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INTERNATIONAL RESPONSES

Thanks to the early warning launched by the 
RPCA in December 2019, the development 
community was able to anticipate the 
mobilisation of substantial international 
responses to the 2020 food and nutrition crisis. 
Co-ordination and alignment with the region’s 
priorities are of paramount importance, as 
underlined by the Joint Statement of the OECD 
Development Assistance Committee. 

“We recognise that this response will require 
much more than finance. It needs sustained 
action by many actors to address the 
immediate public health and humanitarian 
crisis and simultaneous support for economic, 
environmental and social resilience. The 
response must take account of the role 
of women and girls, children, youth and 
vulnerable groups, including people with 
disabilities and the elderly, and aim to reduce 
inequalities and protect human rights and 
freedoms.”

Development partners participate through 
sectoral support in the financing of national 
response plans. For example, 82.4% of the 
response plan of Burkina Faso was financed 
through development partners’ contributions. 
Many development programmes and 
interventions by humanitarian actors 
complemented national responses. The WFP 
logistics hub in Accra was set up in May  2020 
in response to the paralysed air transport. It 
played a crucial role in delivering life-saving 
material. Close to real-time monitoring 
through satellite imagery and remote surveys 
helped analyse the deteriorating food and 
nutrition situation in inaccessible areas. Many 
cash and food assistance programmes have 
been  implemented by  various development 
partners, including through national NGOs 
and civil society organisations. International 
financial institutions eased conditions for loans. 
The IMF announced in April 2020 an immediate 
debt relief for 11 countries (Benin, Burkina Faso, 
Chad, Gambia, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Liberia, 
Mali, Niger, Sierra Leone and Togo) to help them 
address the impact of the Covid-19 pandemic.

To date, it is still too early to make a full 
assessment of development partners’ 
contributions. However, even in 2021, when 
DAC data will report on the level of Official 
Development Assistance (ODA), it will be tricky 
to get a full picture on food and nutrition security 
interventions in the region. Interventions are 
mostly multi-sectoral and are attributed to 
various sectors of the DAC Creditor Reporting 
System (CRS), further distinguishing between 
humanitarian and sector-allocable aid.

While co-ordination has greatly improved 
within food and nutrition security clusters at 
country level, there are still many co-ordination 
challenges at the regional and international 
levels. With a view to the multiplication of 
initiatives, improving co-ordination is more 
important than ever. These co-ordination 
challenges and a need for stronger African-
owned policy dialogue were discussed within 
the Sahel and West Africa Club. There is a general 
sense that co-ordination of collective efforts has 
still a lot of room for improvement.Source: Joint Statement of the OECD Development 

Assistance Committee ( 9 April 2020, point 7).
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Several development partners raised the alert 
concerning the deteriorating security situation 
in the Central Sahel (Burkina Faso, Mali and 
Niger), which turned into  “one of the world’s  
fastest-growing humanitarian crises”. 

On 20 October 2020, the Government of 
Denmark, in partnership with the Government 
of Germany, the EU and the United Nations, 
hosted a high-level humanitarian event 
on the Central Sahel. The event included a 
ministerial roundtable, bringing together 
representatives from Member States, 
International Organisations, UN Agencies, 
NGOs and civil society. The roundtable 
obtained  political commitments and raised 
a total of EUR  1.47  billion funding pledges 
(EUR  848.9  million for 2020 and EUR  620.8 
for 2021 and beyond). All together, some 
24 announcements were made.

All stakeholders acknowledged the importance 
of the concept of a ‘humanitarian-development-
peace nexus’ to adequately addressing   people’s 
vulnerability before, during and after crises 
and improve the co-ordination between * Does not include Sahel regional funding or funding for    

   refugees from the Central Sahel in Mauritania.

MINISTERIAL ROUNDTABLE FOR THE CENTRAL SAHEL

COUNTRY 2020 2021 & < TOTAL

Austria 4.8 1.2 6.0
Belgium 22.1 - 22.1
Canada 13.2 9.8 23.0
Czech Republic 1.8 1.5 3.3
Denmark 45.8 110.3 156.1
EU 104.6 - 104.6
Finland 5.5 - 5.5

France 26.0 27.0 53.0
Germany 49.4 51.3 100.7
Greece 0.03 - 0.03
Iceland 0.24 0.24 0.29
Ireland 4.9 - 4.9
Italy 35.0 - 35.0
Japon 39.3 - 39.3
Korea 5.6 3.1 8.7
Luxembourg 50.9 4.8 55.6
Malta 0.02 - 0.02
Norway 9.9 18.2 28.1
Romania 0.15 - 0.15
Sweden 48.7 24.2 73.0
Switzerland 76.0 322.2 398.2
United Kingdom 55.4 19.1 74.5
United States* 232.7 - 232.7
Education 
Cannot Wait 16.8 27.9 44.7

Total       848.9     620.8 1  468.0

Ü  Financial announcements (million EUR)  Ü

Source: UNOCHA, October 2020.

project-based development and humanitarian 
interventions. However, many development 
partners face difficulties in operationalising or 
delivering the nexus approach. Some progress 
has been made in setting up more flexible pooled 
funding mechanisms, which positvely impacts 
how aid is co-ordinated, funded and delivered.

In the context of persisting security challenges 
and weak governance capacity, current 
development strategies so far have had quite 
limited success. Faced with multiple crises in 
an extremely fragile context, no single actor can 
solve the enormous development challenges 
of the Central Sahel alone. It is important to 
improve the understanding of these challenges 
and to base all development efforts on local, 
cross-border realities by promoting bottom-up, 
community-based approaches that address 
root causes. Moreover, the Central Sahel should 
not be considered in an isolated manner. It 
is key to capitalise on the broader regional 
economic dynamics between Sahelian and 
coastal countries. 

Table 7.


