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‘As local as possible, as international as necessary’
– transnational action and localisation of aid. 



Executive
Summary
Following the 2023 Grand Bargain
Annual Meeting in Geneva on 19 and 20
June 2023, this working paper explores
the limitations of localisation in the
humanitarian sector and challenges to its
implementation. It also examines the role
of diaspora humanitarians, who are
already 'doing' localisation in many
ways.   
  
At the 2016 World Humanitarian Summit,
governments, institutional humanitarian
partners, and civil society groups
committed to reforming the
humanitarian sector by increasing the
'localisation' of humanitarian resources
and decision-making in crisis-affected
areas. Such commitments included
allocating at least 25% of humanitarian
resources to local partners by 2020
(IASC, 2021a).   
  
However, despite Grand Bargain
signatories recognising that more
progress was needed in 2021, things
have not so much stalled as gone
backwards. In 2020, only 5% of funds
were locally allocated (New
Humanitarian, 2023). In 2022, only 0.4%
of humanitarian funding for food security
was channelled to South Sudanese
NGOs (CAFOD, 2023), and less than
0.003% was allocated to local civil
society groups in the case of Ukraine
(National Network of Local Philanthorpy
Development in Ukraine, 2022). 

Indeed, frustrated at the slow pace of
change across the sector, a group of 

INGOs agreed in October 2022 to the
Pledge for Change, attempting to
instigate more equitable partnerships
with local civil society organisations, and
are increasingly seeking ways to move
from commitments to reality (New
Humanitarian, 2022). Some donors, such
as USAID, have made ambitious new
localisation policy statements and
targets, including the target of 25% of all
US humanitarian assistance going to
local NGOs in crisis-affected countries
by 2025 (USAID, 2023a; Devex, 2023).   
 
Drawing on experiences from the current
Sudan crisis, we argue that localisation is
being driven from below by civil society
groups (and their diaspora humanitarian
partners) within the Sudanese context.
Due to the deteriorating security
situation and lack of secure aid
corridors, humanitarian access in Sudan
remains extremely challenging. In the
absence of a large-scale response from
institutional humanitarian partners, few
international organisations are still
operating in Sudan, and some donors
are even turning, in new ways, to
grassroots Sudanese civil society
groups and networks to deliver
humanitarian assistance. 

This builds on the experiences of
Sudanese diaspora, who have invested
time, money, and skills––and shared
risks–– over the last ten years to build
trust and relationships with grassroots
civil society groups in the country, who
have a close knowledge of local
contexts, needs, opportunities, and
challenges.  
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We also argue the need for a greater emphasis on the complementarity of
humanitarian activities and capacities between institutional partners, local civil
society, and diaspora humanitarian actors. To achieve this, we suggest a number 
of recommendations.

  

Business as usual is no longer an option.01 With growing humanitarian needs worldwide and increasing pressure on
humanitarian financing, all humanitarian partners must not only embrace
localisation as a slogan, but actually deliver on it. Failure to do so risks
further fragmentation of the humanitarian system, and creating a culture of
distrust and a lack of credibility; this requires leadership and vision on the
part of the international humanitarian sector. Near Network has published a
useful Localisation Performance Measurement Framework to monitor
delivery of localisation commitments ( NEAR Network, 2019 ).  

Local civil society and local communities should be
at the heart of humanitarian response.02 This requires real dialogue with local communities, local civil society, and
diaspora humanitarians on their perspectives and experiences of local
needs and meeting these in crisis-affected areas, including those of less
formally organised groups and networks.   

Learn from local civil society and diaspora partners.03 There should be a focus on the complementarity of activities and adding
value to areas of comparative advantage. If humanitarian partners continue
to favour established ways of working with local partners in the Global
South, they risk both missing innovative approaches proposed by local
partners and blocking new ideas from flourishing.    

Treat local civil society, local communities, and
diasporas as equal partners.04
There should be a focus on the complementarity of activities and adding
value to areas of comparative advantage. If humanitarian partners continue
to favour established ways of working with local partners in the Global
South, they risk both missing innovative approaches proposed by local
partners and blocking new ideas from flourishing.    

Recommendations
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Invest In local civil society and diaspora humanitarian
partners in the Global South and Global North05 Such investment should include systems, processes, organisational
capacities, staff upskilling, and leadership of local civil society partners and
diaspora humanitarians 'there', in the Global South, as well as 'here', in the
Global North.   
  

Don’t hide behind technical jargon and
organisational systems and processes.06
Increased flexibility in the application of institutional systems and mandates
is needed when working with local civil society and diaspora partners to
facilitate sustainable partnerships, trust building, and sharing of resources.      

Share resources––and risks––with local civil society
partners and diaspora humanitarians.07 This can include funding schemes dedicated to piloting new approaches to
supporting the localisation of aid, as well as access to resources to scale up
responses in times of crisis. Donors and institutional humanitarian partners
also need to modify their risk management strategies to share risks more
equitably with local civil society partners and diasporas. 

Recognise diaspora humanitarian activities as part
of the Grand Bargain process.08  The Grand Bargain process and framework does not explicitly recognise or
reference diaspora humanitarian activities. Thus, in order to align this
process and framework with the 2015 SDGs and Addis Action Agenda, future
iterations of the Grand Bargain should address this gap by explicitly
recognising diaspora contributions to humanitarian response and their
support for, and partnerships with, local civil society partners.    
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In this paper, we explore some of the
limitations of localisation in the
humanitarian sector and the
challenges inherent to implementing
the localisation agenda. We also
examine the role of diaspora
humanitarians, who are already ‘doing’
localisation in many ways, and
consider how they, and the broader
humanitarian sector, could learn from
one another to achieve more effective
humanitarian (and development)
outcomes.   

At the 2016 World Humanitarian
Summit in Istanbul, governments,
institutional humanitarian partners, and
civil society groups committed to
reforming the humanitarian sector by
increasing the ‘localisation’ of
humanitarian resources and looking to
the decision-making of local (or at
least national) actors in crisis-affected
areas––i.e., governments, civil society,
and local communities (IASC, 2021b).
The discussions highlighted the
transformations needed to enable
local and national actors to play a
greater role in leading humanitarian
action, which were outlined in three
major sets of commitments endorsed
at the summit: the Agenda for
Humanity (2016), the Grand Bargain
(2016), and the Charter for Change
(2015).  
  
The Grand Bargain, in particular, was
launched by ‘some of the largest
donors and humanitarian organisations
who have committed to get more 

means into the hands of people in need
and to improve the effectiveness and
efficiency of the humanitarian action’
(IASC, 2020). This included a
commitment to allocate at least 25%
of humanitarian resources to local
partners by 2020, alongside
strengthening transparency and
accountability in humanitarian aid
(Ibid.). 

In 2021, the fifth year of the Grand
Bargain, signatories recognised that
more progress was needed. Thus, they
agreed the Grand Bargain 2.0 with the
reframed objectives of: ‘Better
humanitarian outcomes for affected
populations through enhanced
efficiency, effectiveness, and greater
accountability, in the spirit of quid pro
quo as relevant to all’ (IASC, 2020). Two
enabling priorities were agreed to
achieve this objective and measure
progress: ‘(i) A critical mass of quality
funding is reached that allows an
effective and efficient response, 

Introduction1.
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Some donors, such as USAID, have
made ambitious new localisation
policy statements and targets,
including the aim of 25% of all US
humanitarian assistance going to local
NGOs n crisis-affected countries by
2025 (USAID, 2023a; Devex, 2023). 

The objective of the Annual Grand
Bargain meeting in Geneva on 19 and
20 June 2023 was two-fold: taking
stock of progress vis-à-vis Grand
Bargain 2.0 commitments and
agreeing to the operationalisation of
the new iteration of the Grand Bargain
by identifying the key actions
signatories will need to undertake
collectively or individually, as well as
building on the caucus outcomes
delivered in 2022 and 2023 (IASC,
2023). 

The 2023 independent review of the
Grand Bargain identifies four long-
standing challenges to implementing
Grand Bargain 2.0 commitments and
delivering localisation: poor data (with
inconsistent methodologies used to
measure progress as well as 'creative
reporting'), no systematic connection
at the country level, lack of incentives  

ensuring visibility and accountability (ii)
Greater support is provided for the
leadership, delivery and capacity of
local responders and the participation
of affected communities in addressing
humanitarian needs’ (IASC, 2021b).  

However, despite Grand Bargain
signatories recognising that more
progress was needed in 2021, the 25%
target has still yet to be reached. Using
this metric, progress has not so much
stalled, but gone backwards: in 2020,
approximately 5% of humanitarian
resources were allocated to local
actors, which dropped to 3.4% in 2021,
and was less than 0.1% in 2022 in the
case of the Ukraine crisis (New
Humanitarian, 2023; National Network
of Local Philanthropy Development in
Ukraine, 2022). In South Sudan, only
0.4% of humanitarian funding for food
security is directly channelled to South
Sudanese NGOs, despite the fact that
they are the most effective at tackling
hunger (CAFOD, 2023).   
  
While the proportion of resources
allocated locally has reduced, local
civil society groups, communities, and
the diaspora are still doing critical work
and being increasingly vocal about
disparities in the sector (NEAR
Network, 2021). Indeed, frustrated at
the slow pace of change across the
sector, a group of INGOs agreed in
October 2022 to the Pledge for
Change, attempting to instigate more
equitable partnerships with local civil
society organisations, and are
increasingly seeking ways to move
from commitments to reality (New
Humanitarian, 2022). 
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for change, and lack of confidence in
the quid pro quo that localisation
promises (Metcalfe-Hough et al.,
2023).  

Progress reported by signatories vis-
à-vis the Grand Bargain 2.0 framework
and indicators is welcome, as is the
focus on the humanitarian-
development (-peace) nexus, despite
resistance from signatories querying
its feasibility, as the Grand Bargain
process focuses on and engages with
humanitarian rather than development
actors (IASC, 2023). Among other
'elephants in the room’, tension also
remains between the honest reporting
of reality for local and diaspora
humanitarian partners and the need to
maintain consensus among signatories
and stakeholders in the process itself.  

In addition, the Grand Bargain process
makes no reference to diaspora as
significant humanitarian responders in
their own right, and arguably remains
confused about their position in the
humanitarian ecosystem: are they
'local' or 'international', neither, or
both? This gap is all the more surprising
given that the 2015 Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) and the
Addis Action Agenda financing them
both recognise diaspora as
development partners. Future
iterations of the Grand Bargain should
address this gap by explicitly
recognising diaspora contributions to
humanitarian response and their
support for, and partnerships with,
local civil society partners.  
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guidance and manuals on the topic
(c.f., inter alia, DG ECHO’s 2023
guidance on localisation; USAID’s
localisation publications and policy
announcements; ICVA, 2019; ICVA,
2021; IASC, 2022). Still, progress
delivering on commitments to localise
aid remains too slow (Metcalfe-Hough
et al., 2023).  

The reasons for this are complex and
multilayered, but sketching some of
the contours is worthwhile. Firstly,
systems change is often a necessarily
slow, methodical process––the
analogy of turning a super tanker is apt.
The international humanitarian aid
architecture has evolved over
decades, often in response to critical
events, to move large amounts of relief
to affected areas and balance
(however imperfectly) competing
national, international, and political and
geostrategic pressures (ICVA, 2018).

The moral and ethical case for
localisation is widely accepted across
the sector, and is difficult to gainsay.
Indeed, the terms of this sector-wide
debate have largely moved from
‘should we localise?’ to ‘how do we
deliver localisation?’ This trend, as
shown by commitments from
institutional humanitarian and civil
society partners in the Global North to
better support their counterparts in
Global South, is a welcome one.   
  
As ever, however, the devil is in the
details––localise how exactly, and
who? The modalities of
‘operationalising’ localisation, and the
technical language of accountability
and transparency deployed, can seem
at times like special pleading from a
sector unwilling or unable to change.
Humanitarian (and development)
agencies in the Global North appear to
have embraced localisation, judging by
the dizzying output of articles, 

  

  

2. Localisation in theory 
and practice   

8

https://ec.europa.eu/echo/files/policies/sectoral/dg%20echo%20guidance%20note%20-%20promoting%20equitable%20partnerships%20with%20local%20responders%20in%20humanitarian%20settings.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/localization
https://www.usaid.gov/news-information/congressional-testimony/mar-09-2023-usaid-localization-challenges-opportunities-and-next-steps-further-development-initiatives-local-level
https://www.icvanetwork.org/uploads/2021/08/Unpacking-Localization-ICVA-HLA.pdf
https://www.icvanetwork.org/uploads/2021/07/ICVA_MENA-Localisation-Report_SUMMARY.pdf
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/inter-agency-standing-committee/iasc-strategic-priorities-2022-2023
https://odi.org/en/publications/grand-bargain-annual-independent-report-2020/
https://www.icvanetwork.org/resource/localization-examined-an-icva-briefing-paper/


The humanitarian sector––at the
international, national, and local
levels––has also understandably
prided itself on professionalising
humanitarian response (Walker and
Russ, 2021 ; Downham, 2021; c.f. also
Fechter and Schwittay, 2020).
Secondly, and relatedly, the concept
of ‘aid’ is often anchored in, and
freighted with, norms of ensuring value
for money and efficiency, especially
when taxpayers' money is concerned
(Jackson, 2012; Action Aid, 2017; FCDO,
2019). 

Thirdly, sector-wide aspirations and
pushes for improvement––especially
in terms of strengthening
accountability and transparency––are
also a driver, as well as increasingly a
challenge, for how institutional
humanitarian partners and INGOs
operationalise localisation (ICVA, 2018;
IASC, 2018). Based on discussions with
Global North civil society partners and
INGOs, there is growing awareness of
and commitment to the substantial
investment in capacity, systems
strengthening, and risk-sharing
between civil society partners both
‘there’, in the Global South, and ‘here’,
in the Global North, that is required (c.f.
ICVA.HLA, 2018; Howe, Munive, &
Rosenstock, 2019; GISF, 2020). It also
raises important questions such as
accountability for whom? Is it for
institutional humanitarian partners,
Global North taxpayers, or local
communities affected by crises (CSF,
2023)?  
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Debates over localisation also
underscore the structural inequalities
seen in the humanitarian and
development sectors, and reflect the
broader historical structural
inequalities of race, gender, economy,
geo-politics, and power between the
‘Global North’ and ‘Global South’
(Robillard, Atim, & Maxwell, 2021). Such
debates are also profoundly shaped
by experiences of failure (and success)
in the humanitarian sector––from
Congo to Myanmar, from Haiti to
Somalia––as well as broader debates
on social, political, and cultural issues
(OXFAM, 2021; ALNAP, 2021).   
  
The death of George Floyd at the
hands of the police in the US in 2020,
combined with the resurgence of the
Black Lives Matter movement and calls
for decolonisation across many Global
North institutions, have been
particularly influential in discussions of
localisation, as has (perhaps to a lesser
extent) the #MeToo movement
(Barbelet, 2021; Gopal, 2021; ALNAP,
2022). This reflects both the
recognition of many aid institutions’
colonial roots and de facto neo-
colonial positions in some developing
countries, and attempts to tackle racial
and gender discrimination and improve
safeguarding in the sector in response
to a series of scandals (Patel, 2021;
Currion, 2020).   
  

  

  

Despite the localisation agenda’s
widespread adoption by institutional
humanitarian and civil society partners,
there have also been powerful
critiques at the conceptual and
operational level. Arguably, one of the
most trenchant of these is that
localisation remains centred on and
reifies the ‘international’ aid sector’s
position vis a vis the ‘local’ (Barbelet,
2018; Fast and Bennett, 2020; Melis
and Apthorpe, 2020; Pincock et al.,
2020; Roepstorff, 2020). Indeed, most
work on localisation has been driven by
international actors and does not
adequately centre local actors
(Metcalfe-Hough et al., 2020; Robillard
et al., 2020)

 
  

3. Challenging or normalising
the global aid architecture?   
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This underscores another powerful
challenge to localisation discourses:
they can be a way to avoid more
difficult conversations about power
and discrimination (Fiddian-Qasmiyeh,
2019; Jayawickrama and Rehman,
2018). Related to this is the idea that
the sector’s technical jargon helps
obscure what Ferguson famously
described as ‘aid as an anti-politics
machine’ (Ferguson in Sharma and
Gupta, 2009). While the politicisation
of aid is outside this article's scope, it
can be argued that localisation is
inherently political.   
  

  

Another important area of critique for
localisation relates to the lack of
evidence. As an IRC review noted,
there remains little evidentiary baseline
for the impact or outcome of
localisation, as most literature is
focused on defining the issue and
measuring progress against high-level
commitments rather than assessing
the impact, effectiveness, and
efficiency of humanitarian action (IRC,
2019). Moreover, evidence on the
impact of localisation relies on
evidence from more formalised local
civil society groups; ‘the perceptions
of individuals and communities do not
significantly inform analysis and
recommendations’ (Barbelet et al.,
2021: 22). This is a major concern for
many in the sector, especially local civil
society and diaspora humanitarian
partners, who argue that localisation
discourses all too often ignore local
perspectives and needs (c.f. CSF,
2023; Els, 2019; Gómez, 2021). This
reinforces the perception––and, all too
often, the reality––that localisation is
being led from above rather than built
from the grassroots up.  

Indeed, as Barbelet notes,  
  

 “While localisation is promoted by
some as a way to fundamentally
transform power in the
humanitarian system, it has been
criticised by others for not going far
enough, for being too technocratic
or for creating perverse incentives
and adverse impacts. Many of
these arguments reflect concerns
about motivations behind the
embrace of the localisation agenda
and wider critiques of the colonial
inheritances and continuing
inequalities of the humanitarian
system”. (Barbelet et al., 2021: 26)   
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Localisation is also not only about
ensuring maximum efficiency and value
for money––key considerations for
taxpayer-funded national and
international aid budgets––but also
power and decision making (c.f. Knox-
Clarke, 2015; HAG and Pujiono Centre,
2019; Howe and Stites, 2019). 

To take another, more 'operational’,
example, the international aid system
typically operates in a handful of
languages––English, French, Spanish,
and other official UN languages such as
Arabic, Chinese, and Russian to a lesser
extent––even in crisis-affected areas.
This not only excludes ‘local’ civil
society actors who do not speak these
languages from key strategic and
operational discussions, but also
narrows the aid sector’s recruitment
pool to elites educated in such
languages. The sector’s technocratic
terminology and jargon can also further
exclude local (and diaspora)
humanitarian actors from participating.

Humanitarian assistance (and longer-
term development) has never been the
sole preserve of states or
intergovernmental and multilateral
institutions such as UN agencies.
Indeed, a proliferation of formal and
informal civil society organisations and
networks have arisen to help address
the impact of state failures in delivering
basic services or responding to crises.
Communities and individuals
organised as groups and networks––
broadly conceptualised as ‘civil
society’––also have a long history of
responding to humanitarian and 
  

development needs in both their local
area and further afield, mobilising
resources and advocating for change
(Fechter and Scwittay, 2020).  

Social activism and transnational
action have long underpinned these
community and civil society responses
(c.f. Gopal, 2019). Interestingly for our
purposes here, diaspora communities
are critical links in this process, as their
transnational networks and activities
help connect communities and social
movements across different parts of
the world (Ibid.). The concept of ‘citizen
aid’ also remains poorly understood,
and researchers and practitioners
disagree on whether this forms a
subset of civil society or is better
understood as a separate, fourth
category (Fechter and Schwittay,
2020).   
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As noted above, diaspora
humanitarians are already ‘doing’
localisation, and we argue their work
and experience with local communities
and local civil society partners offers
potentially useful lessons for
institutional humanitarian partners and
international humanitarian actors.
Researcher and policymaker interest in
diasporas as development and
humanitarian actors arguably arose in
the early 2000s, when the World Bank
began publishing data on remittance
flows (Page and Mercer, 2018). This
showed the scale of diaspora and
migrant financial contributions, which
outstripped bilateral aid by the 2010s
and, in some corridors (such as in
Africa), has outstripped Foreign Direct
Investment (FDI) since 2019 (World
Bank ,2022).   

4. Diaspora and localisation:
learning from the experiences
of diaspora humanitarians    

 
Diaspora humanitarianism as a
phenomenon remains relatively
understudied. Still, a growing and
impressive body of evidence
demonstrates that diaspora actors
operate across the humanitarian-
development-peace nexus,
supporting pre-crisis resilience
building, emergency response (in
person and remotely) during crises,
and post-crisis reconstruction (c.f.,
inter alia, Hammond, 2011; DEMAC,
2016; DEMAC, 2018; Hassan et al., 2021;
Kleist, 2021; EU DiF, 2022). Arguably,
diaspora remittances are also the
pioneer of the cash-based
programming widely adopted by the
sector in the late 1990s (Faal, 2019).  
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For example, it is understandable that
many local Syrian civil society
organisations in opposition-held areas
and diaspora humanitarians will not work
with the Syrian government in Damascus or
the Syrian Arab Red Crescent (which is
seen as not independent of the
government). That is not to say, however,
that Syrian diaspora humanitarians are not
involved in crossline aid deliveries or do
not distribute relief supplies according to
local needs (Ragab and Khatba, 2018;
Shabaka, 2022; DEMAC, 2018). These
challenges are not new and reflect wider
debates around the role of neutrality in the
humanitarian sector (ODI, 2022; Shabaka,
2021a)  
  
Institutional humanitarian partners can
thus be wary of engaging with diaspora
humanitarians, who do not always find
engaging with mainstream humanitarian
structures, such as the Cluster System, to
be easy (DEMAC, 2016; EU DiF, 2022).
Diaspora humanitarians also struggle to
access institutional humanitarian partner
resources, especially at a scale
commensurate with their activities or
ambitions (ADEPT/Shabaka, 2021). As a
result, diaspora humanitarian activities are
often conducted in parallel to more
established humanitarian structures and
systems (DEMAC, 2016; Hassan et al., 2021;
Kleist, 2021). Leaving aside the potential
for duplicate activities and the broader
context of concern around the
‘fragmentation’ of aid systems globally,
diaspora humanitarians hence often
prioritise and focus their finite resources
on working directly with local communities
and local civil society partners in origin and
other countries (EU DiF, 2022, Ahmed,
2020).  

  
 

  

  

Areas of comparative
disadvantage for 
diaspora humanitarians  
 
However, diaspora humanitarian activities
are typically small-scale, operating at the
local or micro-level, as diaspora
humanitarians leverage their close
personal networks of trust to extended
families and communities in origin
countries (ADEPT/Shabaka, 2021). They
can lack organisational capacity and
resources, especially to scale up their
humanitarian activities (EU DiF, 2022;
DEMAC, 2018). Their liminal position in legal
and aid frameworks also means they can
be perceived with suspicion by
institutional humanitarian, government,
and national civil society partners as
‘meddlesome amateurs’ at best, and
‘peace-wreckers’ at worst (c.f. Page and
Mercer, 2018; Smith and Stoares, 2007;
Omar and Asquith, 2021). As with local civil
society partners, diaspora organisations,
networks, and individuals may not share
the same mandates, professional
structures, and norms as their
counterparts in the institutional
humanitarian sector.  

For example, the humanitarian principles
themselves can be a pain point for some
local civil society partners and diaspora
humanitarians. In Haiti, Iraq, Sudan, and
Syria, local civil society and diaspora
partners have had to grapple with difficult
discussions about neutrality when
targeted or risk being targeted by factions
involved in the insecurity of these complex
emergencies (Robillard et al., 2020; CSF,
2023; Ragab and Khatba, 2018 ). 
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including private trust networks that
extend to the local level in origin countries
(Hammond, 2011; Faal, 2019; EU DiF, 2022).
The second is the widespread adoption of
internet-enabled mobile devices giving
access to social media platforms,
common media, and digital tools,
including mobile money. These two
factors combined, particularly diaspora
access to extensive trust networks in
origin countries, enable real-time (or near
real-time) information-sharing with local
communities in crisis-affected regions (EU
DiF, 2022). Power and internet
connectivity permitting, money can be
sent to communities in need in seconds.
Aid deliveries and the impact of activities
on beneficiaries can be monitored and
life-saving knowledge and expertise can
be exchanged cheaply and quickly.  

  

Areas of comparative
advantage for 
diaspora humanitarians  
 
Diaspora humanitarians have
developed systems and processes for
quickly mobilising cash and non-cash
resources in times of crisis, sharing
information on the needs of affected
communities, and monitoring the
delivery of relief supplies and activities
by leveraging close networks of trust in
origin and settlement countries
(Hammond, 2011; Kleist, 2021;
ADEPT/Shabaka, 2021). Despite––
perhaps also because of––low
overhead costs, a small number of paid
staff, reliance on volunteers, and
limited capacities to operate at scale,
diaspora humanitarian organisations
and networks are often able to deliver
critical humanitarian activities in crisis-
affected communities potentially
unreachable by other humanitarian
organisations (DEMAC, 2018; EU DiF,
2022). Moreover, diaspora can be both
'international' and 'local' actors through
their close connections to local
communities, their knowledge of local
cultures and conditions, as well as
through dual citizenship in countries of
origin and settlement (Ibid.)   
  
Two factors have, arguably, enabled
these areas of comparative
advantage. The first is the ability to
deploy different forms of diaspora
‘capital’––financial, intellectual, social,
political, cultural, and voluntarism––in
countries of origin (and settlement), 
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 None of the above is to understate the
myriad challenges and capacity
limitations diaspora humanitarian
actors face, especially those operating
‘on the margins’ of existing
humanitarian systems and institutional
structures. Diaspora humanitarian
activities are often limited to the local
or micro-level due to lack of resources
and organisational capacity. Diaspora
staff and volunteers can lack
accredited skills, access to training,
and mentorship opportunities as
compared to their counterparts in
larger, more established INGOs or
agencies (DEMAC, 2018; Kleist, 2021;
EU DiF, 2022). They may not have as
close a knowledge of local contexts as
local civil society, and even some
institutional humanitarian partners, and
their diaspora identities may not always
be warmly received by stakeholders in
origin countries (DEMAC, 2018; Kleist,
2021; Page and Mercer, 2018).   

Also, whether unwittingly or otherwise,
diaspora humanitarians can end up
supporting actors responsible for
prolonging crises. Some diaspora
remittances are used to fund civil wars
and insurgencies, although this is
arguably overblown, as militant groups
such as Somalia’s El-Shabaab have
developed their own sophisticated
fundraising strategies and do not rely
on remittances (Omar and Asquith,
2021; Ahmed, 2022). 

Challenges for
diaspora humanitarians  
 Diaspora politics in settlement and

origin countries have intensified
through the use of social media and the
efforts of politicians, who increasingly
recognise diasporas as an important
political constituency of influence
(Page and Mercer, 2018). In extreme
cases, this can lead to polarisation and
incitement of ethnic hatred, especially
via social media platforms, as tragically
seen in recent years in Ethiopia and
Myanmar.
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Suspicion of diaspora humanitarian
actors in the wider institutional
humanitarian sector, or dismissing
them as ‘activists’, misses the point in
many ways. In part because they
operate at the margins of formal
humanitarian structures and systems,
diaspora humanitarians have learned to
work directly and closely with local
communities and civil society partners
in origin countries. They also maintain
long-lasting and sustained
relationships with these communities
and partners, which helps build trust
(EU DiF, 2022; Ahmed, 2020).   
  
Sudan presents an interesting case
study of how local civil society and their
diaspora supporters worked together
prior to the 2019 popular revolution to
respond to multiple, overlapping
crises, including the current conflict
engulfing the country since 15 April
2023 (Shabaka, 2023a). In the past,
Sudanese civil society benefitted from
strong trade unions and professional
associations, but these have been
hollowed out by political interference
and increasing political involvement
and politicisation since the 1980s
(Assal, 2016; CSF, 2023).   
  
Partly in response to this, grassroots
civil society groups known as
‘Neighbourhood Committees’ arose at
the local level from 2013, although their 
  

  
 

5. Driving localisation from
below? The case of Sudan      

 roots go back to the 1990s (TIMEP,
2021). Neighbourhood Committees
took over the ‘Popular Committees’
established by Sudan's former military
dictator, Omar El-Bashir (The New
Arab, 2020). These civil society groups
were locally organised and inclusive in
terms of membership, and the
Sudanese diaspora worked with the
Neighbourhood Committees by
providing strategic and technical
advice as well as some financial
support (Personal communication, Dr
Sara Abdelgalil, 2023).  
  

Moreover, due to decades-long
governance failures around recurrent
crises––including cholera outbreaks,
the COVID-19 pandemic, and record
Nile floods, even before the current
crisis erupted–– hybrid community
responses by local civil society groups
and diaspora humanitarians have, in
effect, substituted for state functions
(EU DiF, 2022). 
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Local and diaspora responses to the
COVID-19 pandemic can also be seen
as evidence-based localisation in
Sudan (Ibid.; see also African Union,
2021).   
  
  Large-scale popular street protests
from 2018 helped overthrow Omar El-
Bashir, who had presided over the
country for over thirty years, in 2019
(BBC, 2019). Neighbourhood
Committees took a more active role in
leading the protests following the April
2019 peaceful sit-in protests in
Khartoum and other cities, bringing
together Sudanese of all backgrounds
and regions (Gamal & Bachellerie,
2022). At this time, Neighbourhood
Committees evolved into ‘Popular
Resistance Committees’ (PRCs) (Ibid.).
The Sudanese diaspora supported the
protest movement and Popular
Resistance Committees by providing
skills, time, and resources in Sudan,
settlement countries, and digital
spaces (EU DiF, 2022; Shabaka, 2020).
The new transitional government
appointed in 2020, under the civilian
leadership of PM Abdalla Hamdok,
provided a powerful motivation and
window of opportunity for the diaspora
to extend engagement with Sudan
(Shabaka, 2020).   
  

  
 

  

  

 Following the military coup of October
2021, Popular Resistance Committees
(PRCs) led a campaign of large-scale,
rolling street protests calling for an end
to military rule and the introduction of a
civilian-led, democratic government
(TIMEP, 2021). Again, these efforts were
supported and amplified by the
diaspora through offline and online
campaigns, resource mobilisation,
philanthropy, and technical assistance
(EU DiF, 2022). For example, Sudanese
diaspora health networks were active
in sending relief and medical supplies,
providing telemedicine, and training
deployments in Sudan.  
  
A framework political agreement
between the main political power
bases––the Sudanese military,
comprised of the Sudan Armed Forces
(SAF) and the Rapid Support Forces
(RSF), and the civilian-led Forces for
Freedom and Change (FFC)––on a
transition to civilian-led, democratic
rule was signed in December 2022
(International Crisis Group, 2023).
However, relations between military
players soured in 2023 over the
timetable for RSF’s integration into
SAF, leading to an outbreak of conflict
on 15 April in Khartoum and across the
country that, by June 2023, had killed 
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and wounded thousands and
displaced millions both internally and
outside the country (OCHA, 2023; IOM,
2023).1  
  
  The deteriorating security situation in
Khartoum and other cities since the
start of the crisis made a challenging
evacuation of international staff
necessary, and the transport and
distribution of relief supplies by
institutional and civil society partners
increasingly dangerous (OCHA, 2023).
So-called ‘Emergency Committees’
and ‘Emergency (Response) Rooms’
evolved out of
Neighbourhood/Popular Resistance
Committees and have been active in
distributing relief and medical supplies
in local areas (The New Arab, 2023).
Such Emergency Committees have
also been active in identifying safe
routes and assisting in the evacuation
of local people, foreign nationals, and
international UN agency and INGO
staff (Shabaka, 2023a). In these
activities, Neighbourhood Committee
and Emergency Response Rooms have
been supported by the diaspora, who
have mobilised cash and non-cash
resources, conducted crisis advocacy
and media engagement in settlement
countries, and supported migrant
protection for those displaced both
within Sudan and to neighbouring
countries such as Egypt, Ethiopia,
South Sudan, and Chad (Shabaka,
2023b).  
  
Perhaps for understandable reasons,
many institutional humanitarian
partners and INGOs working in Sudan 

  
 

 have shown caution towards working
with the Neighbourhood Committees
and Emergency Response Rooms
(Jaspars and Oette, 2023). Indeed,
many international actors viewed the
Neighbourhood/Popular Resistance
Committees as too political, and they
were thus side-lined in negotiations
between Sudanese factions mediated
by the ‘Quad’ (US, UK, Saud Arabia, and
UAE), the 'Tripartite Mechanism'
(UNITAMS, AU, and IGAD), and the
'Troika' (EU, Norway, and UK), as they
were not fully engaged in the process
(Chatham House, 2023; State
Department, 2023). Lack of trust and
mutual experience, alongside the
limitations of institutional systems and
mandates, also present very real
practical challenges for institutional
humanitarian partners seeking to work
with local civil society groups like the
Emergency Responser Rooms. 

As international humanitarian efforts
remain hindered by the deteriorating
security situation across the country
and urban warfare rages in Khartoum
and other cities, this has further
highlighted the role of local civil
society networks, such as the
Neighbourhood/Emergency
Committees, in providing life-saving
relief activities, as far as their limited
resources allow (Jaspars & Oette,
2023; The New Arab, 2023). Indeed, a
few INGOs still operating in Sudan, like
the Norwegian Refugee Council (NRC)
and Médecins Sans Frontières (MSF), as
well some bilateral donors such as the
UK and US, are increasingly supporting
such local civil society networks to help  
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deliver aid to affected communities
(NRC, 2023; MSF, 2023; USAID, 2023b).
Some institutional humanitarian
partners are also exploring working
with local civil society networks,
despite the limitations posed by
institutional mandates.   

The diaspora continues to support
Emergency Committees and
Emergency Response Rooms through
financial contributions, media
advocacy, information-sharing, and
technical and strategic advice
(Shabaka, 2023b). The relationship
between the Neighbourhood/Popular
Resistance Committees, the
Emergency Committees, and their
supporters in the diaspora has been
ongoing since at least 2013, but is not
uncritical (Personal communication, Dr
Sara Abdelgalil, June 2023). There have
been, and will continue to be,
differences of opinion around
approaches, strategies, and priorities,
as well as concerns about the
sustainability of efforts given the
increasingly difficult security situation,
the collapse of Sudan’s financial
system, and uncertain power and
phone networks (TIMEP, 2021; OCHA,
2023). However, sustained
relationships established between the
diaspora and local civil society
networks over several years make it
easier to discuss and resolve such
differences, as well as build trust and
manage risks.   

 A 2023 review of Sudanese
perspectives on, and experiences of,
localisation is illuminating in this regard,
although published before the current 

  

Health workers at the UNFPA Tunaydbah field hospital in Sudan’s eastern
Gedaraf state provide critical maternal health care (UNFPA Sudan)
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 While it is too early to draw firm
conclusions, tracking how and whether
events on the ground can shift the dial
on realising localisation in Sudan will be
interesting. Indeed, the context of the
Sudanese crisis is quite unique,
inasmuch as the challenges faced by
international (and some national)
humanitarian actors operating in Sudan
have forced greater reliance on local
civil society networks, such as
Emergency Committees/Rooms, in a
relatively short period of time. This,
arguably, can be seen as a form of
localisation from below. But more than
this, the Sudanese experience shows
the importance and value of sustained
engagement and building trust with
local civil society networks, especially
grassroots movements and less
formally organised groups.  

  

  

  
 

  

  

crisis (CSF, 2023). Many of its findings
will be familiar to those working to
implement localisation in the
humanitarian sector: tendencies
among institutional humanitarian
partners to privilege the experiences
of more formalised civil society
networks, as well as the national over
the local; failures to listen to local
perspectives or recognise local
expertise, skills, and experience; and
prioritising donor perspectives on
accountability and transparency over
those of local communities and civil
society networks (Ibid.). Moreover, the
localisation approaches taken in Sudan
before the current crisis were all too
often top-down and technocratic, and
even translation of the term into Arabic
(rendered as tawṭīn, which can mean
‘Sudanisation’ or ‘nationalisation’,
amongst other connotations) is
challenging to local communities’
understandings (CSF, 2023: 5).   
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Achieving localisation requires a
radical transformation in how
humanitarian stakeholders
conceptualise, organise, and deliver
aid (IASC, 2022; ICVA/ HLA, 2019 ). It
also requires significant investment in
systems, processes, and capacities
for all humanitarian actors in both the
Global North and Global South
(Robillard et al., 2021; NEAR Network,
2023), and there are still considerable
technical and operational challenges
to overcome. How can donors ensure
limited humanitarian resources are
deployed effectively? How can
institutional humanitarian partners
know which local civil society groups
and networks to trust? How can they
support local civil society partners,
especially more informally organised
ones, in strengthening their
accountability and monitoring
mechanisms in order to facilitate the
transfer of power and resources to
them within existing institutional
frameworks, restrictions, and
mandates? How much risk are
institutional humanitarian partners
willing to manage in order to achieve
localisation (c.f. USAID, 2021)?  
  
In this paper, we explore how diaspora
humanitarians have significant
experience working directly with local
communities in crisis-affected areas,
partly due to their position within the
humanitarian ecosystem. There are

6. Conclusion and
Recommendations

areas where diaspora humanitarians
face a comparative weakness in
relation to institutional humanitarian
partners and local civil society
partners, especially in terms of
mounting relief activities at scale.
Equally, however, diaspora
humanitarians also show areas of
significant comparative advantage
over institutional (and national)
humanitarian partners, such as in
responsiveness and access to private
networks of trust in crisis-affected
areas. In particular, as the example of
Sudan shows, diaspora time and
resource investments in building
relationships with local civil society
partners underscores the importance
of sustained engagement and building
trust, as such has facilitated the
provision of support and management
of risk in the current crisis.   

We also argue the need for a greater
emphasis on the complementarity of
institutional, local civil society, and
diaspora partners’ humanitarian
activities and capacities. This requires
greater openness to local needs and
perspectives, greater investment in
upskilling local civil society partners,
and greater flexibility in how systems
for managing resources and risk are
applied. It also requires an approach
to partnerships in which local civil
society (and diaspora) actors are
considered equal partners in
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Business as usual is no longer an option.
With growing humanitarian needs worldwide and increasing pressure on humanitarian
financing, all humanitarian partners must not only embrace localisation as a slogan, but
actually deliver on it. Failure to do so risks further fragmentation of the humanitarian
system, and creating a culture of distrust and a lack of credibility; this requires leadership
and vision on the part of the international humanitarian sector. Near Network has
published a useful Localisation Performance Measurement Framework to monitor
delivery of localisation commitments ( NEAR Network, 2019 ).  

Local civil society and local communities should be at the
heart of humanitarian response.
This requires real dialogue with local communities, local civil society, and diaspora
humanitarians on their perspectives and experiences of local needs and meeting these in
crisis-affected areas, including those of less formally organised groups and networks.   

Learn from local civil society and diaspora partners.

There should be a focus on the complementarity of activities and adding value to areas of
comparative advantage. If humanitarian partners continue to favour established ways of
working with local partners in the Global South, they risk both missing innovative
approaches proposed by local partners and blocking new ideas from flourishing.    

Treat local civil society, local communities, and diasporas as
equal partners.
There should be a focus on the complementarity of activities and adding value to areas of
comparative advantage. If humanitarian partners continue to favour established ways of
working with local partners in the Global South, they risk both missing innovative
approaches proposed by local partners and blocking new ideas from flourishing.    

humanitarian action, rather than merely beneficiaries and cash machines’
(Shabaka, 2021b). Local civil society and diaspora humanitarians are keen to take
advantage of opportunities to improve the impact of their humanitarian activities,
to learn and strengthen organisational systems and processes, offered by
institutional humanitarian partners. However, this must be a two-way street, and
institutional humanitarian partners and INGOs can also learn much from the
successes (and pain points) of local civil society and diaspora humanitarians. 

To achieve this, we have a number of recommendations for institutional
humanitarian partners, local civil society, and diaspora humanitarians:   
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Invest In local civil society and diaspora humanitarian partners
in the Global South and Global North
Such investment should include systems, processes, organisational capacities, staff
upskilling, and leadership of local civil society partners and diaspora humanitarians 'there',
in the Global South, as well as 'here', in the Global North.   
  

Don’t hide behind technical jargon and organisational
systems and processes.
Increased flexibility in the application of institutional systems and mandates is needed
when working with local civil society and diaspora partners to facilitate sustainable
partnerships, trust building, and sharing of resources.      

Share resources––and risks––with local civil society partners
and diaspora humanitarians.
This can include funding schemes dedicated to piloting new approaches to supporting the
localisation of aid, as well as access to resources to scale up responses in times of crisis.
Donors and institutional humanitarian partners also need to modify their risk management
strategies to share risks more equitably with local civil society partners and diasporas. 

Recognise diaspora humanitarian activities as part of the
Grand Bargain process.
 The Grand Bargain process and framework does not explicitly recognise or reference
diaspora humanitarian activities. Thus, in order to align this process and framework with
the 2015 SDGs and Addis Action Agenda, future iterations of the Grand Bargain should
address this gap by explicitly recognising diaspora contributions to humanitarian
response and their support for, and partnerships with, local civil society partners.    

24



Action Aid (2017). Value For Money in Action Aid: Creating an Alternative. Available at:
https://www.actionaid.org.uk/sites/default/files/publications/actionaid_-_value_for_money_-
_creating_an_alternative.pdf  
ADEPT/Shabaka (2021). ADEPT-Shabaka Policy Brief on African Diaspora Humanitarianism.
Available at: https://shabaka.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Revised2_ADEPT-
English_Policy-Brief_2021-FINAL.pdf  
African Union (2021). Mapping Study on the Role and Faces of African Diaspora Humanitarianism
during COVID-19. Available at: https://shabaka.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Diaspora-
humanitarianism-English-1.pdf  
Ahmed, B. (2020). ‘Diaspora humanitarian action in the “new normal”: Shifting the dial on
accountability’. Available at: https://shabaka.org/diaspora-humanitarian-action-in-the-new-
normal-shifting-the-dial-on-accountability/  
Ahmed, B, and Asquith, P. (2021). ‘Love (from Afar) in the Time of Covid-19: Diaspora
Humanitarianism and Pandemic Response’. African Arguments, 22 May 2020. Available at:
https://africanarguments.org/2020/05/love-from-afar-in-the-time-of-covid-19-diaspora-
humanitarianism-and-pandemic-response/  
Assal, M. (2016). Civil society and peace building in Sudan: A critical look. University of Khartoum.
Available at:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/306137051_Civil_society_and_peace_building_in_S
udan_A_critical_look  
Barbelet, V. (2018). ‘As local as possible, as international as necessary – understanding capacity
and complementarity in humanitarian action’. HPG Working Paper. Available at:
https://cdn.odi.org/media/documents/As_local_as_possible_as_international_as_necessary_u
nderstanding_capacity_and_comp.pdf  
Barbelet, V., Davies, G., Flint, J. and Davey, E. (2021). Interrogating the evidence base on
humanitarian localisation: a literature study. HPG literature review. London: ODI. Available at:
https://odi.org/en/publications/interrogating-the-evidence-base-on-humanitarian-
localisation-a-literature-study.  
BBC (2019). ‘Sudan coup: Why Omar al-Bashir was overthrown’. 15 April 2019. Available at:
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-africa-47852496  
C4C – Charter for Change (2020). Charter for Change: progress report 2019–20. Available at:
https://charter4change.files.wordpress.com/2020/09/c4c_progressreport_2020.pdf  
CAFOD (2023). Food insecurity in South Sudan – Financing to local actors. Briefing Paper.
Available at:
https://assets.ctfassets.net/vy3axnuecuwj/4NOemEHEMC8Mz7CasKRBUc/338a9b25b003a22
2b7f9d5f200f0b946/Food_Sector_Financing_to_Local_Actors_in_South_Sudan.pdf  
Cahn, S., and Yavorsky, E. (2023). Disaster Dynamics: Assessing Middle East Responses to the
Turkey-Syria Earthquake and Other Destructive Events. The Washington Institute for Near East
Policy. Available at: https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/policy-analysis/disaster-dynamics-
assessing-middle-east-responses-turkey-syria-earthquake-and-other  
Chatham House (2023). ‘A critical juncture for Sudan’s democratic transition’. 28 March 2023.
Available at: https://www.chathamhouse.org/2023/03/critical-juncture-sudans-democratic-
transition  
Christian Aid, CARE, Tearfund et al. (2019). Accelerating localisation through partnerships:
recommendations for operational practices that strengthen the leadership of national and local
actors in partnership-based humanitarian action. London: Christian Aid. Available at:
www.christianaid.org.uk/resources/about-us/accelerating-localisation-report-global-summary  
CHS Alliance (2020). Humanitarian accountability report 2020. Available at: www.alnap.org/help-
library/humanitarian-accountability-report-2020-are-we-making-aid-work-better-for-people  
Conflict Sensitivity Facility (CSF) (2023). ‘Making sense of “localisation” in Sudan’. CSF Working
Paper. Available at: https://csf-sudan.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/making-sense-of-
localisation-in-sudan-csf.pdf  

7. Bilbiography

25

https://www.actionaid.org.uk/sites/default/files/publications/actionaid_-_value_for_money_-_creating_an_alternative.pdf
https://shabaka.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/Revised2_ADEPT-English_Policy-Brief_2021-FINAL.pdf
https://shabaka.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Diaspora-humanitarianism-English-1.pdf
https://shabaka.org/diaspora-humanitarian-action-in-the-new-normal-shifting-the-dial-on-accountability/
https://africanarguments.org/2020/05/love-from-afar-in-the-time-of-covid-19-diaspora-humanitarianism-and-pandemic-response/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/306137051_Civil_society_and_peace_building_in_Sudan_A_critical_look
https://cdn.odi.org/media/documents/As_local_as_possible_as_international_as_necessary_understanding_capacity_and_comp.pdf
https://odi.org/en/publications/interrogating-the-evidence-base-on-humanitarian-localisation-a-literature-study
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-africa-47852496
https://charter4change.files.wordpress.com/2020/09/c4c_progressreport_2020.pdf
https://assets.ctfassets.net/vy3axnuecuwj/4NOemEHEMC8Mz7CasKRBUc/338a9b25b003a222b7f9d5f200f0b946/Food_Sector_Financing_to_Local_Actors_in_South_Sudan.pdf
https://www.washingtoninstitute.org/policy-analysis/disaster-dynamics-assessing-middle-east-responses-turkey-syria-earthquake-and-other
https://www.chathamhouse.org/2023/03/critical-juncture-sudans-democratic-transition
http://www.christianaid.org.uk/resources/about-us/accelerating-localisation-report-global-summary
http://www.alnap.org/help-library/humanitarian-accountability-report-2020-are-we-making-aid-work-better-for-people
https://csf-sudan.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/making-sense-of-localisation-in-sudan-csf.pdf


Currion, P. (2020). ‘Decolonising aid, again’. New Humanitarian. 13 July 2020. Available at:
https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/opinion/2020/07/13/decolonisation-aid-humanitarian-
development-racism-black-lives-matter  
16 . Diaspora Emergency Action (DEMAC) (2016). Diaspora Humanitarianism: Findings of the
Diaspora Emergency Action and Coordination Project. Danish Refugee Council. Available at:
https://pro.drc.ngo/media/ot4f2axl/demac-phase-i-report-final.pdf  
Diaspora Emergency Action (DEMAC) (2018). Syrian and Somali diasporas working in humanitarian
settings. Danish Refugee Council. Available at:
https://media.umbraco.io/demac/ny3a1u1e/report-final-12052018.pdf  
Devex (2022). ‘Opinion: Why a “grand bargain” on localization keeps falling short’. 22 January 2022.
Available at: https://www.devex.com/news/opinion-why-a-grand-bargain-on-localization-
keeps-falling-short-102389  
Directorate-General for European Civil Protection and Humanitarian Aid Operations (DG ECHO)
(2023). Promoting Equitable Partnerships with Local Responders in Humanitarian Settings - DG
ECHO guidance note. Available at:
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/files/policies/sectoral/dg%20echo%20guidance%20note%20-
%20promoting%20equitable%20partnerships%20with%20local%20responders%20in%20hu
manitarian%20settings.pdf  
Downham, R. (2021). ‘La professionnalisation de l’action humanitaire : un chantier qui reste ouvert’.
Alterntatives Humanitaires. 25 March 2021. Available at: https://www.alternatives-
humanitaires.org/fr/2021/03/25/la-professionnalisation-de-laction-humanitaire-un-chantier-
qui-reste-ouvert/  
Els, C. (2019). Funding to local actors still far from Grand Bargain commitments. Copenhagen:
L2GP. Available at: www.local2global.info/humanitarian-economy/local-actor-targets/  
Els, C. and Carstensen, N. (2015). Funding of local and national humanitarian actors. Copenhagen:
L2GP. Available at:
www.local2global.info/wpcontent/uploads/l2gp_local_funding_final_250515.pdf  
Els, C., Mansour, K. and Carstensen N. (2016). Funding to national and local humanitarian n actors in
Syria: between sub-contracting and partnerships. Copenhagen: L2GP. Available at:
www.local2global.info/humanitarian-economy/funding-syria/  
Emmens, B. and Clayton, M. (2017). Localisation of aid – are INGOs walking the talk? London: Start
Network. Available at: https://start-
network.app.box.com/s/1ova6blkv9vwkwq8o6xbdf6o5ig9rkp1  
EU Global Diaspora Facility (EU DiF)/Shabaka (2022). Diaspora engagement in times of crisis.
Available at: https://diasporafordevelopment.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Diaspora-
Case-Study-Crisis_EN-v.10.pdf  
Faal, G. (2017). Over-principled and underperforming – why we need a practice-based Global
Compact on Migration. Available at:
https://www.academia.edu/66109078/Overprincipled_and_Underperformi  
Faal, G. (2019). Strategic, business and operational framework for an African diaspora finance
corporation. London, GK Partners  
Fast, L. and Bennett, C. (2020). From the ground up: it’s about time for local humanitarian action.
HPG report. London: ODI. Available at : (www.odi.org/publications/16991-ground-it-s-about-
time-local-humanitarian-action  
Featherstone, A. (2017). Time to move on: national perspectives on transforming surge capacity.
CAFOD, Christian Aid, Tearfund and Islamic Relief Worldwide. Available at:
www.christianaid.org.uk/sites/default/files/2017-09/Time-to-move-on-humanitarian-surge-
study-apr2017.pdf  
Featherstone, A. and Antequisa, C. (2014). Missed again: making space for partnership in the
Typhoon Haiyan response. Available at: https://reliefweb.int/attachments/a7ff0a20-8bb8-
3270-9503-da42bd2435eb/missed-again-short-report-june-2014.pdf  
Featherstone, A. and Bogati, S. (2016) Opportunity knocks: realising the potential of partnerships
in the Nepal earthquake response. CAFOD, Christian Aid, Oxfam, Tearfund, Action Aid, and Care
International. Available at: www.care-
international.org/files/files/2016OpportunityKnocksFULLreport.pdf  

26

https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/opinion/2020/07/13/decolonisation-aid-humanitarian-development-racism-black-lives-matter
https://pro.drc.ngo/media/ot4f2axl/demac-phase-i-report-final.pdf
https://media.umbraco.io/demac/ny3a1u1e/report-final-12052018.pdf
https://www.devex.com/news/opinion-why-a-grand-bargain-on-localization-keeps-falling-short-102389
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/files/policies/sectoral/dg%20echo%20guidance%20note%20-%20promoting%20equitable%20partnerships%20with%20local%20responders%20in%20humanitarian%20settings.pdf
https://www.alternatives-humanitaires.org/fr/2021/03/25/la-professionnalisation-de-laction-humanitaire-un-chantier-qui-reste-ouvert/%22%20/t%20%22_blank
http://www.local2global.info/humanitarian-economy/local-actor-targets/
http://www.local2global.info/wpcontent/uploads/l2gp_local_funding_final_250515.pdf
http://www.local2global.info/humanitarian-economy/funding-syria/
https://start-network.app.box.com/s/1ova6blkv9vwkwq8o6xbdf6o5ig9rkp1
https://diasporafordevelopment.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Diaspora-Case-Study-Crisis_EN-v.10.pdf
https://www.academia.edu/66109078/Overprincipled_and_Underperformi
http://www.odi.org/publications/16991-ground-it-s-about-time-local-humanitarian-action
http://www.christianaid.org.uk/sites/default/files/2017-09/Time-to-move-on-humanitarian-surge-study-apr2017.pdf
https://reliefweb.int/attachments/a7ff0a20-8bb8-3270-9503-da42bd2435eb/missed-again-short-report-june-2014.pdf
http://www.care-international.org/files/files/2016OpportunityKnocksFULLreport.pdf


Featherstone, A. and Mowjee, T. (2020). Desk review on enhancing the potential of pooled funds
for localisation. Available at :
https://resourcecentre.savethechildren.net/node/18276/pdf/final_gbw2_pooled_funding_for_l
ocalisation.pdf  
Fechter, A. M. and Schwittay, A. (2020). Citizen Aid and Everyday Humanitarianism Development
Futures?. London, Routledge Publishers.  
Fiddian-Qasmiyeh, E. (2019) ‘Looking forward: Disasters at 40’. Disasters 43: S36. Available at:
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/disa.12327  
Foreign, Commonwealth, and Development Office (FCDO) (2019). Value for Money – Technical
Guidance. Available at: https://www.ukaiddirect.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/UKAD-
Technical-Guidance-Value-for-Money-180220195417.pdf  
Gamal, H. and Bachellerie, S. (2022). ‘Resistance committees, a revolution from below in Sudan’.
International Viewpoint. 10 February 2022. Available at:
https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article7513  
Gagliardone, I. et al. (2016). MECHACHAL: Online debates and elections in Ethiopia. From hate
speech to engagement in social media. Available at:
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:da10c4ee-2726-41cf-ba21-72c9f7cbc440/download_file?
file_format=pdf&safe_filename=Mechachal_-
_Online_Debates_and_Elections.pdf&type_of_work=Report  
Gingerich, T.R. and Cohen, M.J. (2015). Turning the humanitarian system on its head: saving lives and
livelihoods by strengthening local capacity and shifting leadership to local actors. Oxford: Oxfam
International. Available at: www.oxfam.org/en/research/turning-humanitarian-system-its-head  
Global Interagency Security Forum (GISF) (2020). Partnerships and security risk management:
from the local partner’s perspective. Manchester, GISF. Available at:
https://www.gisf.ngo/resource/partnerships-and-security-risk-management-from-the-local-
partners-perspective/  
Gómez, O.A. (2021) ‘Localisation or deglobalisation? East Asia and the dismantling of liberal
humanitarianism’. Third World Quarterly 42(6), pp. 1347-1364. Available at:
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2021.1890994  
Gopal, P. (2019). Insurgent Empire: Anticolonial Resistance and British Dissent. London: Verso
Publishers.  
Gopal, P. (2021). ‘On Decolonisation and the University’. Textual Practice 35(6): 873–899. Available
at: https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/0950236X.2021.1929561  
Grenfell Tower Inquiry (2019). Phase 1 Inquiry. Available at:
https://assets.grenfelltowerinquiry.org.uk/GTI%20-%20Phase%201%20full%20report%20-
%20volume%201.pdf  
HAG (2017). When the rubber hits the road: local leadership in the first 100 days of the Rohingya
Crisis Response. Melbourne: HAG. Available at: .https://humanitarianadvisorygroup.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/12/HH_Practice-Paper-1_Rohingya_FINAL_Electronic_180618.pdf  
HAG and Myanmar Development Network (2020). Two steps forward, one step back: assessing
the implications of COVID-19 on locally led response in Myanmar. Myanmar Development
Network, Trocaire, Irish Aid and HAG. Available at: https://humanitarianadvisorygroup.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/12/COVID-19-implications-for-Myanmar_Final_electronic_101220.pdf  
HAG and NIRAPAD (2020). Elevating evidence: localisation in the 2019 Bangladesh flood
response. Melbourne: HAG. Available at: https://humanitarianadvisorygroup.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/04/Elevating-Evidence_Localisation-in-the-2019-Bangladesh-flood-
response_Final_electronic.pdf  
HAG and PIANGO (2019). Measuring localisation: framework and tools. Available at:
https://humanitarianadvisorygroup.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/Measuring-Localisation-
Framework-and-Tools-Final_2019.pdf  
HAG and Pujiono Centre (2019). Charting the new norm? Local leadership in the first 100 days of
the Sulawesi earthquake response. Humanitarian Horizons practice paper series. Available at:
www.alnap.org/help-library/charting-the-new-norm-local-leadership-in-the-first-100-days-of-
the-sulawesi-0 

28

https://resourcecentre.savethechildren.net/node/18276/pdf/final_gbw2_pooled_funding_for_localisation.pdf
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/disa.12327
https://www.ukaiddirect.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/UKAD-Technical-Guidance-Value-for-Money-180220195417.pdf
https://internationalviewpoint.org/spip.php?article7513
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:da10c4ee-2726-41cf-ba21-72c9f7cbc440/download_file?file_format=pdf&safe_filename=Mechachal_-_Online_Debates_and_Elections.pdf&type_of_work=Report
http://www.oxfam.org/en/research/turning-humanitarian-system-its-head
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2021.1890994
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/0950236X.2021.1929561
https://assets.grenfelltowerinquiry.org.uk/GTI%20-%20Phase%201%20full%20report%20-%20volume%201.pdf
https://humanitarianadvisorygroup.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/HH_Practice-Paper-1_Rohingya_FINAL_Electronic_180618.pdf
https://humanitarianadvisorygroup.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/COVID-19-implications-for-Myanmar_Final_electronic_101220.pdf
https://humanitarianadvisorygroup.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/Elevating-Evidence_Localisation-in-the-2019-Bangladesh-flood-response_Final_electronic.pdf
https://humanitarianadvisorygroup.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/Measuring-Localisation-Framework-and-Tools-Final_2019.pdf
http://www.alnap.org/help-library/charting-the-new-norm-local-leadership-in-the-first-100-days-of-the-sulawesi-0


Devex (2023). ‘Money Matters: How USAID is doing on localized funding’. 08 May 2023. Available
at: https://www.devex.com/news/money-matters-how-usaid-is-doing-on-localized-funding-
105271 
Hammond, L. (2011). Cash and Compassion: The Role of the Somali Diaspora in Relief,
Development and Peacebuilding. UNDP. Available at:
https://www.undp.org/somalia/publications/cash-and-compassion-report  
Hanley, T., Ogwang, K. and Procter, C. (2018). Evaluation of UNHCR prevention and response to
SGBV in the refugee population in Lebanon (2016–2018). Geneva: UNHCR. Available at:
www.unhcr.org/5c4afb4d4.pdf  
Hassan, M.A., Koshin, S.A., Albrecht, P., Bradbury, Mohamed, F.D., Ali, A.E., Kanyinga, K., Kleist, N.,
Michuki, G., Musa, A., Norman, J., and Okinda, O. (2021). Recognising diaspora humanitarianism:
what we know and what we need to know more about. Danish Institute for International Studies
(DIIS) Policy Brief. Available at: https://www.diis.dk/en/research/recognising-diaspora-
humanitarianism  
Howe, K., Munive, J. and Rosenstock, K. (2019). Views from the ground: perspectives on localization
in the Horn of Africa. Boston: Feinstein International Center, Tufts University and Save the Children
Denmark. Available at: https://fic.tufts.edu/wp-
content/uploads/FIC_LocalizationAfrica_7.233.pdf  
Howe, K. and Stites, E. (2019). ‘Partners under pressure: humanitarian action for the Syria crisis’.
Disasters 43(1): 3–23.  
Howe, K., Stites, E. and Chudacoff, D. (2015). Breaking the hourglass: partnerships in remote
management settings – the cases of Syria and Iraqi Kurdistan. Feinstein International Center., Tufts
University. Available at: https://fic.tufts.edu/assets/Breaking-the-Hourglass_Syria_Iraqi-
Kurdistan.pdf  
Interagency Steering Committee (IASC) (2023). Grand Bargain Annual Review Meeting, 19–20 June
2023. Available at: https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/grand-bargain-official-
website/grand-bargain-annual-meeting-2023   
Inter-Agency Standing Committee (IASC) (2018). Localisation – Definitions Paper. IASC
Humanitarian Financing Task Team, Localisation Marker Working Group. Available at:
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/system/files/hftt_localisation_marker_definitions_p
aper_24_january_2018.pdf  
Inter-Agency Standing Committee (IASC) (2020). About the Grand Bargain. Available at:
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/node/40190  
Inter-Agency Standing Committee (IASC) (2021a). About the Grand Bargain. Available at:
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/about-the-grand-bargain  
Inter-Agency Standing Committee (IASC) (2021b). Grand Bargain 2.0 Framework and annexes.
Available at: https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/grand-bargain-official-website/grand-
bargain-20-framework-and-annexes-deenesfr  
Inter-Agency Standing Committee (IASC) (2022). IASC Strategic Priorities, 2022–2023. Available
at: https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/inter-agency-standing-committee/iasc-
strategic-priorities-2022-2023  
Interagency Steering Committee (IASC) (2018). Definitions paper. Localisation Marker Working
Group. IASC Humanitarian Financing Task Team. Available at:
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/system/files/hftt_localisation_marker_definitions_p
aper_24_january_2018.pdf  
International Council of Voluntary Agencies (ICVA) (2018). Localization examined: an ICVA briefing
paper. Available at https://www.icvanetwork.org/resource/localization-examined-an-icva-
briefing-paper/  
ICVA (2020). ‘Reinforce, reinforce, reinforce: localization in the Covid-19 global humanitarian
response’. Available at:
www.icvanetwork.org/system/files/versions/ICVA_Localization_COVID19.pdf  
ICVA and Humanitarian Leadership Academy (HLA) (2019). ‘Unpacking localisation’. Available at:
https://www.icvanetwork.org/resource/icva-briefing-paper-unpacking-localization/  
ICVA and HPG (2016) ‘Localisation in humanitarian practice’. Available at:
www.icvanetwork.org/system/files/versions/ICVA_ODI_Localisation_paper.pdf  

29

https://www.devex.com/news/money-matters-how-usaid-is-doing-on-localized-funding-105271
https://www.undp.org/somalia/publications/cash-and-compassion-report
http://www.unhcr.org/5c4afb4d4.pdf
https://www.diis.dk/en/research/recognising-diaspora-humanitarianism
https://fic.tufts.edu/wp-content/uploads/FIC_LocalizationAfrica_7.233.pdf
https://fic.tufts.edu/assets/Breaking-the-Hourglass_Syria_Iraqi-Kurdistan.pdf
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/grand-bargain-official-website/grand-bargain-annual-meeting-2023
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/grand-bargain-official-website/grand-bargain-annual-meeting-2023
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/system/files/hftt_localisation_marker_definitions_paper_24_january_2018.pdf
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/node/40190
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/about-the-grand-bargain
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/grand-bargain-official-website/grand-bargain-20-framework-and-annexes-deenesfr
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/inter-agency-standing-committee/iasc-strategic-priorities-2022-2023
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/system/files/hftt_localisation_marker_definitions_paper_24_january_2018.pdf
https://www.icvanetwork.org/resource/localization-examined-an-icva-briefing-paper/
http://www.icvanetwork.org/system/files/versions/ICVA_Localization_COVID19.pdf
https://www.icvanetwork.org/resource/icva-briefing-paper-unpacking-localization/
http://www.icvanetwork.org/system/files/versions/ICVA_ODI_Localisation_paper.pdf


International Crisis Group (2023). ‘A Critical Window to Bolster Sudan’s Next Government’. 23
January 2023. Available at: https://www.crisisgroup.org/africa/horn-africa/sudan/critical-
window-bolster-sudans-next-government 
International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies (IFRC) (2018). ‘Localization––
what it means and how to achieve it’. Policy brief. Available at:
https://media.ifrc.org/wpcontent/uploads/sites/5/2018/05/Localization-external-policy-brief-
4-April-2.pdf  
IFRC (2019). Country-level financing solutions for local actors. IFRC research report. Available at:
https://gblocalisation.ifrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/Humanitarian-Financing-for-Local-
Actors-IFRC-Research-Report-Final.pdf   
International Organisation for Migration (IOM) (2023). Sudan—Displacement Situation (8)—13 June
2023. Available at: https://dtm.iom.int/datasets/sudan-displacement-situation-8-13-june-2023  
International Rescue Committee (IRC) (2019). Localizing the response: a comparative review of
INGO direct service delivery and partnership with local and national actors. London: IRC.  
Jackson, P. (2012). Value for money and international development: deconstructing myths to
promote a more constructive discussion. OECD Development Cooperation Directorate. Available
at: https://www.oecd.org/development/effectiveness/49652541.pdf  
Jaspars, S. and Oette, L. (2023). ‘Sudan’s catastrophe: a long history of failed responses to
structural and dirext violence’. SOAS Blogs. Available at:
https://www.soas.ac.uk/study/blog/sudans-catastrophe-long-history-failed-responses-
structural-and-direct-violence  
Jayawickrama, J. (2018). ‘“If you want to go fast, go alone. If you want to go far, go together”:
outsiders learning from insiders in a humanitarian context’. Interdisciplinary Journal of Partnership
Studies 5(2): 2380–8969.  
Jayawickrama, J. and Rehman, B. (2018). ‘Before defining what is local, let’s build the capacities of
humanitarian agencies’. Refugee Hosts, 10 April. Available at:
https://refugeehosts.org/2018/04/10/before-defining-what-is-local-lets-build-the-
capacities-of-humanitarian-agencies  
Kleist N. (2021). Studying Diaspora Humanitarianism - some methodological considerations.
Danish Institute for International Studies (DIIS). Available at:
https://www.diis.dk/en/research/studying-diaspora-humanitarianism  
Kleist, N. and Abdi, M. (2022). Global connections––Somali diaspora practices and their effects.
Danish Institute for International Studies (DIIS). Available at:
https://www.diis.dk/en/research/global-connections  
Knox-Clarke, P. (2015). ‘Is “broken” the right way to describe the humanitarian system?’ ALNAP
blog, 6 November 2015. Available at: www.alnap.org/blogs/is-broken-the-right-way-to-
describe-the-humanitarian-system  
Matebo, A. (2020). ‘Social media, the Diaspora, and the Politics of Ethnicity in Ethiopia’.
Democracy in Africa. 29 September 2020. Available at: https://democracyinafrica.org/social-
media-the-diaspora-and-the-politics-of-ethnicity-in-ethiopia/  
Médecins Sans Frontières (MSF) (2023). ‘Sudan: MSF treats over 1,000 ER patients in Khartoum as
conflict rages’. 15 June 2023. Available at: https://www.doctorswithoutborders.org/latest/sudan-
msf-treats-over-1000-er-patients-khartoum-conflict-rages  
Melis, S. and Apthorpe, R. (2020). The Politics of the Multi-Local in Disaster Governance. Politics
and Governance 8(4): 366–374. Available at: https://doi.org/10.17645/pag.v8i4.3174  
Metcalfe-Hough, V., Fenton, W. and Manji, F. (2023). The Grand Bargain in 2022: an independent
review. HPG commissioned report. London: ODI. Available at :
https://www.odi.org/en/publications/thegrand-bargain-in-2022-an-independent-review).  
Metcalfe-Hough, V., Fenton, W., Willitts-King, B. and Spencer, A. (2020). Grand Bargain annual
independent report 2020. ODI. Available at: https://odi.org/en/publications/grand-bargain-
annual-independent-report-2020/  
Morada, N.M. (2023). Hate Speech and Incitement in Myanmar before and after the February 2021
Coup. Global Responsibility to Protect 15(2–3): 107–134. Available at:
https://doi.org/10.1163/1875984X-20230003  

30

https://www.crisisgroup.org/africa/horn-africa/sudan/critical-window-bolster-sudans-next-government
https://media.ifrc.org/wpcontent/uploads/sites/5/2018/05/Localization-external-policy-brief-4-April-2.pdf
https://gblocalisation.ifrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/Humanitarian-Financing-for-Local-Actors-IFRC-Research-Report-Final.pdf
https://dtm.iom.int/datasets/sudan-displacement-situation-8-13-june-2023
https://www.oecd.org/development/effectiveness/49652541.pdf
https://www.soas.ac.uk/study/blog/sudans-catastrophe-long-history-failed-responses-structural-and-direct-violence
https://refugeehosts.org/2018/04/10/before-defining-what-is-local-lets-build-the-capacities-of-humanitarian-agencies
https://www.diis.dk/en/research/studying-diaspora-humanitarianism
https://www.diis.dk/en/research/global-connections
http://www.alnap.org/blogs/is-broken-the-right-way-to-describe-the-humanitarian-system
https://democracyinafrica.org/social-media-the-diaspora-and-the-politics-of-ethnicity-in-ethiopia/
https://www.doctorswithoutborders.org/latest/sudan-msf-treats-over-1000-er-patients-khartoum-conflict-rages
https://doi.org/10.17645/pag.v8i4.3174
https://odi.org/en/publications/grand-bargain-annual-independent-report-2020/


Musa, A., and Kleist, N. (2023). Humanitarianism at home: Somali emergency assistance. Danish
Institute for International Studies (DIIS)/Bildhaan: An International Journal of Somali Studies.
Available at: https://www.diis.dk/en/research/humanitarianism-home-somali-emergency-
assistance  
National Network of Local Philanthropy Development in Ukraine (2022). Available at:
https://philanthropy.com.ua/en/program/view/akso-ne-zaraz-koli  
Near Network (2019). Localisation Performance Measurement Framework (LPMF). Available at:
https://www.near.ngo/lpmf  
NEAR Network (2021). Letter to USAID Administrator, Samantha Power, from 1289 local civil society
actors. 08 December 2021. Available at:
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5fc4fd249698b02c7f3acfe9/t/61afeeb21e86814389672
abe/1638919859912/Public+Letter+to+USAID+Administrator+Power+from+local+actors+Decem
ber+2021.pdf  
NEAR Network (2023). Reflecting on the Grand Bargain after six years and on the way forward.
March 2023. Available at:
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5fc4fd249698b02c7f3acfe9/t/642198cc9fd0f8322c02
bdbc/1679923405130/2023+Draft+NEAR+Position_Reflecting+on+the+Grand+Bargain+after+6
+years+-+FINAL.pdf  
New Humanitarian (2021). ‘Readers react – EU commissioner’s views on localisation create a stir’. 18
March 2021. Available at: https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/opinion/2021/3/18/Readers-
react-EU-commissioners-views-on-localisation-create-a-stir  
New Humanitarian (2022). 'Five international NGOs launch fresh bid to tackle power imbalances in
aid’. 27 October 2022. Available at:
https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/news/2022/10/27/Pledge-Change-aid-reform  
New Humanitarian (2023). What’s on our aid policy radar in 2023. 04 January 2023. Available at:
https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/analysis/2023/01/04/aid-policy-trends-to-watch-in-
2023  
Norwegian Refugee Council (NRC) (2023). ‘Local #communities have been at the forefront of
providing #relief to families affected by armed #conflict in #Sudan’. Available at:
https://twitter.com/WillCarter_NRC/status/1664613050647814147  
Overseas Development Institute (ODI) (2022). Beyond neutrality – alternative forms of
humanitarian action. Available at: https://odi.org/en/events/beyond-neutrality-alternative-
forms-of-humanitarian-action/  
Office for Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA) (2023). Sudan Situation Report. 13 June
2023. Available at: https://reports.unocha.org/en/country/sudan?
_gl=1%2a1jg5wgi%2a_ga%2aMTcxNTAzMDY3NS4xNjY3NDc4MTc5%2a_ga_E60ZNX2F68%2aMT
Y2OTg3NDM5NC4xNC4xLjE2Njk4NzQ0MDEuNTMuMC4w  
Omar, Y., and Asquith, P. (2021). ‘Peace from Afar: Is there a role for diaspora in peace-making and
peacebuilding in the Horn of Africa?’. Available at: https://shabaka.org/peace-from-afar-is-
there-a-role-for-diaspora-in-peacemaking-and-peacebuilding-in-the-horn-of-africa/  
OXFAM (2021). Breaking the localisation deadlock – Review of Humanitarian Capacities, Power
Relations and Localisation in the Somali Humanitarian System. Available at: https://oi-files-cng-
prod.s3.amazonaws.com/heca.oxfam.org/s3fs-
public/file_attachments/Humanitarian%20analysis%204%20pager%20(002).pdf  
Page, B. and Mercer, C. (2018). ‘Diaspora and development’. In Cohen and Fischer (eds.),
Routledge Handbook of Diaspora. Routledge Publishers.  
Patel, S. (2021). ‘Localisation, racism and decolonisation: Hollow talk or real look in the mirror?’.
Humanitarian Protection Network. Available at: https://odihpn.org/publication/localisation-
racism-and-decolonisation-hollow-talk-or-real-look-in-the-mirror/  
Patel, S. and Van Brabant, K. (2017). The Start Fund, Start Network and localisation: current situation
and future directions. The Global Mentoring Initiative and Start Network. Available at: https://start-
network.app.box.com/s/3hs09ryakami7n8hjliaruaaw9ycir4r  

31

https://www.diis.dk/en/research/humanitarianism-home-somali-emergency-assistance
https://philanthropy.com.ua/en/program/view/akso-ne-zaraz-koli
https://www.near.ngo/lpmf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5fc4fd249698b02c7f3acfe9/t/61afeeb21e86814389672abe/1638919859912/Public+Letter+to+USAID+Administrator+Power+from+local+actors+December+2021.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5fc4fd249698b02c7f3acfe9/t/642198cc9fd0f8322c02bdbc/1679923405130/2023+Draft+NEAR+Position_Reflecting+on+the+Grand+Bargain+after+6+years+-+FINAL.pdf
https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/opinion/2021/3/18/Readers-react-EU-commissioners-views-on-localisation-create-a-stir
https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/news/2022/10/27/Pledge-Change-aid-reform
https://www.thenewhumanitarian.org/analysis/2023/01/04/aid-policy-trends-to-watch-in-2023
https://twitter.com/WillCarter_NRC/status/1664613050647814147
https://odi.org/en/events/beyond-neutrality-alternative-forms-of-humanitarian-action/
https://reports.unocha.org/en/country/sudan?_gl=1%2a1jg5wgi%2a_ga%2aMTcxNTAzMDY3NS4xNjY3NDc4MTc5%2a_ga_E60ZNX2F68%2aMTY2OTg3NDM5NC4xNC4xLjE2Njk4NzQ0MDEuNTMuMC4w
https://shabaka.org/peace-from-afar-is-there-a-role-for-diaspora-in-peacemaking-and-peacebuilding-in-the-horn-of-africa/
https://oi-files-cng-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/heca.oxfam.org/s3fs-public/file_attachments/Humanitarian%20analysis%204%20pager%20(002).pdf
https://odihpn.org/publication/localisation-racism-and-decolonisation-hollow-talk-or-real-look-in-the-mirror/
https://start-network.app.box.com/s/3hs09ryakami7n8hjliaruaaw9ycir4r


Kate Pincock, Alexander Betts & Evan Easton-Calabria (2021) The Rhetoric and Reality of
Localisation: Refugee-Led Organisations in Humanitarian Governance, The Journal of
Development Studies, 57:5, 719-734Available at: https://www.refugee-
economies.org/assets/downloads/Journal_Rhetoric_and_Reality_of_Localisation.pdf  
Plastow, J. (2018). ‘The Grenfell Tower disaster in London: exploring parallels with international
emergency response and recovery’. Humanitarian Protection Network. 03 December 2018.
Available at: https://odihpn.org/publication/grenfell-tower-disaster-london-exploring-parallels-
international-emergency-response-recovery/  
Ragab, N.J. and Katbeh, A. (2018). Syrian Diaspora Groups in Europe: Mapping Their Engagement in
Denmark, France, Germany, Sweden, Switzerland and the United Kingdom. Maastricht
University/UNU-MERIT on behalf of Danish Refugee Council. Available at:
https://www.academia.edu/35557428/Syrian_Diaspora_Groups_in_Europe_Mapping_their_en
gagement_in_Denmark_France_Germany_Sweden_Switzerland_and_the_United_Kingdom  
Robillard, S., Atim, T., and Maxwell, D. (2021). Localization: A ‘Landscape’ Report. Final Report to
USAID, Bureau of Humanitarian Assistance. Boston, MA: Feinstein International Center, Tufts
University. Available at: https://reliefweb.int/attachments/68b6f07a-d1c0-3b64-a82f-
4e97d78ac64f/Localization-FINAL-12.30.21.pdf  
Robillard, S.C., Maxwell, D., Joseph, T., Grisgraber, D., Farfan, L.D., Mejía, C.E., Gingerich, T. and
Jean, I. (2020). 'Anchored in Local Reality – Case Studies on Local Humanitarian Action from Haiti,
Colombia, and Iraq’. ALNAP. Available at: https://www.alnap.org/help-library/anchored-in-local-
reality-case-studies-on-local-humanitarian-action-from-haiti-colombia  
Roepstorff, K. (2020). A call for critical reflection on the localisation agenda in humanitarian action.
Third World Quarterly 41(2): 284–301. Available at:
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1080%2F01436597.2019.1644160  
Shabaka (2020). ‘Sudan: Pathways for Diaspora Engagement’. Available at:
https://shabaka.org/sudan-pathways-for-diaspora-engagement/  
Shabaka (2021a). ‘Are the existing humanitarian principles fit for purpose?’. Available at:
https://shabaka.org/are-the-existing-humanitarian-principles-fit-for-purpose/  
Shabaka (2021b). ‘“Beneficiaries” and “cash machines”’. Available at:
https://shabaka.org/beneficiaries-and-cash-machines/  
Shabaka (2022). Switchboard Project Syria Situation Report April 2022. Available at:
https://shabaka.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Syria-sit-rep-April.pdf  
Shabaka (2023a). Sudan Situation Report April 2023. Available at: https://shabaka.org/sudan-
situation-report-april-2023/  
Shabaka (2023b). ‘Humanitarian Protection in Sudan and Diaspora Response’. Available at:
https://shabaka.org/humanitarian-protection-in-sudan-and-diaspora-response/  
State Department (2023). Sudan Human Rights Report 2022. Available at:
https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2023/02/415610_SUDAN-2022-HUMAN-RIGHTS-
REPORT.pdf  
Taraboulsi-McCarthy, S., Majid, N. and Willitts-King, B. (2017). Private sector engagement in
complex emergencies: case studies from Yemen and southern Somalia. HPG report. London: ODI.
Available at: https://odi.org/en/publications/private-sector-engagement-in-complex-
emergencies-case-studies-from-yemen-and-southern-somalia/  
Tahrir Institute for Middle East Policy (TIMEP) (2021). ‘Resistance Committees: The Specters
Organizing Sudan’s Protests’. 26 November 2021. Available at:
https://timep.org/2021/11/26/resistance-committees-the-specters-organizing-sudans-
protests/  
The Guardian (2021). ‘Facebook’s role in Myanmar and Ethiopia under new scrutiny’. 07 October
2021. Available at: https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2021/oct/07/facebooks-role-in-
myanmar-and-ethiopia-under-new-scrutiny  
The New Arab (2020). ‘Sudan: How revolutionaries took over neighbourhood committees’. 04
February 2020. Available at: https://www.newarab.com/analysis/sudan-how-revolutionaries-
took-over-neighbourhood-committees  

32

https://www.refugee-economies.org/assets/downloads/Journal_Rhetoric_and_Reality_of_Localisation.pdf
https://odihpn.org/publication/grenfell-tower-disaster-london-exploring-parallels-international-emergency-response-recovery/
https://www.academia.edu/35557428/Syrian_Diaspora_Groups_in_Europe_Mapping_their_engagement_in_Denmark_France_Germany_Sweden_Switzerland_and_the_United_Kingdom
https://reliefweb.int/attachments/68b6f07a-d1c0-3b64-a82f-4e97d78ac64f/Localization-FINAL-12.30.21.pdf
https://www.alnap.org/help-library/anchored-in-local-reality-case-studies-on-local-humanitarian-action-from-haiti-colombia
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1080%2F01436597.2019.1644160
https://shabaka.org/sudan-pathways-for-diaspora-engagement/
https://shabaka.org/are-the-existing-humanitarian-principles-fit-for-purpose/
https://shabaka.org/beneficiaries-and-cash-machines/
https://shabaka.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Syria-sit-rep-April.pdf
https://shabaka.org/sudan-situation-report-april-2023/
https://shabaka.org/humanitarian-protection-in-sudan-and-diaspora-response/
https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2023/02/415610_SUDAN-2022-HUMAN-RIGHTS-REPORT.pdf
https://odi.org/en/publications/private-sector-engagement-in-complex-emergencies-case-studies-from-yemen-and-southern-somalia/
https://timep.org/2021/11/26/resistance-committees-the-specters-organizing-sudans-protests/
https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2021/oct/07/facebooks-role-in-myanmar-and-ethiopia-under-new-scrutiny
https://www.newarab.com/analysis/sudan-how-revolutionaries-took-over-neighbourhood-committees


The New Arab (2023). ‘How Sudan's resistance committees are mobilising for peace’. 26 April
2023. Available at: https://www.newarab.com/analysis/how-sudans-resistance-committees-
are-mobilising-peace  
USAID (2021). Administrator Samantha Power on a New Vision for Global Development. 04
November 2021. Available at: https://www.usaid.gov/news-information/speeches/nov-04-2021-
administrator-samantha-power-new-vision-global-development  
US Agency for International Development (USAID) (2022). ‘Localization’. Web Page. Available at:
https://www.usaid.gov/localization  
US Agency for International Development (USAID) (2023a). USAID Localization: Challenges,
Opportunities, and Next Steps to Further Development Initiatives on the Local Level. 09 March
2023. Available at: https://www.usaid.gov/news-information/congressional-testimony/mar-09-
2023-usaid-localization-challenges-opportunities-and-next-steps-further-development-
initiatives-local-level  
US Agency for International Development (USAID) (2023b). USAID Response in Sudan – Testimony
of Sarah Charles Assistant to the Administrator for the Bureau for Humanitarian Assistance U.S.
Agency for International Development Before the Committee on Foreign Relations. 10 May 2023.
Available at: https://www.usaid.gov/news-information/congressional-testimony/may-10-2023-
aa-sarah-charles-usaid-response-in-sudan  
Walker, P. and Russ, C. (2021). Professionalising the Humanitarian Sector – a Scoping Study.
ELHRA. Available at: https://www.elrha.org/wp-
content/uploads/2015/01/Professionalising_the_humanitarian_sector.pdf  

  
 

33

https://www.newarab.com/analysis/how-sudans-resistance-committees-are-mobilising-peace
https://www.usaid.gov/news-information/speeches/nov-04-2021-administrator-samantha-power-new-vision-global-development
https://www.usaid.gov/localization
https://www.usaid.gov/news-information/congressional-testimony/mar-09-2023-usaid-localization-challenges-opportunities-and-next-steps-further-development-initiatives-local-level
https://www.usaid.gov/news-information/congressional-testimony/may-10-2023-aa-sarah-charles-usaid-response-in-sudan
https://www.elrha.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/01/Professionalising_the_humanitarian_sector.pdf


www.shabaka.org
info@shabaka.org

AUGUST
2023

http://www.shabaka.org/
mailto:info@shabaka.org

