However, the trend diverges in 2010-2011, with attacks increasing by 7% despite an 11%
reduction in spending, indicating that reduced funding does not immediately mitigate risks. Notably, in
2011-2012, both aid spending and attacks dropped significantly by 30% and 37%, respectively,
implying that a reduced aid presence may lower exposure to violence. These findings highlight the
complex interplay between aid delivery and the security of aid workers.
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Graph 1B explores the relationship between infrastructure aid spending (in US $ Millions) and the
number of attacks on aid workers. While higher spending generally aligns with increased attack
incidents, the two furthest data points reveal a deviation from this pattern. The highest recorded attacks
(150 and 140 incidents) are associated with lower spending levels of $1,821 million and $2,058 million,
respectively, compared to the peak spending of $2,396 million, which corresponds to fewer attacks (111
incidents). These observations suggest that the relationship between aid spending and attack incidents
is not linear and may be influenced by external factors such as regional security dynamics or the
geographic concentration of aid projects. Further analysis is required to better understand the underlying
causes of these trends.
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Graph 1C illustrates the relationship between changes in committed aid versus actual disbursed aid and
the number of attacks on aid workers. The data demonstrates no clear or consistent correlation between
these variables, as significant deviations in aid disbursement—whether positive or negative—are not
strongly associated with large variations in attack numbers. For instance, the most extreme negative
change in disbursed aid (-38%) corresponds to 95 attacks, while an 18% increase in disbursement aligns
with 111 attacks. This minimal fluctuation in attack numbers despite large variations in aid spending
suggests that other factors beyond attack frequency may drive disbursement decisions.

However, the relationship remains complex and warrants further exploration. The observation that aid
spending increases during periods of high attack incidents challenges the assumption that attacks lead
to program closures or reduced disbursement. Instead, this trend may suggest two possibilities: first,
that attacks occur as a reaction to heightened aid presence and visibility; or second, that increased aid
spending represents a deliberate policy choice to counteract attacks and reinforce stabilisation efforts.
While no direct causal relationship is evident, the data highlights the interplay between aid disbursement
and attack dynamics, necessitating further research to understand the underlying motivations and
mechanisms at work.
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The relationship between infrastructure aid allocation and attacks on aid workers is nuanced and defies
simplistic explanations. Graphs 1A—1C and Tables 1A—1B collectively highlight the disconnection
between spending patterns and attack rates, challenging the assumption that infrastructure aid directly
responds to security conditions.

Notably, Graph 1A shows that reductions in aid spending do not consistently lead to fewer attacks,
while Graph 1B reveals that the highest attack numbers occur at mid-range spending levels, rather than
at peak funding periods. This suggests that attacks on aid workers may be driven more by insurgent
strategies targeting aid operations than by fluctuations in spending. Graph 1C further demonstrates
significant discrepancies between committed and disbursed aid, with little correlation to attack
numbers, implying that aid disbursement is influenced more by donor priorities than by immediate
security concerns.

Tables 1A and 1B add a geopolitical lens to the analysis, illustrating how aid can serve both
humanitarian and strategic functions. The dominance of U.S. and U.K. spending reflects
counterinsurgency strategies that integrate aid with military objectives, while Japan’s development-
focused contributions underscore its commitment to peacebuilding and non-military solutions.

Overall, the data underscores the complexity of the relationship between infrastructure aid and attacks,
highlighting the need for aid strategies that balance operational presence with security considerations.
Understanding these dynamics requires a deeper exploration of how insurgent targeting and donor
priorities shape the risks faced by aid workers in conflict zones.

Health

Graph 2A examines the percentage change in health aid spending (US $ Millions) and attack incidents
on aid workers between 2008 and 2012. The data highlights an inconsistent relationship between these
variables. In 2008-2009, both health aid spending and attack incidents increased by 17%, suggesting a
potential connection, while in 2009—2010, attack incidents rose sharply by 26% despite a 4% decrease
in spending. The most notable divergence occurs in 2010-2011, where health aid spending increased
significantly by 33%, but attack incidents rose modestly by 7%, challenging assumptions of a direct
relationship. Finally, the simultaneous decreases in spending (-22%) and attack incidents (-37%) in
2011-2012 suggest a potential connection between reduced aid visibility and fewer attacks. Overall,
the graph underscores the complex and non-linear nature of the relationship, indicating that external
factors likely play a critical role in influencing attack trends.
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Graph 2B compares annual health aid spending (US $ Millions) with the number of attacks on aid
workers, revealing a complex and inconsistent relationship. Higher spending levels, such as $406
million and $305 million, align with the highest attack incidents (150 and 140, respectively), suggesting
that increased aid may heighten visibility and operational exposure. However, mid-level spending ($319
million and $315 million) corresponds to similar attack numbers (111 and 94), indicating that spending
levels alone may not fully account for variations in attacks. The lowest spending level ($273 million)
aligns with 95 attacks, demonstrating that reduced aid allocation does not entirely mitigate risks. These
findings suggest that while higher spending may correlate with increased risks, other factors, such as
regional security dynamics and insurgent strategies, likely play a significant role in shaping attack
trends.
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Graph 2C examines the relationship between the percentage change in aid commitments versus
disbursements and the number of attack incidents on aid workers. The data reveals no clear or linear



relationship between the variables. The most significant negative change in disbursed aid (-78%) aligns
with one of the lowest recorded attack incidents (95), while a positive change of 35% corresponds to
111 attack incidents, suggesting that increased disbursements may heighten operational visibility and
associated risks. However, the highest attack incidents (150) align with a -27% change in aid
disbursement, challenging the assumption that reductions in aid spending reduce risks. Similarly,
smaller discrepancies between commitments and disbursements (-6%) align with 94 attack incidents,
indicating that attack levels may not strongly depend on changes in aid alignment. Overall, the graph
underscores the complexity of the relationship, suggesting that attack incidents are influenced factors
beyond aid alignment.
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Table 2A demonstrates that overall health aid budgets have not increased in response to years with high
attack incidents. For example, despite 150 attacks in 2011, health aid spending decreased from $406
million in 2011 to $315 million in 2012. This trend reinforces the validity of Graph 2C as a fair
representation of the relationship between aid disbursements and attack incidents. It suggests that future
aid budgets are not adjusted reactively based on past attack patterns but are likely influenced by other
policy considerations or strategic priorities. Thus, Graph 2C provides a useful lens for understanding
the interplay between aid disbursement and attack incidents, despite the inherent complexities and
limitations in the data.



Year Spend US $ (Millions)

2008 273
2009 319
2010 305
2011 406
2012 315

Table 24

The data reveals a complex and inconsistent relationship between health aid allocation and attacks on
aid workers. While moments of alignment exist—such as increases in both spending and attacks—these
are offset by divergences where rising attacks coincide with reduced spending or where increased
spending shows little impact on attack numbers. This variability suggests that external factors, rather
than aid spending alone, play a decisive role in shaping attack dynamics.

Health aid budgets appear largely unaffected by security challenges, reflecting stability over time with
modest adjustments driven by strategic priorities rather than direct responses to attack levels. This
disconnect highlights the predominance of broader policy considerations over reactive decision-
making. However, high spending years often align with elevated attack numbers, suggesting that
increased visibility and expanded operations may heighten risks, though this is neither uniform nor
sufficient to explain the variation in attacks.

Ultimately, the data underscores a multifaceted interplay between health aid spending, operational risks,
and militant strategies. Health aid allocation appears guided by strategic imperatives, while attack
dynamics are shaped by factors beyond spending decisions, emphasising the need to situate health aid
within a broader context of regional security and the realities of conflict-zone operations.

Education

Graph 4A explores the relationship between education aid spending and attacks on aid workers from
2008 to 2012, highlighting inconsistencies and a non-linear relationship in how these variables interact.
In 2008-2009, increases in both spending and attacks suggest a potential link between higher funding
and greater exposure. However, this alignment is not sustained, as seen in 2009-2010, where a
significant rise in spending outpaced the increase in attacks, indicating that factors beyond funding
levels likely influence risks.

In 2010-2011, spending decreased while attack incidents rose modestly, challenging the assumption
that reduced funding directly lowers exposure. The final period, 2011-2012, saw significant declines
in both spending and attacks, with the sharper drop in attack incidents suggesting the influence of
external dynamics beyond aid allocation.
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Graph 4B highlights the complex relationship between education aid disbursements and attacks on aid
workers, revealing no straightforward correlation between the two. Higher spending levels, such as
$358 million and $400 million, align with the highest attack incidents (150 and 140, respectively),
suggesting that increased funding may heighten operational visibility and associated risks. However,
this pattern is inconsistent, as mid-level spending, such as $310 million and $272 million, corresponds
to fewer attacks (94 and 111), indicating that spending alone does not fully explain variations in attack

trends.

Interestingly, the lowest spending level of $224 million aligns with 95 attack incidents, a figure not
markedly different from outcomes associated with mid-level spending. This suggests that other
dynamics influence the risks faced by aid workers.
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Graph 4C examines the relationship between percentage changes in education aid commitments versus
disbursements and attack incidents on aid workers, highlighting a complex and multifaceted dynamic.
The significant reduction in disbursement (-53%) aligns with one of the lowest attack incidents (95),
which could suggest a response by implementing providers scaling back or ending programs due to
perceived risk. However, discerning whether this reflects a deliberate pattern, or an isolated adjustment
is challenging based on the data alone.

The broader variability observed in the graph complicates this interpretation. Smaller reductions in
disbursement (-9% and -15%) correspond to relatively stable attack levels (94 and 111), while higher
attack incidents (150) align with increased disbursement (+17%), and fewer attacks (140) coincide with
a reduction of -13%. This lack of a consistent trend suggests that aid disbursement decisions are not
primarily reactive to security risks but are instead driven by broader strategic priorities. The data
underscores the complexity of the relationship, where risks to aid workers appear influenced by external
factors beyond the scope of aid allocation patterns.

Governance & Civil Society

Graph 3A reveals an inconsistent relationship between governance and civil society aid spending and
attacks on aid workers. In 2008-2009, both spending and attack incidents increased, suggesting a
potential link between higher funding and greater visibility or exposure. However, this alignment is not
sustained. In 2009-2010, attack incidents rose at a slightly higher rate than spending, while in 2010—
2011, both variables changed minimally, indicating a period of relative stability.

The most notable divergence occurs in 2011-2012, where attack incidents dropped sharply despite an
increase in spending. This shift challenges the assumption that higher funding directly correlates with
greater risks to aid workers. Instead, it points to a more complex relationship, where factors beyond aid
levels influence attack trends.
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Graph 3B examines the relationship between governance and civil society aid allocation and attack
incidents on aid workers, revealing a complex and multifaceted dynamic. While higher spending levels
are often associated with increased attack incidents, as seen with spending levels of $2,504 million and
$2,363 million aligning with the highest attack numbers (150 and 140, respectively), this trend is not
consistent. Notably, the highest spending level of $2,939 million corresponds to a lower number of
attacks (94), suggesting that increased funding does not always translate into heightened risks.

The data also demonstrates that reduced spending does not necessarily mitigate risks. For instance, the
lowest spending figure of $1,348 million is linked to 95 attacks, which is comparable to the number of
incidents at much higher funding levels. Furthermore, mid-level spending between $1,922 million and
$2,363 million corresponds with a relatively stable range of attack incidents (111 to 140), pointing to
the influence of factors beyond financial allocation, such as the geographic distribution of aid and
regional security conditions.

This analysis highlights the absence of a clear relationship between spending and attack trends. Instead,
it underscores the role of external variables, such as insurgent strategies and operational focus, in
shaping risks to aid workers. The nuanced nature of this relationship suggests that governance and civil
society aid operates within a broader context, where spending alone cannot fully account for variations
in attack dynamics.
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Graph 3C examines the relationship between percentage changes in governance and civil society aid
commitments versus disbursements and attack incidents on aid workers, offering insights into the
responsiveness of aid to attack trends. Consistent with previous findings, the graph reveals no clear
correlation between the two variables. For instance, significant reductions in disbursement, such as a -
67% change, align with one of the lowest recorded attack incidents (95), while smaller negative changes
of -23% and -36% correspond to higher attack numbers (111 and 140, respectively). Similarly, the
highest positive change in disbursement (+24%) corresponds with 94 attacks, suggesting that increased
governance and civil society aid is not reactive to variations in attack incidents.
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The highest recorded attack incidents (150) coincide with only a minor negative change in disbursement
(-11%), further reinforcing the lack of proportionality between attack numbers and aid adjustments.
These observations highlight the apparent independence of aid disbursement trends from attack levels,
suggesting that governance and civil society aid operates on broader strategic imperatives rather than
as a direct reaction to security risks.
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Overall, the data suggests that governance and civil society aid spending does not appear to follow a
predictable pattern in response to attacks on aid workers, nor do attack incidents seem to align
consistently with changes in spending levels. While moments of alignment exist, such as simultaneous
increases in spending and attacks in 2008-2009, these are flecting, and the data quickly diverges, with
spending increases and decreases having no clear impact on the frequency of attacks.

Instead, the data paints a picture of aid spending as operating within a broader, more strategic
framework, seemingly detached from immediate security concerns. High spending levels, for instance,
are not always met with elevated attack numbers, nor do reductions in spending consistently coincide
with reduced risks. This suggests that aid allocation decisions are shaped by considerations beyond
operational safety.

The data also raises questions about the broader dynamics influencing attacks on aid workers. The lack
of a clear relationship between aid spending and attacks hints at the influence of external factors such
as insurgent strategies, regional security dynamics, or the operational geography of aid programs. What
emerges is not a straightforward story of cause and effect but a nuanced and multifaceted interaction.
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The relationship between education aid and attacks on aid workers tells a story of complexity and
contradiction. At first glance, moments of alignment—such as increases in both spending and attack
incidents—suggest a connection between heightened funding and greater operational visibility.
However, these patterns quickly unravel, as significant increases in spending often fail to produce
proportional changes in attack numbers, and reductions in aid do not consistently correlate with fewer
risks. The data resists simple explanations, revealing a landscape where spending decisions and attack
dynamics intersect but are not wholly dependent on one another.

What emerges is a broader picture where education aid appears to operate within a web of external
influences. High spending may elevate risks in some contexts, yet other factors, such as regional
stability, insurgent strategies, or the geographic focus of aid programs, clearly play a decisive role. The
nuances of disbursement trends, such as abrupt reductions or sustained increases, further complicate the
narrative, leaving questions about whether these changes respond to perceived risks or reflect larger
strategic goals.

Allocation by Donor

Table 5A outlines the top three donor countries across key aid sectors—Infrastructure, Health,
Governance and Civil Society, and Education—between 2008 and 2012. The United States is the
dominant contributor, providing a total of $16,407 million across these sectors, reflecting its strategic
integration of aid within broader foreign policy and stabilisation efforts in Afghanistan. This aligns with
its role as a leading member of the NATO-led International Security Assistance Force (ISAF).

Four of the five countries listed among the top donors were active ISAF members, emphasising how
development aid was intertwined with stabilisation and reconstruction goals. This demonstrates the
securitisation of aid, where military and development objectives converged to address conflict-zone
priorities. In contrast, Japan’s contributions, reflecting its development-focused approach, align with its
constitutional limits on military involvement and its emphasis on peacebuilding and human security
initiatives. The varied priorities among donors highlight the interplay of geopolitical, developmental,
and humanitarian goals in aid allocation during this period.
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Top Donors

Spend US $ (Million)

Infrastructure Health Governan.ce Gl Education
Society
. United . United
United States 2030 States 971 United States 6709 States 697
United
Kingdom 408 Germany 184 Germany 1088 | Germany 270
Japan 365 Canada 157 | United Kingdom 979 Japan 131
Table 54

Discussion

The findings across all four sectors challenge the assumption that aid allocation in conflict zones
directly reflects security conditions or consistently mitigates or exacerbates risks to aid workers. While
certain years show a parallel increase or decrease in both aid spending and attack incidents, these
moments of alignment are irregular and quickly give way to contrasting patterns. Notably, high levels
of sector-specific spending sometimes coincide with the highest number of attacks, suggesting that aid
visibility may heighten risks under certain circumstances. Yet there are also instances in which elevated
spending does not trigger an uptick in attacks, and vice versa, indicating the strong influence of
contextual or external variables—such as insurgent tactics or broader security conditions—on the
vulnerability of aid workers.

Moreover, the year-on-year analysis of commitments versus disbursements does not reveal a
pronounced sensitivity of donor behaviours to attack patterns. In some instances, disbursements
continue to rise amid escalating attacks, whereas in others, they decline despite relatively stable or
falling attack rates. The absence of a consistent correlation across all sectors points to an interplay of
factors—political, strategic, and operational—that shape both donor decisions and insurgent responses.
These results collectively underscore the complexity of delivering aid in highly volatile environments:
there is no neat causal pathway by which attacks directly drive adjustments in donor allocations or by
which spending naturally diminishes violence.

Finally, a cross-sector look at donor-specific allocations—particularly the dominance of the United
States and other ISAF coalition members—reveals that aid flows remain largely guided by broader
strategic or political imperatives. Countries with strong counterinsurgency interests and military
engagement in Afghanistan tend to provide the bulk of the financing, suggesting that securitised
objectives are deeply embedded in the overall development framework. Conversely, donors like Japan,
with constitutional limitations on military involvement, offer comparatively smaller but more
development-focused contributions.

These findings contribute fresh nuance to debates on the “securitisation” of aid"***. Existing scholarship
recognises that once aid becomes closely aligned with military and counterterrorism objectives, the

15



neutrality of aid workers can be eroded, increasing their exposure to violence?®*!. Our study’s results,
however, suggest that the relationship between heightened security risks and fluctuations in aid
allocation is not linear. Although the literature cautions that a larger aid footprint may draw insurgent

attention®'?

, our data shows that insurgent tactics and geographic factors also contribute significantly
to when, where, and how aid workers are targeted. In some years, elevated expenditures indeed appear
to coincide with more attacks, but there are also periods where spending does not correlate strongly

with violence.

This lack of a straightforward pattern aligns with arguments that caution against a one-dimensional
interpretation of aid as merely a counterterrorism tool?’. While scholars such as Azam and Thelen'**
and Aden' highlight the stabilising potential of well-targeted aid, our sector-specific analysis indicates
that donor countries do not consistently scale back or increase funding in direct response to attack
patterns. Echoing Keen® and Miller?®, the data suggests that donors may remain committed to long-term
strategic or political goals, even as violence surges. Furthermore, the study supports the contention
(Nunn & Qian, 2014) that governance weaknesses—in the form of corruption or poor accountability—
may be more decisive in shaping aid outcomes than threats alone’’**. Indeed, our analysis finds little
evidence of immediate programmatic responsiveness to spikes in violence, hinting that other diplomatic
or political considerations take precedence over security imperatives.

Lastly, our findings reaffirm the idea that the effectiveness and safety of aid interventions rest on
multiple, interlocking dimensions™°. The operational realities in Afghanistan—heightened by insurgent
strategies, local power structures, and the legacy of foreign involvement—underscore how sector-
specific spending can become entangled in conflicts of perception and legitimacy. While the targeted
sectors in this study are indeed vital to building resilience and offering alternatives to militancy, the risk
environment is shaped by more than just how much money is spent*’. As such, this study’s emphasis
on donors’ strategic orientation and the non-linear risk patterns faced by aid workers lends empirical
depth to ongoing scholarly debates on the securitisation of aid.

In sum, these findings suggest the need for a holistic approach to understanding the nexus between aid,
security, and militant violence. While increased spending can, under certain conditions, make aid
programs more visible (and therefore vulnerable), local political dynamics, historical grievances, and
broader strategic pressures constitute the lens through which militant groups assess, target, and respond
to aid operations. This layered complexity resonates with the wider literature that calls for nuanced,
context-sensitive approaches to aid in conflict zones—approaches that do not assume security gains
will automatically flow from higher aid expenditures, nor that neutrality alone can shield operations
from violence.
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Appendix
Appendix 1: List of OECD-DAC Member Countries and Years Included in This Study.

List of DAC member

Countries Years Included
Donor

code Donor name 2008/12 2010/12 2011/12

Austria 1
Belgium
Denmark
France
Germany
Italy
Netherlands

Norway
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Ireland
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Greece
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Spain
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Slovenia 1
Czechia 1

Slovak Republic N/A N/A N/A
Hungary 1

Poland N/A N/A N/A
Estonia N/A N/A N/A

Lithuania

301 Canada

302 United States
701 Japan

742 Korea

801 Australia

820 New Zealand

(o eI BN =) o)}
A D N W O

S ) UG U G G G Gy



Appendix 2: List of OECD-DAC Recipient Characteristics in This Study.

Recipient Code

Recipient Name

ISO Code

Region

DAC Income Group

World Bank Income Group
Land Locked

Fragile State

Recipient Codes
625

Afghanistan

AFG

South & Central Asia
Least Developed Country
WB-L

1

1

21



Appendix 3a: List of OECD-DAC Sector Codes with Descriptions - Infrastructure’.
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Appendix 3b: List of OECD-DAC Sector Codes with Descriptions - Health'.
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Appendix 3c: List of OECD-DAC Sector Codes with Descriptions — Governance & Civil Society'.

("S201AI2S pUE JUSWATEUEW 105095 JO UONESI[ENUadaP 10 Sp0J 10303 OJ102ds as[]) 'SUONEIO0SSE [EUONEU

JUSUNIIdA0S [EUOTIRUqNS

I19Y) pue SaTjLIoOYINe [B20] wnm [euoIFal uUoWINIdA0S [800] puR Ha.o_wua Jo sjusurpedop SuruoyiSusns ‘wsIeIopay 01 oddns pue UoRESIERNoSQ TI1S1
PUE SUOIE[2] [BIUSWILIDA0TIUI {(SUOISUSWIP [BISY pue sanensmunwpe ‘reanod Suipnjour) sassssoid uonesijenuaseq T
X009 $3pod sm JuawaSoupw p1v puv 1g2q | 61IST
UONDSIUDBA024 1GaP U0 Suli0dad 40,] “(Kaqunod saurind ay) u1) pan1adad piv usiaiof puv 1gap s1qnd Jo juawa3vunpy ’
"§ID1A4IS JPND pup SUNUN0ID Y1 O UoyD.L2d(D) npnp jouonopn | QTIST
‘ssavo.d 123pnq ay1 Jo 14vd sv Suruuppd pup aoiffo 123pnq aiy fo uotniado Buruuvyd 123png | LTIST
*(Sw0IsNod 10J OZ[ €€ 2POO PUL UONBSI[IQOW SNUIAII O1ISIWOP I10] ST 9p0d 9s1)) 1ap d1jqnd “ipne o1qnd ‘suone[as
[easyy [eyuawuIaAo3-1aur ‘Junyerp 1e8pnq {swaysds JuswaFeurw [eroueuy Sutaoidun HusweFeuew ainyipuadxo orgnd | (JALLd) JuswaSeurw soueuy Sjqng I1ISI
{Kqejunosoe [eLaSeuew pue [eroueur) SuruaySuans doueuyy jo sasmuw o) poddns (Suruuerd pue Lorjod [eostg
‘sdaaans (121205 141> ‘ANIONAISDAJUL DIDP 2ANDLISIUIUPD
, . , DIpp pUup SOUSHDIS
Jo wawdojaaap o1 1ioddns ‘sousipis 40poas 211qnd pup (posif ‘2oupulf 1aWUIRA0S SISTIDIS JIUWOUOIZ0LIDW SIPR]IUT (2008 11D PAED SNTHLIAD 96I5]T
‘A121208 141 P JUIWUIIAOL) O] P2ID]a4 DIDP PUD SASHDIS fO UOUDUIMASSIP pup Juawadvunw ‘uononpo.sd ‘uo1ajjo) : 1 pun 1 o
‘(212 “todvut “40u12008 421S1uIw duitid ‘Tuap1saad [D4UIS-10UIZA0S ‘YIADUOW) JUIUULIIAOT
. . 201fJo aaynaaxiy | pCICT
Jo spadaq v 10 2a1n2ax2 f2142 ay1 Jo ao1ffo sapnjouy “201fJo aa1indaxa Jo rLioddns 40 uonviado ‘uonv.ySUNUPY
(‘SuIpjing-4i1>vdv> uawidojaaap Spppup]s [puonD,
[DOSUDIS 40f 7OOQ [ 2P0 3S[)) JUAWAO]202P SPADPUD]S [DUOHDU YIIM SUlIpap Suoynisui Jo jioddns 1o uoyn.iado ! 1242p SPADPUDIS [PUOHDN. | PFIST
‘Buysvaa.of 4ayipam ynm Buipap suoymysul fo 1ioddns 1o uoyv.iadp saoiias jpa18ojod0a1apy | SHIC]T
. UONDNIDAZ
1oIpNIDA2 pup Suriojiuow [puolpu Suipiaoad suoyniusul o rioddns 1o uoyp.adp pup Susiosuou ouosoy LZIST
012
‘Sa01A425 SU1SS2204d DIDP pup 42INdWOD PasIPIUD ‘SO0 Bunurid pariado-juauuianos ‘sjood ajo1aa 4010w [D.4UID sa014425 21jqnd [p.1ouas )0 | 9ZIST
‘s8uiping pardnodo 40 paumo-juauiiiaaod fo uoyp.1ado ‘SaaNIAD PUD SPA0I24 JUIUUAIAOZ O 23DA0IS PUD 2OUDUIUIDIY
‘SuonpnSas puv sadnpasodd ‘sa1jod Suipnjoul 3214425 1412 2yl JO UODIAAO PUD UOYDLSIUTUPY §2010495 jaut0siad [piausny | pZICT
‘(uo1.12doos yinos-yinos pup ipinduvtiy sutpnioul) pio ustatof sariqunod Suidojaaap fo uoyv.qsiunupp oy jioddng Sur &&mm M.WM.‘_MM“% MHH“:MM £TIST
‘SUONDSIUDA0 [PUOIDILIAIUL fO S2DL[JO ID 40 PDOAGD PAUONIDIS SUOISSIUL ADINSUOD pup Jupwojdip fo uoyv.tadp suossiw oypwopd | zZIST
"SA2NA4IS PUD SADYJD [PULIXD JO UOUDISIUNUPY saoffo uSiaao | 1716T
("SZ161 2p02 asn JuawaIndod orjqnd 104 “ZH[ G 2p0d asn A31jod S1UIOU0Id
-0I0BUI 10 'SALNSTUILI J0J03S UT sanioeded pue swa)sAs Jo juamdo[aAap 10J sapod 10303s o1y1dads asn)) "paiyioads
2q 10UTED J0}O2S UM SJUSUIIEdOP JUSWUIIA0S pue SOLISIUTM ISYI0 UOTJEUIPIO-00 PIE UT PIAJOAUT SILISTUTI JUAWOTEURUI JATJEI)STUTWIPE
0} poddns fuonen[ead pue Fuoyuow ‘Furuueld juswdo[aAap HUIWUIIA0F-2 {ULIOJAT IIAIIS [TAID SJudwdo[aAap pue Lorjod 103098 d1[qng otist
[euonesTuesIo YuawaFeurw 921N0sa1 Hewny furoja1 pue Suruueld ‘woreurpio-0o Guamaeuew £orjod orqnd jerousd
sopnyout ST, ‘sanoedes pue swaysAs juomnafeuenr 101095 o1jqnd 2100 wAYFUINS 0) 20UERISISSE FUIP[ING-TOTINITISU]
-310ddns 398pnq [e19uas 10, Apod s feouag
2 pnq | J 0T01S 2P NN -£)9130 [IAL) 7§ JUSUILIZA0S) IST
A1P10S [IALD 7P JUIWILIIA0Y 0ST

23819400 U0 $2)0U [BUONIPPY / SUONEIYLIE]D)

NOILLATIDSHA

pod
Argjunjoa

100D Haod

sS40

S
VA

28



“SIUDASIUI] 0] STUIUNIOP [2ADA] PUD YAOM SUINSST ‘UONDLSIZ24 USID SUIPNIIUL ‘SIDIALDS PUD SAD[JD UONDLS U] uonpStumwy | 916
“UODAISTUTUPD DU 10 JUSUIDA.1] ——
Anfun fo spuippdod Suissaappo pup Sunpsnysacul Aq signd ayj Jo sjsaaul 2y Sunjuasaidai 2210438 juapuadapur
p nEmw.sD, uonvqo.d pup ajo.nd fo uopp.iado pup sLnod ay) sanffo pownr | perst
q pasodw spuawa)iias p3a] pup sauif fo juawad.iofua Supniour waisAs [p1o1pnl ay) pup $1IN0D MD] [PUILID PUD [1A1)
"§2210425 puv sAffo Suyysif-a41f puv uonuanaad-a41.] §2210425 INIS2A pUD 241 | £€16]
"§2210428 pup SApffp o104 anjod | zeIsr
‘spuappainba 40 aousnl fo sargstunu upyin uawdoppaap o1jod (5401928 43pa0 pup Mp] [DI2IPAL UOLDA]STUIUIPY PUD SUluUD]d I€IST
: T e : o ‘donjod aap.ao puv mp] ‘aonusnp
(‘uoneistu
0] paje[al Jusurafeurtu Ioproq ur Surping Ayoeded 10J 0615 T 9po9 asn) seniande Surpyng doead pue jo1Fuod-1sod
A UOIOUUOD UT UINELIAPUN 10 WLIOJaI walsAs Aumoas Jurpoddns je powre Ajuewrd a1e jey) sallIANOR I0] XX7S|
sopoo as)) ‘sudredweo ssouareme oonsnlul 10J SAIPIWAI PUER SJUIWS[IIUS UO UONBULIOJUI JO UOHBUIIASSIP {UONBONPI
[e39] o1]qnJ "ME[ JO SUIISAS [RULIOJUI PUB [BULIOJ JO UOT)RIZIUI {ULIO]JAI [BS9] {MITADI pUR SUIJRIp [PUONNISUOD
pue 2Ane[SISo] ‘suone[nIal pue sme| ‘SUONMNSU0d ‘syIomatuel] [e39] Jo JuawaAoiduur o) woddns jey) sainseajy yuawdofaaap [eroipn( pue [edo] 0€ISI
“w)sAs [e39] [ewLIO] o) opIsINO [[e} Jey) saonoeid [edajered pue snouaSipur ‘jeuonIpen; {[asunod pue pie [ed9]
‘uonerpaw pue uonenige ‘uonnjosal dndsip sanewsd)e fuswspnquio ‘uoisiazadns oY) pue suosuid ‘vorjod ‘sarouade
JUSWA2I0JUD Me] JudwaFeuew 19pioq <A1ajes oiqnd pue 19pI0 pue me[ JO SOUBUJUIEW ‘UONEINP? [B32] [RUOIssajoId
‘SUOIIBIO0SSE SIOAME] PUR JBq (5301A13s FunyeIp 839 {sunoo pue sadpn( isiejje awoy pue JoLayul ay) ‘onsnl
Jo samsrur o) poddns {[ewiojur pue [euLIo] Y10q ‘10}03s 2ousn( oy Jo sampaooid pue swaysAs ‘suonmnsut 0] poddng
JJels pue salpoq
juawanooid arjqnd yo K1oedes [euorssajoid Jo juswidojaaap pue {swaisAs juowamoold orjqnd ssasse 03 soArRRIUL
10 S2IMIONUIS S [[om se (Juatnainoold o1uo109[e Surpnjour) suonmnsur Juswamooid orjqnd o3 uoddns fsassaooxd JUaWRINO0I] 21qnd STISI
pue swasAs juswamooid orjqnd SuruSisop ur a01ApE {suwojaI pue sardrjod juowamood orqnd jo uoneuAILIO
o150121S SUIYSI|qRISO Ul 99IApR iSyIomadwel) [eF9] ajeneAs pue eao 03 Surpnjour uawainoord srignd 03 poddng
"§21p0q uonDsIIGow
ongnd jpuoipu 40 [puoi3ad |p0] 42YJ0 40 SAPLIOYIND INUIAIA ‘SILYSIUINL JUT] SAPNIIUT YIIYM ‘NUIADL Dgnd XDI-UON ANUINDL XDJ-UOU 4]0 981sT
Joddns
uonn.siuiuipn pun Ao1jod xp| s§iIst
“Ap10yInp anuana. puvpul ayj o uonv.aado uon22Jj02 Xy | 91161
("monoajo1d [e100S IAY)0 puE AJLIND3S [BIJ0S 10J )[09] 2POD as)) "sarpoq d1qnd
[BUONEU JO [BUOISAI ‘[BDO] JOYJO 1O SIMLIOYINE SNUIADI “SILISIUI JUI| ‘DOUBUL} JO SILOSTUIL [ILM }IOM SIPI[OUT YIIym UOIJESI[IOUI SNUIADI INSIWO(] ¥IISIT
‘onuaaal o1jqnd xel-uou se [[om Se uonensuIupe pue siskjeue ‘Aorjod xeyuonesijiqow anuaAdl dysawop o1 poddng
"uondnIIod YA PIWIOUO0D A[JOAIIP SUOTIESIURSIO SUIZIIIO Pue AJI00S [IAID JAUI0 'SOON Pasieroads “yIIsIaA0
SOT}2 pue AJLISAIUT JO SIATIRTIUT PUE SUOTINITISUT ‘SADTATS UONEST)SIAUT [e10ads ‘sarpoq Suriojiuot pue SUOISSIUIWIOD suonmnsut
uondnuos-nue ‘9 ‘sromod JUSWLOIOJUI MB[ INOYIIM 10 YIIM QLD pastuedio jo spadse 1oyjo pue Suuepune[-Aouow | pue suonesiuesio uondnuos-nuy Elst
‘A12quq ‘vondniiod jsurede Jequod pue Jo uonudAdId A1} 10J SHIOMIWEI] PUB SUONMIISUI ‘SUoTjesIuesIo pasieroads
"S2IILIOYIND [DI0] BUIUIYIBUDLIS WS DI3PI] pun 5
SUOND]24 |DIUGUWIUIIAOTA2JU] | (SUOISUUIP JDIST pUD dAuDSIUtUpD ‘Ipoytjod Suipnjout) sa552004d UONDSI DU (] UOHDASIUIMPD JUFUNABAOS [DOOT | S8IST
(“S4afSup.ay paipja4-4012as 40f sapod 401325 Jif1dads asp)) ‘siafsup.ay yons Surdpuvw suoynisul oy Joddns suonnjsul
‘2oupulf JUWUIIA0T [DIO] [0 IPISING SaS1IAIIUD PIUMO-DIDIS 40 SIIPOG SNOWOUOIND D1f122dS-40]1025-UOU 0] SA2[SUDL] 0] SA2fSup.j [pJUD 42Y10) 6ciIst
("S.42[Sup.4] pa10]a.4-.401235 0] doupusf o408 0307 | 97151

Sap02 4101235 21fidads 357)) “S4afSun.4) yons SuISpuvUL SUORNINISUL 0] 1i0ddNS JUBUIULIPAOS [PI0] 0] SADSUD.A] IDIOUDUL]

29



JuIp[ing }10m)au pue 2JUBI[[E pue ‘BUISIUETIO

‘goreasar ‘Surpyngaoead pue uonuaaa1d-1o1juoo ‘uoisiaold 201AISS ‘UonuaAdId pue Sulsier ssouareme JuawdofaAap
Ayoedeo ‘onBoperp Lo1jod ‘Aoeooape ‘Bumyes-epuafe opnjoul SanIAOE JI9Y |, ‘souunod Surdojoaap ul S[IIS pue uawom
Jo siy8u1 o) 1o/pue A)ifenba 1epuaf 10 93Uy SATEWIIOSURT Jnoqe SULIQ 0) JSTXd suonesTuedIo 953y, (Surpuny
-0100 PUE SONIATIOR) AIQRUIEISQNS PUB 90UIN[JUI ‘SSOUIANISJJS JIOY] J0ULRTUI 0] S[3AQ] [[E 18 ([BIUSUWLIAOT-UOU puUR
[EIuowuISA0S) SUOIIMINISUI PUB ‘SJUSWISAOW PUE suonesiueSio spySiI s,uswom pue paj-uswom ‘Isrurmof 1oJ poddng

suonmSul
JUSWUIIAOS PUB “SJUSUIIAOW
pue suorjesTueSIo SIYSII SISO M

0LTST

(‘SururesIeg 2ATIA[0))

PUE UOTRID0SSY JO WOopaal] ‘nonednooo pue juswiAo[dwo Ul UOTEUTWILIISIP-UON ‘INoqeT] paolio ‘ImoqeT pird

91 Yaop 18 sIySry pue sejdound [eluswepuny 10§ (0091 9pod as) Sundigen Jo swnolA a1e Aoy} uoym Surpnjour
‘syueISTur 10 5998nJ21 103 Suruueidord sy wewny I0J 061 ST PO 2s() "SIIT pue UdWOM JsureSe 90udjoTA Furpus
10J 08161 9poo pue uonerddo Surdaoxaoead e Jo 1xX01U0D o) UL USYM (EZST 9PO2 95[)) "0INU0] JO SWUNITA ‘Sur{orgen
JO SWINOIA ‘UOTBUIULIDSIP 3)5eD wol) Sunayyns asoy) pue a[doad snousFipur ‘senuourur [enxas pue snsmsur|
‘SNOISITaI ‘OTUIR ‘SIUBISTUI “SANIIQESIP YiIm suosIiad ‘waIp[yo 89 ‘sdnoid oyroads SunoZie) Suruerdord sy
uewny ‘uoneonpa sySu vewmny dijqnd pue Sursiel SSOUAIEME (UOTBSI[IqOW ‘WSIANOR ‘A0BO0APE SIYTLI uBIny (SOON
SIYS LI UBWINY puE SISPUIJIP SIYSU uewing] “anSoferp s)y3u uewny idn-mofjoj pue Surpodar ‘wone[si3a] (euoneu

01U SJUSUNIUILIOD S)YSLI UBTINY] [BUOTIRUINUT JO UONB[SUET) S)UBUIAOD PUR SUOTJUIATOD [EUOIBUIIUI UT PIULJP

SE SJYSLI [RIMNO PUE [BID0S ‘OIIIou0od ‘feantjod pue [1A10 10001d pue ojowoid 03 So101 A10JNJE)S 10U} U S[OAI] [E90]
puE [EUOTIEU ‘TRUOISAI ‘[BSIOATUN JB SWSTUBYIOW PUE SUONMNSUI S)YS1I uewny [erorjo pasierdads jzoddns o) samsesy

SIYSL uewny

09181

"eIpaur 0] 2dum)sisse [eydes pue Juawudinba jo uwoisiaoid 10J (Zg 10193S UT SaP02 3s() “s[eu0IssaJoId HoneuLIoyuI
pue sysienmol jo Sururen 3o ‘erpaw suruo pue jseopeoaq ‘und oy Jo A)1Sojur oY) puE S[[IYS [BOTUYII) PUE
[BLIONPR I} ISBAIIUI JBY) SINIANIE (sansst orjqnd wo UOHBWLIOUI JO MO[J PAIOSUIJUN pue 224 Moddns jer) sanianoy

UOnBULIOJUT
JO MO[J 231] PUB BIPIJA]

eSIST

‘swa)sAs Aured Jo SuruampSuans pue sanded [eonijod o} soue)sissy Teunosiad poddns pue si0je|si3a[ 10F soururersoId
Sururen Surpraoxd {sue)sAs juswaSeuRI UONBULIONUT PUB [OIBISAT £‘SaImpasoid 9ATIRNSIUIIIPE PUE S99))IUIWIOD
;somners139] Suraoidwr ‘sarpoq ATIR[SISI] Jo A1orded a1y Surroidun se gons ‘(uonjelsida) Sysisioao fuoneuasaidar)
S[IOUNO0S puUB SAIqUIAsSe [euoneuqns Surpnjour syuawerred /sormje[sida) Jo suonauny Aoy Uai3uans 0} 90UR)SISSY

sarred [eonrod pue saane[sido]

(435!

(‘uonerado Surdoasjaoead [eUOTIEILISIUT UB JO JX2JUOD
3} UI USYM ()€ZS JPOO 9S[(]) 'UOTIEONPI SIJ0A ‘UOTBAIISQO UOTIS]D ‘sassasold pue saIpoq JuswaSeuetl [BI0J09[5

suoroa[g

[SIST

("sopoo asodind

arerzdoxdde 10130 asn sasodind 2ouBUIIA0S-UOU J0J ST AJRI00S IAIO 0} QOURISISSE UIYA\ "SONSST 90ULUIdA0T Funogre;
SONIAIIOR 0} PAJOLNSAT ST 9poa asodind STy [ ) ‘S[OAI] SNOLBA J& UOHRONPA JIALD J0] FUIYoea) pUE BNOLUND fo1ayds
orgnd ayy ul 108 0} UIRI| SUAZKIO d[ay 0] PUE YUNODOE 0} SHUAUNLIBA0S pjoy pue oFeSus “IoNUOW 0 ‘SIAqUISW II9Y) 10]
2)e00ApE puE Judsaidar o) suonesiuesio o) Joddns (SOANENIUT SUSZIIO PUE BPURIIJAI SE [ONS SJUSWINISUL AJBIO0WP
1021p {([STST) SUOTIOA2 puOAaq SUIZIND Jo uonedronied Jo SULIO] SSIOATP PUB AJBIJOWIP JO ISIDIAXD A 03 poddng

Aja1008
[1A10 pue uonjedionred sneroowaq

0STST

"P11S] PUE [ 1[G SOPOJ 95N UONESI[IqOUL SNUIAJI OISIWOP pue Ad1jod [eIST] 10,] "BUIpUN] paseq
-Aorjod ‘yusmdoraAap 1030as orpqnd aoueque 0} Surp(ing Aroedeos ‘wone[nsaI pue sme ‘saroijod Jo TONE[NWLIOT 0132)eNS
J10J 20UEJSISSE [BOTUYD2) SOPNOU] "SULIOJI [BIMJONLYS pue AI[IqeUIeIsns 3qap ‘AIIqe;s Sruouodvoe 0} poddng

Aor[od OTIIOU0030I0BA

(448!

Suostig

LEIST

30



-Anunoo pado[aAap Iy} B Ul JUIWS[JISAI AIRJUN|OA 10 ‘(I0UEISISSE
armyredap-a1d "2°T) AIUNOD IOUOP JB) WOIJ WINAI A7) YIIM UOTDaUU0D Ul ATJUNOD Jouop & ur papraoid st poddns uaym
uoneIFaIuIal 112y} 0] PUB WINjal ATRjUn[oA I1d1) 10] Surpnjoul ‘Anunod Iouop a1} ul s2a38nJaI Jo soueualsns Areroduay

a1} 10 st amyIpuadxe uayMm (1(0¢6 2PO2 28] "UOoN09)01d UBLIR)UBIINY PUB SIOIAISS AoUSSIoWD JO AISAT[Sp Se yons
(sddy) suosiad paoejdsip A[[euIaiur pue $233nJaI 0} 90UB)SISSE JO s100dse UeLIBIIURWINT 10] ()TOZL SPOD ‘Se0UBNIUAT

Jo s3500 Surpuss a1y Suronpar e Surume sewrurerdord 10] 050pz 2po2 ‘(Jeuondo) SIJIAISS pur SIBJJE UOT)RISTUIT

10 senjUOYINE SINUNOD 0} oddns 10J 9 TS T SPOd SN ‘UONIPPE UJ “UOHUIAIIUL JO J0JI3S JUBAS[AI IS} IopuUn

Inq “a19y papod aq jou pnoys uopeiSiu re[ndain pue juswadedsip pasio) JO $aSNED 1001 9y} SUISSaIppe SANIANOY
V(O WoIj papn[oxa a1 }sa10ul ,s19praoid jsowero] pue siy ansimd jey sonianoy (swnjox AIejunjoA Jo Jxo3uod

o1} ur SaLUNO? I0uop ul papraoxd asueysisse amnpedap-a1d 10§ 91 0E6 2P0 250) UISLIO JO ANUNOD IS} U UOT)RIZoIUIaL
9[qeUIE)SNS 10U} IO SIUBISIW 0} 90ULISISSY « (VO WOL POPNIOXa ST SUINJAI PIJIO] 0} 9JUBSISSe (A1junod

Surdo[aAap 197joUL WOIY SUINJAI AJUO SISA0D) UISIIO JO ATUNOD 1197} 0} UIN}AI AIRJUN[OA PUB PAULIOJUT ‘PALJIUSIP

‘ayes 110y} 10J SJUBISTUE 0] Q0URISISSY » suosiod paoe[dsip JoJ aoup)sIsse pue 201snf 0] s52008 2INSU2 0] So13o)ens
9A193]12 03 yoddng « wnjAse 0} 13U oY) pue U002)0Id [BUONEUIUI JINSTUD 0) SAFNBIS IAN03]J2 0} oddng . s3uraq
uewny ur Sunpoiyyen Sunequiods pue Sunuasaid pue sjueidnu Jjo Sun83ntws o) asuodsar [euorjeusuen ) ULY)UIS
puE ‘uoTjeISTUI UT SINI[IqRISUINA 20NPaI pue ssaIppe o) Joddns sopnour STy "satnunod Surdojaasp ur (JusuraSeuswr
1op10q Surpnyour) yuswdoaaap [erorpnl pue e[ se [[om se Juawdoppaap Aorjod pue A5a1ens 10y Surpymq

Ayoede)) « ‘sarunos Surdo[oAsp Ul SWILSAS JUAURININAI moqe] JuelSiu dAo1duw 03 SaInsealy » sauunod Jurdojaaap
ur s1oafoad eyuemdorasap 10} asn 110y J0/pue saouenual Jo oedun juswdojaaap ay; Suroueyue sowrwergold pue
elodserp ynm juowafeSus ‘uoneidiw temn3oin ssaippe pue uonelsnu rendar pue oyes ajey[ioef 03 poddns sapnjour
sy T, Juswadeuew pue Suruueld ‘sisATeue ‘Aorjod Ajiqow pue uoneiSiu ur Furp(ing Anoede)) «:sepnpour sty [, -ojdoad
Jo £Iqow pue uoneISTw a[qrsuodsar pue ren3a1 ‘ayes ‘A[IapIo oy} sajeIIoe] ey} SaLnunod Surdo[aAap 0] 20URISISSY

Ajpiqow pue
uoneidiu aqisuodsar pue rendax
‘ayes ‘A[19pI0 JO uoneIIIoR,

061¢1

"20UR[01A JO siojenadiad Jo juawmystund pue uonnoasoid ‘uonesIsaAUl

Sulmsue pue {SIOATAINS JO SPaaU a1} 0] A[2AT}09]J9 210w puodsal o} [ouunosad Sururer (o1eo yijeay pue 3ul[osunod
[eroosoyoAsd ‘aour)sisse [BF9] SUIPNOUT SIVTAIIS 0} $5200k Surpuedxd OpN[OUI ABW IOUIOIA PaIseq-1opuag/s[Id

PUR TOWOM JSUTESE 20U0TA 0} puodsal 0) suonuaAINu] "Ajoedes Jeuonmnsur SuruayiSuans ysnoy) Surpnjour

‘SIS pue uswom jsurede 2oua[o1a Surpus uo sarorjod pue sme| Jo uoneuawsdur uayiSuons pue {swrojaI [e39]

1oeUS pue 1dope ‘IMoIABYaq pue suLIou ‘sopninie adueyd S8 pue uswom Jamoduwid 0] SH0JJ OpNoul ABUI SANIATIOR
uonuaAdld SHIS pue uswom Jo Junppiyen pue sSulny nouoy {Furmoly; proe oFeLuew paoIo) pue AJIed ‘plIyo
{(O/NDA) Sumno/uone[nu [BJU23 9[BWA] ‘20UI[OIA [BNXAS {(90US[OIA D1)SOUIOP) 9OU[OIA Jouped 2JBUIIIUI 0] PAJII]
10U Jnq Surpnjout 20u0IA [eo130[oyoAsd pue [enxas ‘[eo1sAyd Jo suo] Jo a3uel peolq & sassedwiooua SIY ], "90Us[OTA
paseq-Iapuad/s[S pue uawom jsureSe 20U[0TA JO SULIO] [[8 aeurtul[d pue juaaaid o) paudisep saurnueidord oy poddng

SIS pue
uswom jsurede aoud[orA Surpug

081¢1

31



Appendix 3d: List of OECD-DAC Sector Codes with Descriptions - Education’.
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Appendix Notes
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Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development. OECD Temporary Archive [Internet]. OECD.org. 2024 [cited
2024 Dec 26]. Available from: https://web-archive.oecd.org/temp/2024-06-19/57753-dacandcrscodelists.htm
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