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Some FactsSome Facts

• 40 most fragile states (2006):40 most fragile states (2006):
– 1.1 billion people
– 29 low-income 11 lower middle-income29 low-income, 11 lower middle-income 

countries
– 24 in sub-Saharan Africa; 27 in Africa24 in sub Saharan Africa; 27 in Africa
– 13 landlocked

• 23 of the 40 most fragile states in 1980 still show 
up on the list of the 40 most fragile states inup on the list of the 40 most fragile states in 
2006 – using the Country Indicators for Foreign 
Policy (CIFP) fragile states index



Some Facts
Growth vs. Development in Fragile States

Top 40 Top 20 LIC MIC HIC
2006

Growth rate 2 55 2 78 4 14 4 91 3 80Growth rate 2.55 2.78 4.14 4.91 3.80

Infant Mortality 85.95 91.40 74.68 28.24 6.15

Lif E t 55 54 57 69 78Life Expectancy 55 54 57 69 78

1980-2006

Growth rate 1.34 1.66 1.15 1.92 2.09

Infant Mortality 100.35 107.2 91.14 38.63 9.9

Life Expectancy 51 50 54 67 75

Source: Authors' calculations based on data from WDI database and CIFP



Some FactsSome Facts

• The most significant determinant of fragility is e ost s g ca t dete a t o ag ty s
the level of development; robust to a barrage of 
tests (specification, sample size, time period 
etc.) 

• Other factors such as regime type (nonlinear) 
and trade openness also matter

• Fragility is multi-faceted; need to pay attention to 
core characteristics of stateness, namely 
authority, legitimacy and capacity
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Some FactsSome Facts

• As a group, fragile states tend to be under-aidedAs a group, fragile states tend to be under aided

• But there are aid darlings and aid orphansBut, there are aid darlings and aid orphans

• Absorptive capacity and diminishing returns to• Absorptive capacity and diminishing returns to 
aid are real possibilities

• Aid to fragile states tends to be extremely 
volatilevolatile



Some FactsSome Facts
Aid (% of GNI) to the Most Fragile States (2006)
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Some FactsSome Facts
• The effectiveness of aid declines with fragility and 

th i id f di i i hi t t idthere is evidence of diminishing returns to aid

F ll id i i t id k th h f ilit• For all aid recipients, aid works even though fragility 
has a dampening effect on its effectiveness

– this effect is especially important in low and lower 
middle income countriesmiddle-income countries



What About Haiti?

• Haiti has been consistently ranked among the top 10 
th CIFP f il t t i don the CIFP fragile states index

T 10 f 1983 1994 T 20 f t f 1995 2003 T– Top 10 from 1983-1994; Top 20 for most of 1995-2003; Top 
10 from 2004-2007

• Fragility score deteriorated by 20% from 1980-2007
– Authority structures, followed by legitimacy, have worsened y , y g y,

so much that they are now largely responsible for the 
country’s fragility
C it t l d l t tibl t– Capacity scores are extremely poor and least susceptible to 
fluctuations











Authority, Legitimacy and Capacity (ALC), and 
Fragility Haiti 1980 2007
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What About Haiti?What About Haiti?

• Massive amounts of aid applied over a short pp
period of time simply cannot be effectively and 
properly absorbed

• With aid flows of US$2-3 billion per year, 
aid/GDP ratios for 2010 and 2011 will be 27aid/GDP ratios for 2010 and 2011 will be 27-
40% and 25-38%, well into the territory of 
diminishing returns

• Need more “effective” aid, not just more aid



What About Haiti?What About Haiti?

• Need a strategy that clearly lays out the• Need a strategy that clearly lays out the 
sequencing of and support for building political 
authority, legitimate governance and soundauthority, legitimate governance and sound 
economic capacity over time

• Sequencing: 1) increased capacity (development 
and basic services provision) 2) security through ) ) y g
proxy to reestablish effective authority 3) 
democracy (legitimacy)



What About HaitiWhat About Haiti
• Need careful and precise diagnosis using 

monitoring threat and risk assessment toolsmonitoring, threat and risk assessment tools

• Need effective, relevant and costed deployment , p y
of resources

C id lti l l t j t d l t• Consider multiple lenses: not just development, 
but also security and regional aspects

• Need to think more broadly: not just aid but 
remittance flows and market access



Haiti: the Way ForwardHaiti: the Way Forward

• Impact assessment, monitoring and evaluation: 
ALL crucial.

• CIFP can contribute by providing the tools, 
methods and knowledge to help rebuild Haiti
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