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ABSTRACT 

This paper describes the scale and nature of development assistance to 
projects that sought to improve housing and living conditions for low 
income groups, including housing-related infrastructure and services such 
as water supply, sanitation and drainage during the period 1980-93. It also 
considers the scale of development assistance to urban infrastructure (such 
as ports and airports), urban services (such as hospitals and higher 
education institutions) and urban management during this same period. 
The study concludes that (i) most donor agencies give a low priority to 
interventions that directly seek to improve housing conditions and basic 
services for low income groups, (ii) funding channelled through local 
organizations is often more effective at reaching low income groups with 
better housing conditions and service provision than donor agency 
'projects' and (iii) that donor agencies should provide more support to local 
organizations (bottom-up initiatives) that give priority to primary health 
care, water supply, sanitation, drainage, basic education and micro-credit. 
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I INTRODUCTION 

This paper describes the scale and nature of development assistance to 
housing (including its construction, improvement and financing), housing-
related infrastructure and services (for instance water supply, sanitation 
and drainage) and urban infrastructure and services that are more oriented 
to the urban economy than to housing (for instance ports, airports and 
markets). It concentrates on the period 1980-93, with a special emphasis on 
changes in priority evident towards the end of this period. Perhaps the 
most relevant finding is the extent to which the more innovative and 
effective responses to the housing problems faced by low-income groups 
are not being developed by international agencies, but by local or national 
foundations, community federations, NGOs and municipal authorities in 
the South. The approaches they take can be termed 'bottom-up' approaches 
as they work with low-income groups and their community organizations 
in a great range of initiatives developed in different settlements. Most 
respond more effectively than conventional donor-funded (and recipient 
government implemented) projects to the needs and priorities of the 
inhabitants. They are also generally much cheaper, partly because they 
mobilize the resources and organizational capacities of low-income groups 
and their community organizations in ways that very few international 
agencies have managed to do. Some of these local organizations are 
funded by international agencies, but generally by international private 
voluntary organizations rather than official donor agencies.1 Meanwhile, 
support from official donor agencies to shelter projects has been 
diminishing, even though they have always received a very low priority. 

This paper has two main conclusions. The first is that funding channelled 
through such local organizations is usually more effective at improving 
housing and living conditions for low-income groups than donor agency 
'projects'. The second is that donor agencies should considerably increase 
the priority they give to water supply, sanitation and drainage and to 
primary health care (and the national and district framework it needs to be 
effective) but in ways that support (or do not contradict) the 'bottom-up' 
approach. This in turn implies a greater priority given to developing the 
capacity, competence and accountability of local governments who 

1 International private voluntary organizations is the term given to non-government 
international aid agencies such as the various Save the Children Funds, CARE. 
MISEREOR, etc. 
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themselves should be providing the supportive and coordinating 
framework for this bottom-up approach and also ensuring that everyone 
within their jurisdiction has access to safe and sufficient water and 
adequate provision for sanitation, health care and, where needed, drainage 
and garbage removal. 

This paper is organized in five main sections. The first looks at funding to 
shelter projects and how the scale and nature of this funding has changed 
since 1980. The second considers funding to shelter-related infrastructure 
and services; short sub-sections also consider funding to social funds and 
the extent to which attempts to address discrimination against women have 
been incorporated into agency projects or into the priority they give to 
different projects. The third describes funding flows to urban infrastructure 
and services and includes a sub-section on urban health care. The fourth 
considers funding to improve urban management. The final section 
considers what constrains a greater flow of funding to initiatives that reach 
lower income groups with improved housing and living conditions. Before 
beginning the description of funding for shelter projects, short sections 
look at the overall context and what is considered as 'human settlements' 
funding. 

II CONTEXT 

Analyses of housing problems in the South and of the very serious 
deficiencies in provision for water supply, sanitation, drainage and the 
management of solid wastes rarely consider the role of international 
development assistance. Yet development assistance agencies are partly 
responsible for these deficiencies as they have given a very low priority to 
improving housing and conditions and to funding the provision of basic 
services. Most have also failed to work with the two most critical actors in 
improving conditions. The first is the local authorities who generally have 
responsibility for the provision of most basic services (although they may 
contract others to supply services and retain a supervisory role) but who 
lack the funding base and the technical capacity to do so. Local authorities 
also generally have major responsibilities for ensuring that land and 
infrastructure are available to support new land and housing developments 
- but again lack the capacity to do this. The second actor that most 
development assistance agencies ignore is the low-income households 
themselves. It is ironic that the group with the least funding and the least 

2 



support from governments and aid agencies - low-income households -
have been responsible for building a considerable proportion of all new 
housing units over the last 30-40 years, even if governments consider most 
such units as illegal or 'temporary'. 

There are some signs of change. Over the last 5-10 years, an increasing 
number of development assistance agencies have begun to change their 
policies and to give greater priority to interventions that help improve 
housing and living conditions - although few give any priority to 
supporting housing projects. Some have also considerably increased their 
support for addressing urban environmental problems and to helping to 
develop the institutional capacity of local authorities. More details of these 
will be given later in the paper. However, the final section of the paper also 
describes the difficulties experienced by most development assistance 
agencies in expanding their commitments to human settlements projects, 
especially those that reach low-income groups with improved housing 
conditions. 

III FUNDING FOR HUMAN SETTLEMENTS' 

International funding for human settlements projects comes from three 
principal sources. The first (and much the largest) is from multilateral 
agencies, especially development banks with the World Bank Group being 
the largest single source. The second is from the bilateral agencies of 
donor governments; for instance, the bilateral agencies of the US., German, 
Japanese, French and British governments. The third is from a large 
number and range of international private voluntary organizations such as 
MISEREOR (Germany), Bilance (Netherlands), CARE (the United States), 
Christian Aid (UK) - and the different Save the Children and OXFAM 
organizations that exist in different OECD countries. Although total 
funding flows from this third group are much smaller than those from the 
first two sources, the priority they give to basic services makes them 
significant in total funding for such services. Arab funded bilateral and 
multilateral agencies are also important in total development assistance but 
less so in funding for human settlements projects. 

Before describing the scale and nature of these funding flows, note should 
be taken that in most agencies, there is no department that provides a 
coherent framework for funding human settlements projects although in 
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some, initiatives are underway to develop this. Few agencies have a special 
section for 'human settlements' or for 'urban.' For official projects (that 
need the approval of the recipient government), funding for human 
settlements is simply the aggregate of a great range of projects initiated by 
different ministries or agencies in the recipient government and different 
sectors or country desks or offices in the donor agencies. However, most 
human settlement projects fall within three broad categories: 

i) Funding for housing projects and housing finance; 

ii) Funding for the basic infrastructure and services that are central to 
adequate housing and living conditions and health - water supply, 
sanitation, drainage, health care and, where needed, solid waste 
collection. Although the economic importance of such 
investments are increasingly recognized, these are usually 
justified in terms of improving housing and living conditions and 
reducing ill health and premature death. 

iii) Funding for large urban infrastructure projects such as ports, 
airports, underground or light rail city transit systems, highways 
and city electrification or urban services such as hospitals and 
centres of higher education. For multilateral development banks, 
the justification centres on providing the basis for more 
prosperous city (and national) economies; the importance of urban 
infrastructure for economic growth has been particularly stressed 
by the World Bank in recent years (see for instance Cohen 1990). 
For the bilateral agencies that give a high priority to urban 
infrastructure and services, this is often tied aid with companies 
from the donor country having a major role within the project. 

IV FUNDING FOR SHELTER 

In recent years, shelter projects and housing finance combined have 
attracted less than 3 per cent of the commitments of most development 
assistance agencies. Table 1 gives figures for selected multilateral and 
bilateral agencies. The largest sources of donor funding for shelter have 
come from the World Bank Group, the Inter-American Development Bank 
and US AID's Housing Guaranty Programme. Some bilateral agencies fund 
projects that seek to reach low-income groups with improved housing 
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conditions but in general, these receive a very low priority. Overall, the 
proportion of funds allocated to shelter from multilateral and bilateral 
agencies declined in the early 1990s. 

During the period 1980 to 1993, a few donor agencies provided 
considerable sums to low-income housing projects in urban areas, most of 
them in large cities. Perhaps more importantly, most went to projects that 
differed considerably from conventional public housing. For instance, 
support was provided for 'slum' and 'squatter' upgrading schemes that 
sought to improve conditions within existing low-income settlements by 
providing or improving water supply, provision for sanitation and drainage 
and, often community facilities. Some projects also provided secure tenure 
to the inhabitants whose house or occupation of the land (or both) had 
previously been considered 'illegal'. Although such upgrading schemes had 
been implemented before the international agencies began to support them 

- indeed some had been implemented many decades ago2 - the 
international support they received helped legitimize this approach. The 
World Bank was clearly the largest donor for upgrading projects; the first 
loan for upgrading was made in 1974, with commitments made to several 
upgrading projects in 1975 (although usually combining upgrading with 
serviced sites); by 1993, some 50 upgrading projects had received support 
with at least another 16 'integrated community development' projects that 
had major components for improving infrastructure and services in 
existing settlements.3 US AID's Housing Guaranty Programme supported 
31 upgrading projects in this period - or projects that included upgrading. 
Although upgrading projects did improve conditions for several million 
urban households at a relatively low cost, there were often serious 
problems with maintaining the upgraded infrastructure and services within 
the project areas. Upgrading programmes made up for a lack of investment 
in infrastructure and services in the past within the upgraded settlement but 
rarely did they increase the capacity of the local authorities whose 
responsibility it was to provide and maintain such infrastructure and 

2 For instance, upgrading programmes were implemented in Indonesia both prior to 
and during colonial rule (see Silas 1994). 
3 Many of the upgrading projects also had components for serviced sites or core 
housing. There is also some ambiguity about what is an upgrading project as distinct 
from support to a city to improve infrastructure and service provision within the city that 
will include improved provision in existing low-income settlements. 
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services - or, as an alternative, the capacity of citizen groups to maintain 
them.4 

However, perhaps the most important contribution of these 'upgrading 
projects' was the changes in official attitudes that they helped promote. The 
fact that what a government labelled as a 'slum' or an 'illegal settlement' 
was upgraded, means recognition that this settlement and the shelters it 
contains have value. Conventional shelter assessments assign no value to 
such settlements and assume they must be replaced - and such assumptions 
also underlie the large-scale bulldozing of illegal or informal settlements 
(Hardoy and Satterthwaite 1989). The fact that upgrading programmes 
provide infrastructure and services to illegal or informal settlements also 
means a recognition of the right of their inhabitants to such infrastructure 
and services. This is also an important shift, as city and municipal 
authorities often refused to provide infrastructure and services to any 
settlement that was 'illegal'. Upgrading also builds on the incremental 
efforts of low-income groups to build and improve their own housing -
unlike most other forms of housing intervention. Although upgrading was 
in effect a pragmatic response to the fact that a high and increasing 
proportion of most cities' populations (and workforces) were living in 
illegal settlements, these underlying changes in attitude were also 
important. Both the World Bank and US AID's Housing Guaranty 
Programme also had a major programme of support for 'serviced site' 
schemes or core housing schemes; the World Bank funded 47 serviced site 

projects or projects that included serviced sites between 1972 and 1993; 
US AID's Housing Guaranty Programme funded 27 serviced site or core 
housing schemes up to 1993 - the first being in 1970. The Inter-American 
Development Bank has also funded several serviced site projects but only 
since 1984. These projects provided cheaper units than public housing 
projects by providing only a house site within a residential subdivision 
with roads, often electricity and some provision for water supply (and 
sometimes for sanitation). The construction of the shelter was left to the 
households who received the plot. The hope was that unit costs would 
come down to the point where these could be afforded by relatively low-
income households. Core housing schemes included a one room 'core' as 
well as a serviced site. 

4 There were exceptions; for instance, the Kampung improvement programme in 
Surabaya (see Silas 1994). 
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Donor agencies faced many difficulties with serviced site schemes. Under 
pressure to reduce unit costs, recipient governments often developed them 
on cheap land sites that were in locations too distant from employment 
sources to suit poorer households. And governments rarely began to 
develop serviced site schemes within a large and continuous programme so 
that the price of legal land sites for housing with basic services came down 
for cities as a whole (Payne 1984). In addition, while particular serviced 
site projects could reduce the cost of each serviced site by being exempt 
from zoning and land use regulations - for instance having plot sizes 
smaller than official regulations required - few efforts were made to 
change these regulations as they affected all other sites (Mayo and Angel 
1993). Furthermore, the fact that many serviced site projects were 
developed on government land so the land was free (or at below market 
price) and no (often long and complex) land acquisition procedure was 
necessary also meant that they were not easily replicable (ibid). The 
priority given to such projects by the few agencies that had funded them 
declined; for instance, most of the World Bank and US AID commitments 
to serviced site projects were made between 1975 and 1985. 

Both upgrading projects and serviced site projects also 'projectized' city 
problems when more fundamental reforms were needed - for instance, 
improving the availability of housing finance, reforming city and 
municipal government, and changing building codes and land-use 
regulations and their application so it was cheaper, quicker and easier to 
develop legal housing and land sites (Cohen 1990). These projects also 
relied too heavily for their implementation on public authorities who 
usually had very limited capacities, which also diverted attention both 
from more fundamental reforms and from the need to catalyse and support 
private and community investments (ibid). Furthermore, one gets the 
impression that in most of these projects, there was little attempt to work 
with low-income groups in designing and implementing these projects, to 
draw on their resources in doing so, and in keeping costs down. However, 
no evaluation of their wider impact is possible in that an evaluation should 
include the extent to which they stimulated city and municipal authorities 
to adopt these kinds of approaches - and where the limitations in the 
donor-funded projects were addressed. There are examples of city 
authorities embarking on major upgrading and serviced site programmes in 
recent years; for instance in Cali, Colombia (Guerrero 1995) and of 
upgrading programmes that continue to develop and to address the 
problems that dogged the earlier projects as in Surabaya, Indonesia (Silas 
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1994). If these donor-funded upgrading and serviced site projects helped 
stimulate a large number of city and municipal authorities to develop more 
appropriate responses to improving housing and living conditions for 
lower-income households, without necessarily calling on donor funding, 
then this has far more importance than the achievements of the projects 
they funded. 

One of the first responses by the agencies involved in supporting shelter 
projects both to the difficulty in implementing 'projects' and to the need for 
more fundamental changes was to channel funding to housing finance - in 
recognition of how many countries lacked an efficient housing finance 
system. The change from 'housing projects' to 'housing finance' was 
particularly abrupt and noticeable in the World Bank. For instance, 
between 1980 and 1993, the World Bank Group made commitments 
totalling US$ 6.5 billion to shelter: two-fifths went to support housing 
finance with around 30 per cent to 'slum' and squatter upgrading, serviced 
sites and core housing projects; most of the rest went to what can be 
termed 'integrated community development' projects that contained too 
many components to be classified as 'shelter' or 'water and sanitation.'5 

Although the scale of funding commitments in each year fluctuated 
considerably, the largest annual commitments were generally in the late 
1980s when most of the funding was for housing finance. This contrasts 
with the period 1972-84 when housing finance received very little support 
and most funding for shelter was for projects i.e. for upgrading slums or 
squatter settlements, serviced sites or low-cost housing. The average size 
of loans also increased considerably, and an increasing proportion of loans 
went to middle income groups (Mayo and Angel 1993). 

However, there has been a third shift within the World Bank Group to 
'housing policy development' that sought to address some of the city-wide 
structural constraints that had limited the impact of 'projects'. In this third 
shift, the aim of loans is to improve the performance of the housing sector 
as a whole (see Box 1). It appears that the Bank, in general, is giving less 
priority to shelter in recent years; total commitments in 1991 and 1993 
were among the lowest since 1980 and no commitment to housing finance 
was made in 1993 - although a World Bank report published in 1993 

5 For instance a project in a squatter settlement may have project components for 
water, sanitation, garbage disposal, primary health care, housing tenure regularization 
and building material production. 
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stated that upgrading projects will remain a critical component of Bank 
lending in the future (ibid). 

BOX 1 
CHANGES IN THE WORLD BANK'S HOUSING POLICY, 1970s TO 1990s 

OBJECTIVES 

1970s: Implement projects to achieve affordable land and housing for the poor; 
achieve cost recovery, create conditions for large-scale replicability of 
projects 

1980s: Create self supporting financial intermediaries capable of making long-
term mortgage loans to low- and moderate-income households; reduce and 
restructure housing subsidies 

1990s: Create a 'well functioning' housing sector that serves the needs of 
consumers, producers, financiers and local and central governments; and 
that enhances economic development, alleviates poverty and supports a 
sustainable environment 

ROLE OF GOVERNMENT 

1970s: Emphasis on direct provision by government of land, housing and 
finance to facilitate progressive development of housing conditions by project 
beneficiaries 

1980s: Emphasis on provision of housing finance, mainly by public institutions, 
and rationalization of housing subsidies (reduction, improved targeting and 
shift from financial to fiscal) 

1990s: Adoption by government agencies with policy making coordination and 
regulatory responsibilities of an enabling role, to facilitate the provision of 
land and housing by the private sector; and improved coordination of sector 
and macro-economic policy 

POLICY AND LENDING INSTRUMENTS 

1970s: Sites and services demonstration projects emphasizing affordable 
housing and infrastructure standards, tenure security and internal cross-
subsidies 

1980s: Housing finance projects emphasizing interest rate reform (to enhance 
resource mobilization and improve mortgage instrument design); subsidy 
design and improved institutional financial performance of public agencies 
involved in direct provision of land, infrastructure and housing 

1990s: Integrated array of policy and lending instruments to stimulate demand 
(property rights development, housing finance, and targeted subsidies); 
facilitate supply (infrastructure provision, regulatory reform; and building 
industry organization); and manage the housing sector as a whole 
(institutional reform and coordination with macro-economic policy). 

Source: Mayo, S. K. and S. Angel. 1993. 
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This third shift locates support for shelter within the broader macro-
economic framework and includes within it explicit goals for improving 
macro-economic performance as well as for improving housing conditions 
(Pugh 1994). It couches support for housing within a broader framework of 
'enabling markets to work.'6 This evolution in the World Bank's housing 
policies is consistent with broader changes of thinking about development 
within and outside the Bank (ibid). The Bank's housing policies of the 
1970s were developed before the major shift in the economic orientation of 
most governments in the North towards a much reduced role for the public 
sector in housing. In addition, part of the reason may also be that the 
Bank's economists are more influenced by current thinking in the United 
States whereas economists in Europe and Japan remain more ready to 
accept government welfare and state development roles (ibid). But it may 
also relate to the Bank's proximity to a US Congress that is very market 
oriented and always concerned that the World Bank might not share its 
orientation. It also relates to the difficulties that the Bank has in funding 
relatively small projects - a point to which this paper returns in its final 
section. 

Changes within US AID also reflect broader changes in thinking. US 
AID's Housing Guaranty Programme made many fewer loans to shelter in 
the years 1989-93 compared to the period 1980-88. However, this 
Programme has, in recent years, given increasing importance to finance for 
environmental infrastructure and improved municipal management as will 
be described below. 

The Inter-American Development Bank was the first multilateral agency to 
have a major programme to fund shelter projects. This dates back to the 
1960s and the Alliance for Progress during which a considerable number 
of housing projects were funded in both rural and urban areas. During the 
1980s and early 1990s, the emphasis changed away from 'shelter' projects 
to projects to improve shelter-related infrastructure and services. During 
the period 1980-93, loans to shelter projects totalled some US$ 1.1 billion, 
three-fifths of them for integrated community development projects and 
most of the rest for serviced sites or upgrading. Nearly two thirds of this 
was committed in the years 1986, 1987 and 1989 and annual commitments 
were much reduced in the early 1990s. 

6 The title of the most recent World Bank policy paper on Housing was Housing: 
Enabling Markets to Work 
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Most other multilateral agencies gave a low priority to shelter projects (see 
Table 1). The Asian Development Bank has given a very low priority to 
shelter and made no commitments to shelter projects during 1992 and 
1993. 

TABLE 1 
THE PROPORTION OF AID AND NON-CONCESSIONAL LOAN COMMITMENTS TO 

SHELTER PROJECTS AND HOUSING FINANCE, 1980-93 

Total 
funding 

Proportion of 
commitments to: 

Shelter Housing 
(US$ billion) projects finance 

Proportion of total 
commitments to shelter 
projects & housing finance 

1980-93 1990-1 1992-3 

AID (CONCESSIONAL LOANS OR GRANTS) 
International Development Association 

- Africa 
-Asia 
- Latin America and Caribbean 

African Development Bank 
Asian Development Fund 
Inter-American Development Bank 
Caribbean Development Bank 

Arab Fund for Economic and 
Social Development (1980-91) 

Overseas Economic Cooperation 
Fund, Japan (1987-91) 

NON-CONCESSIONAL LOANS 
International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development (IBRD) 
- Africa 
-Asia 
- Latin America and Caribbean 

African Development Bank 
Asian Development Bank 
Inter-American Development Bank 
Caribbean Development Bank 

1 -1980-91 

27.9 
38.6 

1.9 

10.2 
14.3 
6.5 
0.7 

4.7 

36.5 

1.2 
1.3 
1.4 

0.4 
0.9 
3.4 
0.0 

1.2 

0.8 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
1.2 

0.0 

0.1 

1.2 
1.3 
1.4 

0.4 
1.0 
3.4 
1.2 

1.2 

1.4 
0.1 
0.0 

0.0 
0.7 
0.0 
1.8 

0.0 

0.1 

1.1 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
4.4 
0.6 

29.6 
90.6 
68.7 

17.6 
30.9 
41.7 
0.5 

2.1 
1.3 
1.7 

0.1 
1.2 
2.1 
0.0 

1.2 
0.9 
2.1 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1.0 

3.3 
2.3 
3.8 

0.1 
1.2 
2.1 
1.0 

0.3 
1.5 
3.3 

0.0 
0.0 
0.4 
0.0 

11.4 
0.0 
4.5 

0.0 
0.0 
0.9 
0.5 

Notes and sources: Shelter projects include slum and squatter upgrading, serviced site 
schemes, core housing schemes and community development projects which include housing 
improvement. These funding flows only apply to commitments to countries in the South; for 
instance, they do not include World Bank commitments to East and Southern European nations. 
The figures presented in Tables 1, 2 and 4 and in the text of this report are based on analyses 
drawn from two computer databases. The first contains each agency's total annual commitments 
to each nation, with total commitments converted into US$ at their 1990 value. The second 
database is an aid project database with details of all human settlement projects or projects with 
human settlement components. Both have been developed by IIED's human settlement 
programme with the information drawn almost exclusively from each agency's own official 
publications. 
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Among bilateral aid programmes, many examples can be cited of shelter 
projects that received support, especially where bilateral aid was 
channelled through international private voluntary organizations such as 
MISEREOR and Homeless International. However, shelter has never been 
a priority of any bilateral agency except the US AID Housing Guaranty 
Programme. An OECD estimate suggested that the total commitment to 
urban housing projects of all the bilateral aid programmes of OECD 
countries averaged less than US$ 90 million a year between 1986 and 1990 
(OECD 1992). The World Bank alone allocated more than eight times as 
much funding to housing and housing finance for these years.7 This 
suggests a very low priority to shelter projects by most bilateral agencies. 
This is also borne out by an analysis of who co-financed projects with the 
World Bank and the regional development banks which found less interest 
among bilateral agencies in co-financing shelter projects than in co-
financing urban infrastructure and services.8 

Several bilateral aid programmes have supported various housing projects 
in recent years, even if the funding they receive represents a small 
percentage of total funding. For instance, the Swedish International 
Development Cooperation Agency (Sida) has supported a number of 
shelter projects in Latin America, each aimed at improving living 
conditions for low income groups with strong elements of community 
participation and each utilizing local NGOs as channels for funding and/or 
technical and institutional support (Sida 1992; Sevilla 1993). The UK 
Overseas Development Administration has supported slum and squatter 
improvement programmes in many Indian cities and over many years 
(ODA 1991 and 1992). Among other bilateral agencies, the German 
technical cooperation agency GTZ has a long established and varied 
programme of support for shelter projects, targeted at poorer groups. Swiss 
Development Cooperation has also supported some urban shelter projects 
including squatter upgrading in Douala and social housing in Bujumbura. 

7 This total does not include the US AID housing guaranty programme since this 
funding is provided as non-concessional loans and as in the non-concessional loans of 
the World Bank and the various regional development banks, these do not constitute 
'aid' because they do not have a substantial grant element. 
8 The analysis in this section is based on the IIED Aid Project Database that contains 
details of all human settlements projects that received support from the agencies listed 
in Tables 1, 2 and 4 between 1980 and 1993. This database also includes details of co-
funders and thus allowed an analysis of the involvement of other agencies in co-
financing. 
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FINNIDA has provided support for the preparation of national shelter 
strategies in six countries, in cooperation with UNCHS (Habitat). 

Several international private voluntary organizations allocate a higher 
priority to shelter projects or community based housing finance schemes 
than official agencies. Although the contribution of such organizations 
within total aid flows is not very large - an estimate for 1991 suggested a 
total aid flow of US$ 5.2 billion compared to official development 
assistance of US$ 55.8 billion (OECD 1992) - some of these organizations 
have financed many innovative projects and have also developed new 
ways of reaching low-income groups and working in partnership with local 
community organizations and NGOs. For instance, it is notable how many 
innovative, community-based housing projects or programmes have 
received support from the German PVO MISEREOR9 and from SELAVIP 
International (Anzorena 1993). More recently, a new UK based 
organization called Homeless International has also supported a 
considerable range of innovative interventions. The description of the 
kinds of projects that Homeless International supports - 'giving people 
access to capital so they can secure access to shelter, encouraging self-help 
projects, supporting exchange programmes between communities and 
regions, establishing credit schemes which enable people to develop their 
settlements and facilitating the development of information tools which 
can assist people in planning their activities effectively' is hardly the 
conventional 'housing project' approach.10 

Agencies such as the three mentioned above have considerable importance 
not so much for the scale of their funding but for their demonstration of 
new ways to support 'bottom-up' improvement of housing and living 
conditions for and with low-income groups. This includes a much greater 
degree of participation by the 'beneficiaries' than official donor agency 
supported projects and a willingness to try new approaches - for instance 
supporting communities or community-federations who are campaigning 
for support from local authorities or national agencies. Certain institutions 
within the South have also developed innovative housing and housing 
finance programmes. These include the Grameen Bank in Bangladesh that 

9 Although relatively little general information was found about MISEREOR's support, 
what becomes notable is the number of innovative housing or housing finance projects 
implemented by NGOs in the South that received MISEREOR support. See, for 
instance, the case studies in Turner (1989). 
10 Information about Homeless International supplied by the organization itself 
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is well known for the credit it provides for income generation - but 
perhaps less well known for its housing finance programme which by 
November 1993 had funded the construction of nearly 250,000 houses 
(Anzorena 1993, 1994b). Another example is the support for self-build 
housing by the Carvajal Foundation initially in Cali, Colombia which 
supported the construction of 11,160 houses and helped in a further 27,000 
- and with assistance also being provided for other self-help programmes 
in Cali and in other Colombian cities (Cruz 1994). 

V FUNDING FOR INFRASTRUCTURE AND SERVICES 
FOR SHELTER 

5.1 Overview 

When analysing international donor flows to infrastructure and services for 
shelter, the decision was made to include not only funding to water supply, 
sanitation and drainage, but also to two other kinds of project that are not 
normally associated with housing: primary health care centres including 
dispensaries, health centres and initiatives to control infectious or parasitic 
diseases; and primary schools and other educational programmes aimed at 
literacy or primary education. Although health care and education 
investments are not under the control of housing or public works ministries 
or agencies - and in many countries, these are the direct responsibility of 
ministries of health and education - these are among the most important 
interventions to improve living conditions and among the most important 
in reducing disease, disablement and premature death within shelters and 
the residential areas in which they are located. Primary health care centres 
and literacy are central to improving health and controlling disease within 
villages and urban residential areas. 

The infrastructure and services associated with housing and residential 
areas receive a higher priority from both multilateral and bilateral agencies 
than housing itself. In some agencies, these do receive a high priority (see 
Table 2). This table also shows the noticeable increase in the priority given 
to such infrastructure and services in the early 1990s. 

The World Bank is much the largest donor for this group of projects both 
in terms of aid (through its concessional loans) and in terms of non-
concessional loans. Around US$ 22 billion was committed to the 
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infrastructure and services associated with shelter between 1980 and 1993, 
most of it to urban areas. Close to half went to water supply, sanitation and 
drainage with around a quarter to primary health care and just over a fifth 
to basic education and literacy. Virtually all the rest went to social funds or 

TABLE 2 
THE PROPORTION OF AID AND NON-CONCESSIONAL LOAN COMMITMENTS TO 

SHELTER RELATED INFRASTRUCTURE AND BASIC SERVICES, 1980-93 

Proportion of total Per cent of 
Total project commitments total commitments 

funding Water Primary Basic Poverty 
(US$ and health educa- redn 
billion) sanitation care tion and jobs 1980-93 1990-1 1992-3 

International Development Association 
-Africa 27.9 3.6 2.7 4.3 1.9 12.7 20.0 15.3 
-Asia 38.6 5.5 5.3 2.7 1.4 15.0 22.1 36.2 
- Latin America and Caribbean 1.9 3.8 3.5 1.8 7.6 16.8 41.1 11.8 

African Development Bank 10.2 7.3 2.7 4.3 1.3 15.7 15.8 15.3 
Asian Development Fund 14 4.4 1.6 1.7 0.3 7.9 7.7 22.6 
Inter-American Developm. Bank 6.5 18.0 1.4 3.1 1.3 29.6 28.0 37.8 
Caribbean Development Bank 0.7 4.1 -- -- 0.5 4.9 3.1 2.2 

UNICEF 6.6 13.7 33.5 7.9 -- 55.1 57.4 47.9 

Overseas Economic Cooperation 37 3.8 - 0.4 -- 4.5 1 3.7 
Fund, Japan (1987-91) 

International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development (IBRD) 
-Africa 29.6 8.0 1.2 0.9 0.1 10.4 12.3 12.9 
-Asia 90.6 3.3 0.9 0.9 0.04 5.1 7.9 6.6 
- Latin America and Caribbean 68.7 5.1 1.6 2.1 0.0 8.9 12.2 11.1 

African Development Bank 17.6 9.0 0.4 1.6 0.4 11.5 13.5 14.5 
Asian Development Bank 30.9 4.5 1.0 -- — 5.6 1.3 0.7 
Inter-American Developm. Bank 41.7 6.3 0.3 0.3 0.6 7.5 13.0 17.3 
Caribbean Development Bank 0.5 6.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 8.5 0.0 

1 -1987-91 

Note: Water and sanitation are part of primary health care so the column similarly identified includes 
all its components other than water and sanitation. Basic education is taken to include primary 
education, literacy programmes and basic education programmes. UNICEF figures are for 
disbursements, not commitments so they are not directly comparable; they are included here to give 
an idea of the scale and relative importance of UNICEF funding in this project category. The 
disbursements for basic health care include support for child health and nutrition and for child and 
family basic health services. The funding totals noted above include funding for both rural and urban 
projects. For the totals reported here for water supply, sanitation and drainage, these only included 
projects whose main focus was delivering or improving these for residential areas. City-wide 
investments in improved drainage and investments in water supplies whose main focus was not 
improving supplies to residential areas are included in Table 4. These funding flows do not include 
commitments to East and Southern European nations. 
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social employment schemes that are described in a later section. Although 
there have been fewer commitments to social funds in Asia, the overall 
increase in priority to shelter related basic infrastructure and services is 
particularly noticeable in this region; over a third of all the World Bank's 
concessional loan commitments to Asia for 1992-93 were for shelter 
related basic infrastructure and services. For the non-concessional loans, 
three-fifths of commitments during these fourteen years were for water and 
sanitation with close to a fifth for primary health care and for primary or 
basic education. Thus, while the scale of the World Bank's commitments 
specifically to shelter have declined, the scale of the commitments to 
interventions that are central to improving housing and living conditions 
and providing services that every village or urban settlement needs 
(primary health care and schools) has increased considerably. 

Among the other multilateral agencies, the Inter-American Development 
Bank with loan commitments of US$ 4.4 billion in these 14 years is the 
largest donor; Table 2 also shows the high priority that this Bank gave to 
shelter-related infrastructure and services in recent years. The Asian 
Development Bank generally gives a low priority to these kinds of projects 
although as Table 2 shows, these received an unusually high proportion of 
total commitments for soft loans for 1992 and 1993. Just over half were for 
water supply and sanitation. The African Development Bank Group has, 
historically, given a relatively high priority to water supply and sanitation 
and it continues to do so. This bank allocated close to US$ 4 billion to 
shelter-related infrastructure and services with most going to water and 
sanitation. However, in recent years, primary health care, primary or basic 
education and social funds have received more support and the proportion 
to water and sanitation has declined. The priority given to basic education 
has also increased in recent years. 

UNICEF disbursements to shelter-related infrastructure and services 
totalled over US$ 4.5 billion during these fourteen years, three-fifths of the 
support going to primary/basic health care services (including support for 
child health and nutrition and for community or family basic health 
services). This makes it the second largest multilateral aid programme to 
projects in this category. This is despite the fact that UNICEF's total 
annual funding commitments appear small relative to most multilateral and 
bilateral agencies; it is this combination of UNICEF's high priority to basic 
health care and (although to a lesser extent) water, sanitation and basic 
education and the low priority given by other agencies which makes 
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UNICEF's contribution to this project category so significant. UNICEF is 
also unusual among the multilateral agencies in giving a high priority to 
rural areas. Precise figures are not available for the distribution of shelter-
related infrastructure and services between rural and urban areas but 
certainly, a high proportion have been in rural areas. However, UNICEF is 
giving a lower priority to water and sanitation; for the fourteen years 
covered, only in the years 1991 to 1993 did this sector receive less than 10 
per cent of UNICEF funding. This can be compared to the years 1982-84 
when it received around 20 per cent of all funding. Part of the reason for 
the low priority during 1991-93 was the very high demand placed on 
UNICEF for emergency relief, which took more than 20 per cent of 
UNICEF funding in 1993 compared to less than 8 per cent for 1986-90. 

When viewing trends in the support given to these kinds of projects by the 
different agencies listed in Table 2, in general, they received a higher 
priority when comparing the years 1990-91 and 1992-93 to the average for 
1980-93. This is the case for the World Bank for all three regions (Africa, 
Asia, Latin America and the Caribbean) and for the Inter-American and 
African Development Banks. 

There were also some notable changes in priority among the different 
kinds of project within this category. Within the World Bank, the most 
noticeable change is the higher priority given to primary health care and to 
primary or basic education. In the first half of the 1980s, primary health 
care (including provision of family planning services that are usually 
integrated into primary health care and initiatives to control particular 
diseases) rarely received priority; water and sanitation received most 
project commitments. For the years 1980-88, annual commitments never 
exceeded US$ 300 million and for three years were under US$ 50 million. 
From 1989 to 1993, annual commitments always exceeded US$ 400 
million and exceeded US$ 800 million in 1990, 1991 and 1993. The World 
Bank had become the single most important source of funding for primary 
health care worldwide. The increased funding to primary health care was 
particularly noticeable in Asia. The change in priority to primary and basic 
education is comparable with total commitments being especially high for 
the years 1988-93; for each year from 1991 to 1993, annual commitments 
exceeded US$ 650 million. The increased priority to primary and basic 
education was particularly noticeable in Latin America. 

17 



It is much more difficult to provide a comprehensive overview of the 
commitment of bilateral agencies to human settlements projects. Unlike the 
multilateral agencies, few publish lists of all the projects they fund with 
enough detail to allow an analysis comparable to that provided above for 
the agencies listed in Table 2.11 The most up-to-date figures available for 
the bilateral agencies' priorities in this area are shown in Table 3. They are 
reported under a category termed 'social and administrative infrastructure' 
under which health and population, education, planning and public 
administration and water supply and 'other' fall. This is the category used 
by the OECD Development Assistance Committee to report on funding 
flows from the bilateral aid programmes of OECD countries and no more 
detailed statistics are available that allow comparisons between these 

bilateral agencies. These statistics show a low priority to water and 
sanitation, and to health and population. In 11 of the 19 bilateral 
programmes listed, health and population received less than 3 per cent of 
official development assistance; Belgium, Denmark and Sweden were the 
countries whose bilateral programmes gave the highest priority to this 
category. Water supply did not receive much more; the average for water 
supply and 'other' was 4.9 per cent with 10 of the 19 bilateral programmes 
giving less than 5 per cent. Denmark gave much the highest priority to 
water supply with Finland, Italy and the Netherlands also allocating more 
than 8 per cent of their funds to this. Education receives a higher priority 
but in most bilateral programmes, this does not reflect a priority to basic 
education since most bilateral assistance to education goes to support 
scholarships for students from the South to study in the higher education 

15 The difficulties of producing accurate, detailed statistics on the sectoral priorities of 
different development assistance agencies has long been recognized. There are two 
problems that have to be overcome. The first is that most agencies developed their own 
classification systems for sectoral priorities; with no common base used in the definition 
of sectors or sub-sectors, figures for sectoral priorities cannot be compared between 
agencies. The second is that the sectoral classification systems that do exist - that can 
form the common base for all agencies - do not have a classification system that is 
appropriate for monitoring development assistance to human settlements. It is still 
possible to compare the priorities in human settlements assistance between agencies, 
where each agency publishes details of each project or programme commitment that it 
makes since each of these can be classified according to a common human settlements 
classification system; this is how the statistics in Tables 1, 2 and 4 were developed. 
However, most bilateral agencies do not publish a complete listing of all the projects or 
programmes they support with sufficient detail given about each to permit its 
classification within such a common system. 
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institutions of the donor country. As such, most of donor assistance to 
education remains in the donor country. 

TABLE 3 
THE PRIORITY GIVEN BY BILATERAL AID PROGRAMMES TO DIFFERENT 

PROJECT CATEGORIES WITHIN 'SOCIAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE 
INFRASTRUCTURE' IN 1991 

Countries 

Australia 
Austria 
Belgium 
Canada 
Denmark 
Finland 
France 

Germany 
Ireland 
Italy 
Japan 
Netherlands 
New 
Zealand 
Norway 
Spain 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
UK 
USA 
Total DAC 

Education 

30.1 
22.3 
14.9 
7.1 
9.4 

4.9 
22.5 
12.9 
21.3 

6.6 
6.3 

12.3 
41.3 

5.0 
5.0 
9.1 
6.4 

12.6 
2.8 
8.7 

The percentage of official development assistance to 

Health and 
population 

1.1 
0.6 

12.6 
1.8 

11.9 
1.2 
3.2 
1.6 
6.2 
4.4 
1.6 
2.0 
2.5 

2.2 
1.5 
8.8 
3.6 
2.7 
4.4 
3.2 

Planning and 
public 

administration 

4.8 
0.2 
3.8 
0.5 
0.4 
2.7 
2.4 
2.4 

5.1 
0.7 
0.4 
2.8 
5.3 

1.1 
1.1 
2.8 
0.2 
3.3 
4.4 
2.4 

Water 
supply and 

other 

7.9 
5.4 
1.6 
4.9 

17.9 
11.1 
3.8 
7.8 
3.7 
8.4 
3.9 
8.3 
2.3 

3.3 
4.4 
5.4 
4.5 
5.4 
3.6 
4.9 

Total for social 
and 

administrative 
infrastructure 

43.9 
28.5 
32.9 
14.3 
39.6 
19.9 
31.9 
24.7 

36.3 
20.1 
12.2 
25.4 
51.4 

11.6 
12.0 
26.1 
14.7 
24.0 
15.2 
19.2 

Source: OECD. 1994. Table 26, pages 190-1. 

Statistics are also available for 1989 and 1990 for the bilateral agencies' 
priority to 'social and administrative infrastructure'. Comparing these with 
those in Table 2 show a consistent decline over the years 1989 to 1991 in 
the priority given to health and population, water supply and 'other' as well 
as education. It may be that certain new kinds of projects that are of 
importance for shelter, health and education are not being included within 

19 



'social and administrative infrastructure'; for instance, many bilateral 
agencies have contributed significant amounts of funding to social funds or 
social employment programmes and it is not clear whether these are 
included by OECD within the 'social and administrative infrastructure' 
category. 

Among the official bilateral agencies and international Private Voluntary 
Organizations that give water supply, sanitation, primary health care and 
primary education a high priority, most funding for these goes to rural 
areas. This is especially so if most of their total funding is allocated to 
predominantly rural countries that is often the case.12 Multilateral 
development banks tend to give a higher priority to urban areas and to 
provide funding for these kinds of project to a broader range of recipient 
countries. This usually includes a much higher priority to middle and 
upper-middle income countries. For instance, among all the largest 
multilateral banks (the World Bank, the African, Asian and Inter-American 
Development Bank), non-concessional loans represent a larger source of 
funding for shelter related infrastructure and services and most of these 
loan commitments are with countries with relatively high per capita 
incomes and most such support goes to urban projects. 

In recent years, several bilateral and multilateral agencies have shown a 
greater interest in addressing urban poverty, even if this had not yet 
become apparent in the statistics that show their sectoral priorities. For 
instance, the Dutch Government's bilateral aid programme set up a special 
unit in 1990, the Spearhead Program to Combat Urban Poverty - and this 
will promote greater attention to employment and income generation 
programmes for poorer groups in urban areas, empowerment strategies for 
community based organizations and programmes directing support to 
poorer sections of the urban population, including those to help improve 
housing and living conditions (Kolstee, Bijlmer and van Oosterhout 1994). 
The United Nations Development Programme also launched a new funding 
initiative in 1992 to support local initiatives to improve the urban 
environment - the LIFE Programme (UNDP 1992). 

12 If a bilateral agency is allocating most of its funds to the poorest countries in Asia 
and Africa, these are also generally the most rural. It is not surprising that the agency 
gives a relatively low priority to urban investments if 80 percent or more of the 
population in their 'concentration countries' live in rural areas. 
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Overall, the scale of funding that has gone to water, sanitation and health 
care has been well below what is needed to achieve the ambitious goals set 
by the International Drinking Water Supply and Sanitation Decade and the 
World Health Organization's 'Health for All'. For the Decade, the primary 
goal was to ensure full access to water supply and sanitation to all 
inhabitants of the South by 1990 (Water Supply and Sanitation 
Collaborative Council 1992), but very large shortfalls remained in the 
early 1990s. For instance, in 1990, close to half the urban population in the 
South and more than 90 per cent of its rural population still lacked a water 
supply piped into their home.13 While rather more had access to water 
through public standpipes, boreholes with handpumps and protected dug 
wells, the difficulties in getting access to it (in urban areas there may be 
500 or more persons per standpipe) and the distance that the water has to 
be carried often limit water use so the full health benefits are not enjoyed 
(Cairncross 1990). Official statistics for 1991 suggest that at least a third of 
the South's urban population and more than half its rural population have 
no hygienic means of disposing of excreta (Water Supply and Sanitation 
Collaborative Council 1993) and such official statistics also considerably 
under-estimate the proportion of people adequately served.14 Close to two 
billion people still lacked provision for sanitation in 1991. Of those that 
had provision for sanitation, a high proportion had a simple latrine. 

Important lessons were learned by donor agencies during the 1980s about 
how difficult it is to improve water supply and sanitation where local 
authorities remain weak and where the institutional structure to maintain 
new investments is simply not there. One review of the Decade's 
performance suggested too much attention to the 'hardware' i.e. the capital 
equipment and too little to the 'software' - the institutional structure that 
must operate to ensure efficient operation and maintenance - whether by a 
public authority, a private company or a community organization (Warner 

13 Most of the statistics on global and regional coverage for water supply and sanitation 
are drawn from Water Supply and Sanitation Collaborative Council 1993. 
14 The UN water and sanitation statistics are known to considerably overstate the 
proportion of people adequately served. This is for two reasons. The first is because the 
criteria used to determine who is adequately served are unrealistic (for instance 
including as adequately served those who have to share standpipes and latrines with 
dozens of other households). The second is because governments supply the United 
Nations with statistics that exaggerate their achievements and United Nations staff are 
not allowed to question the veracity of official government statistics (see Satterthwaite 
1995). 
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and Laugeri 1991). This is also borne out in many other reports; for 
instance, our analysis of water supply and sanitation projects funded 
during the 1970s and 1980s found many in the late 1980s that were 
rehabilitating or repairing those that had been funded by international 
agencies a few years earlier.15 But here, perhaps the most important reason 
is the low priority given by governments in the South to water supply and 
sanitation. An analysis of who funded capital investments in water supply 
and sanitation based on a sample of countries found that the total 
contributions from international funding agencies were comparable to 
those of governments both for new systems and for rehabilitating existing 
ones and both in water supply and sanitation.16 Donor agencies' priorities 
to water supply and sanitation would certainly have been higher, if 
recipient governments had given these higher priority in their negotiations 
for development assistance. 

Most international private voluntary organizations give higher priority to 
water supply, sanitation, health care and basic education than official 
development assistance agencies do. Most have been oriented towards 
rural settlements although in recent years, an increasing number of these 
organizations have increased the scale and scope of their work in low-
income urban settlements, especially illegal and informal settlements. But 
as in housing, there are also some important innovations in improved water 
supply and sanitation that have been developed by local foundations or 
NGOs in the South, often with some international donor assistance. One of 
the best known is the Orangi Pilot Project in Pakistan which demonstrated 
that low-income households can afford to pay the full cost of installing 
basic drainage and sewage, if all households within a street or 'lane' 
worked collectively, generally collecting small contributions from each 
household and sub-contracting out the work (Hasan 1989 and 1990; Khan 
1991). It also showed how to 'go to scale' as its technical and 
organizational support reached some 70,000 households with improved 
sanitation and drainage. The municipal authorities in Karachi are now 

15 The basis for this analysis was IIED's Aid Project Database that allowed a 
comparison of water supply and sanitation projects by country between projects that 
received support during the 1970s and the first half of the 1980s and projects that 
received support during the second half of the 1980s and the early 1990s. 
16 See Water Supply and Sanitation Collaborative Council 1993, op. cit. This also 
reports on how many countries reported on the relative balance of investments into 
water supply and sanitation coming from governments, international agencies and 
communities for rehabilitation and new systems 
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helping to fund this approach and Orangi Pilot Project is now working with 
local NGOs and community organizations in other settlements in Karachi 
and in other urban centres in Pakistan (ibid). Another example but of a 
very different approach is provided by the Indian NGO, Sulabh 
International, which by 1993 had built and was maintaining more than 
2500 sanitation and shower complexes where users paid a small fee for the 
use of a latrine or a shower (Pickford 1995). 

5.2 Social funds 

A new kind of project or programme became increasingly important over 
the last decade at the World Bank and in certain other multilateral and 
bilateral agencies: social action programmes targeted at poorer groups. 
Most of them aimed at protecting poorer groups who would otherwise be 
adversely affected by structural adjustment programmes. These include 
donor support for social funds (sometimes called 'social and economic 
funds') and employment programmes targeted at poorer groups. These 
usually seek to combine support for a wide range of social projects (for 
instance health care centres, schools) with employment generation. The 
World Bank is the single largest contributor to these funds; these only 
began to receive support in the second half of the 1980s but by 1990 they 
had become a regular and significant part of its annual commitments; total 
commitments exceeded US$ 200 million in 1991 and 1992 and exceeding 
US$ 570 million in 1993.17 Most loans have been to African countries 
although in 1993, three Latin American countries also received loans for 
this (Guatemala, Nicaragua and Bolivia). The World Bank's 1992 Annual 
Report stated that these programmes are at various stages of design or 
implementation in twenty different countries and that support for this kind 
of programme will expand over time (World Bank 1992). In most 
instances, a special new agency is set up to manage the funding. Up to 
1993, commitments from the Inter-American Development Bank to social 
funds totalled over US$ 300 million; most were non-concessional loans 
made in recent years. 

5.3 Women in development 

Another important innovation in many bilateral and some multilateral 
programmes is a greater attention to the needs and priorities of women. A 
greater understanding of women's needs may be one reason for the 

17 Although this was largely the result of a single commitment of US$ 500 million for a 
social safety net programme in India. 
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increased priority given by several agencies to primary health care since in 
societies where most or all the responsibility for child-rearing and caring 
for the sick falls to women, effective, easily accessible health care is one of 
women's most immediate practical needs. 

Certain agencies also seek to better meet women's strategic needs i.e. to 
lessen the discrimination that women face in access to employment, credit 
and land ownership.18 One example is employment and credit programmes 
targeted at women to increase their income earning opportunities. In some 
social fund and emergency employment programmes, attempts are made to 
ensure that women's practical and strategic needs are met. However, the 
strength of donor agencies' commitment to women in development cannot 
be measured by the proportion of funding allocated to women's 
programmes. A more fundamental re-alignment is to ensure that all 
projects consider whether they make sufficient provision for women's 
needs - as is now done in the Netherlands' aid programme. The Swedish 
International Development Cooperation Agency (Sida) has sought to 
ensure that women's practical and strategic needs are met in all its aid 
projects, with both its staff and the staff of agencies who work with them 
undergoing training in gender awareness and with gender programme 
officers now working in Sida's development cooperation offices (Sida 
1990). 

NORAD and the UK Overseas Development Administration are also 
among the bilateral agencies which seek to give due attention to women's 
practical and strategic needs in their aid programmes and both have 
supported training in gender awareness for their staff. In 1991, an 
estimated 12 per cent of Norway's total bilateral development assistance 
went to measures 'where women were defined as a target group and where 
women participated actively in the planning of projects' (NORAD 1992). 

18 Women's practical gender needs are 'those needs which arise from the concrete 
conditions of women's positioning, by virtue of their gender, within the sexual division 
of labour. Within these positions, needs are formulated by women themselves, in 
response to the living conditions which they face daily. Therefore in many contexts need 
such as adequate housing, clean water supply or community creche facilities are 
identified as the practical gender needs of low income women, both by planners as well 
as by women themselves Strategic gender needs are those needs identified from the 
analysis of women's subordination, and, deriving out of this, the formulation of an 
alternative more satisfactory organization of society to those which exist at present, in 
terms of the structure and nature of relationships between men and women' (Moser 
1987:29). 
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However, a paper which discussed how to integrate the gender variable 
into urban development noted the need not only for more gender awareness 
from professionals but also for more consultation with women at all levels 
in the formulation and implementation of development interventions and 
for more attention within capacity building to ensuring that women and 
men have equal representation on the staff of institutions and equal access 
to the services, resources and technical assistance that they provide (Beall 
1992). 

VI FUNDING FOR URBAN INFRASTRUCTURE AND SERVICES 

6.1 Overview 

Many of the agencies listed in Table 4 have increased the priority they give 
to urban infrastructure and services other than that directly related to 
shelter; for instance to ports, roads or city electrification. Table 4 also 
includes commitments made to urban management and to integrated urban 
development projects which combine investments in different kinds of 
urban infrastructure and services, often in more than one city. These often 
include components to train local government staff and to strengthen local 
institutions. Many integrated urban development projects are in cities that 
have been badly hit by a natural disaster and the project is to help rebuild 
or repair the damage. 

Among the multilateral agencies listed, the World Bank remains much the 
largest source of development assistance to urban infrastructure and 
services with commitments totalling close to US$ 27 billion between 1980 
and 1993. Urban services such as secondary and higher education and 
hospitals received around two-fifths of the funding with a third to urban 
infrastructure, 18 per cent to integrated urban development and 7.5 per 
cent to improving urban management. The trend over these fourteen years 
has been a shift away from large infrastructure projects to support for 
secondary and higher education, strengthening the capacity and 
competence of city or municipal authorities in urban management and 
integrated urban development. 

The World Bank has also given a greater priority to pollution control in 
urban areas in recent years. Although loan commitments were made before 
1990 - indeed, a loan commitment to Sao Paulo to help control river 
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pollution is recorded in the Bank's 1971 Annual Report - it is only since 
1990 that one or two projects received funding each year. In 1993, three 
projects received support with commitments totalling more than US$ 700 
million: to Mexico to help the government programme to reduce air 
pollution in Mexico City Metropolitan Area; to Brazil to help control water 
pollution in and around Sao Paulo and Curitiba; and to China to help 
control water pollution in Southern Jiangsu, one of China's most 
industrialized areas (World Bank 1993a and 1993b). 

The Inter-American Development Bank made commitments totalling US$ 
4.2 billion during these fourteen years. Commitments were almost evenly 
divided between urban infrastructure (especially urban electrification), 
urban services (especially secondary and higher education and hospitals) 
and integrated urban development projects. The priority given to health 
and to secondary and tertiary education has grown in recent years, while 
that given to integrated urban development has diminished. 

The Asian Development Bank made commitments totalling US$ 6.4 billion 
between 1980 and 1993. Just over two-fifths went to urban infrastructure 
(mainly ports and urban electrification) with just under two-fifths to urban 
services (mainly secondary and higher education) and 20 per cent to 
integrated urban development. The Bank also made its first loan for a 
comprehensive urban environmental improvement project in 1992 to 
Qingdao in China. The African Development Bank Group committed 
about US$ 2.9 billion during these fourteen years. Most went to secondary 
and higher education, hospitals and city electrification. 

US AID's Office of Housing and Urban Programs made large commitments 
to urban infrastructure, during the period 1990-93. For instance, during 
1992-93, over US$ 400 million was authorized for various initiatives to 
support private sector or municipal investments in water, sanitation and 
other forms of urban environmental infrastructure. In 1994, this Office 
became a unit within a new Environment Centre that US AID has set up to 
provide technical and programmatic leadership and support to itself 
(including its field missions) and its 'domestic and international 
development partners on global and sustainable development 
environmental problems' (US Agency for International Development 
1994a). The 1993 Annual Report of the Office of Housing and Urban 
Programs stated that as a result, it expected to be known as the 'Office of 
Environment and Urban Programs' (US Agency for International 
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Development 1994b) which implies that its original role as a Housing 
Guaranty Fund is no longer considered important. 

TABLE 4 
THE PROPORTION OF AID AND NON-CONCESSIONAL LOAN COMMITMENTS TO 

URBAN INFRASTRUCTURE, URBAN SERVICES AND URBAN MANAGEMENT, 
1980-93 

Proportion of total Per cent of 
Total project commitments total commitments 

funding 

(US$ billion) I II III IV 1980-93 1990-1 1992-3 

international Development Association 
-Africa 27.9 1.8 4.4 0.0 2.6 8.8 10.0 11.3 
-Asia 38.6 1.1 5.3 0.3 3.6 10.3 16.1 12.4 
- Latin America and Caribbean 1.9 4.0 0.0 0.0 2.7 6.5 0.0 0.0 

African Development Bank 10.2 3.5 9.1 0.0 0.5 13.1 14.7 14.7 
Asian Development Fund 14 2.7 6.2 0.0 2.8 11.8 12.9 17.7 
Inter-American Development Bank 6.5 2.9 8.0 0.0 6.0 16.9 8.3 7.1 
Caribbean Development Bank 0.7 4.4 2.6 0.0 6.3 14.3 8.2 15.4 

Arab Fund for Economic and 4.7 9.1 2.3 0.0 0.5 11.8 7.6 
Social Devleopment 

Overseas Economic Cooperation 37 6.6 1.4 2.4 2.2 n.a. 20.1 
Fund, Japan (1987-91) 

International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development (IBRD) 
-Africa 29.6 4.0 3.8 0.1 3.4 11.3 15.4 15.3 
-Asia 90.6 3.9 3.2 0.2 3.0 10.3 16.6 14.9 
- Latin America and Caribbean 68.7 4.0 1.4 1.5 3.9 10.8 5.8 16.8 

African Development Bank 17.6 4.4 3.6 0.1 0.1 8.2 3.4 9.1 
Asian Development Bank 30.9 6.9 4.4 0.0 3.4 14.8 18.4 16.1 
Inter-American Development Bank 41.7 2.5 1.7 0.0 3.1 7.4 4.2 3.3 
Caribbean Development Bank 0.5 13.0 0.2 0.0 5.0 18.6 20.4 3.8 

Columns: 
I Urban infrastructure 
II Colleges and hospitals 
III Public transportation 
IV Urban management, etc. 

Notes to Table 4 above: Urban infrastructure includes ports, airports, urban electricity 
and water supply projects that are not included in Table 2. Urban electricity includes all 
projects with major electrification components in urban areas and/or electricity 
generating facilities directly linked to improving the service in a city or group of cities; it 
does not include general investments in power or in national or regional grids. Funding 
for colleges and hospitals do not include support for primary education, literacy 
programmes and primary health care which were included in Table 2. Public transport 
includes buses, intra-city and commuter line railways and subways. Funding for urban 
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management includes projects or programmes whose main focus was urban cadastral 
surveys, institution building, training or research at city/municipal level, urban 
government finance, urban planning and urban traffic management. Integrated urban 
development is also included under this heading: when a multi-sectoral or multipurpose 
project has components which come under four or more of the other categories listed 
in this table or Table 2, it is categorized as 'an integrated urban development project'. 
The category on urban management and integrated urban development also includes 
funding for urban markets and industrial estates, city-wide investments in solid waste 
collection and management and in pollution control and in urban gas supplies. Aid and 
non concessional loan commitments to each of these can be disaggregated 
separately, but space does not permit this in this report. The database on which this 
table is based also records commitments to intra-urban roads and bridges and to 
building material industries although these too are not reported here. 

The data available on other bilateral agencies was too incomplete to permit 
a detailed analysis of funding to urban infrastructure and services. The 
only bilateral agency for which detailed information was available was the 
Japanese Overseas Economic Cooperation Fund, with the information 
covering only funding commitments made for the years 1987-91. This 
agency's support to urban infrastructure and services may be the largest 
among all the bilateral agencies; its support to urban infrastructure and 
services averaged close to US$ 1 billion a year for 1987-91. Ports and 
public transport (especially subways) were the most favoured projects. 
Support for city-bypasses, and intra-city roads and bridges, a category not 
reported in Table 4, also received substantial support - over US$ 700 
million in these five years. China received over one-fifth of the aid to 
urban infrastructure and services in these five years with Indonesia, the 
republic of Korea and Thailand also figuring among the most favoured 
recipients. This is not so much aid for poor countries but aid for the most 
successful East Asian economies that are major trading partners with Japan 
and often major centres for Japanese investment. 

One source of information about bilateral aid to urban development comes 
from the Development Assistance Committee of the OECD which drew 
from their own database to come up with figures on the scale of support 
from bilateral agencies to urban development. Their calculations are based 
on a more aggregated set of project categories over a more limited time 
period and their findings are presented in Table 5. These figures suggest 
that multilateral donors are a far more significant source of funding for 
urban infrastructure and services than bilateral donors. 
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TABLE 5 
BILATERAL AGENCIES' OFFICIAL DEVELOPMENT FINANCE COMMITMENTS 

FOR URBAN DEVELOPMENT BY PURPOSE, 1986-90 

1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 All 

Urban development 
Housing 
Water and waste 
management 
Transport 
Gas distribution 
Electricity distribution 
Pollution control 
Harbours/docks/airports 
Health 
Cultural activities 

TOTAL 

Source: OECD. 1992. 

Note: The figures in this table differ from the original for two reasons. First, all totals 
have been converted to US dollars at their 1990 value. Secondly, support for 
telecommunications has been excluded.19 

62 Urban health care 

The health care needs of low-income urban populations have generally 
been ignored by official multilateral and bilateral agencies; most support 
for primary health care has been in rural areas. Urban areas (especially 
large cities) received investments in large hospitals, but these were often 
not accessible to most of the urban population. There appears to be change 
as there has been a noticeable increase in support for urban health care in 
recent years from several development assistance agencies. Here, some 

19 Certain kinds of projects, especially projects for electricity supply, electrification and 
telecommunications, present special difficulties for classifying whether or not these are 
'urban' projects. The OECD DAC statistics chose to classify telecommunications 
projects as urban. The database on which Tables 1, 2 and 4 are drawn only includes 
telecommunication projects which are directly linked to urban services; for instance, to 
installing or improving telephone equipment in a specific city. Similarly, when Table 4 
reports on 'urban electricity', this only includes electrification projects which had a 
major urban component and electricity generating or other equipment which was 
specifically to improve coverage or quality of service within urban areas. 

(in millions 

93.9 33.3 
52.7 74.4 

617.2 741.5 

72.1 138.8 
38.9 0.0 

175.2 570.5 
0.0 0.0 

478.6 652.7 
95.0 108.8 
35.5 93.2 

1,659.1 2,413.1 

of US dollars, con 

66.6 31.7 
73.0 168.6 

1,195.4 998.5 

120.3 457.9 
576.7 68.5 
522.0 984.2 

0.0 0.0 
629.4 716.4 
165.4 191.1 
68.7 35.8 

3.417.5 3,652.6 

ant-1990 value) 

26.0 251.5 

62.0 430.7 

917.0 4,469.5 

540.0 1,329.0 

1.0 685.1 

397.0 2,648.9 

5.0 5.0 

334.0 2,811.1 

100.0 660.3 

21.0 254.2 

2,403.0 13,545.3 
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details will be given of the increased interest from the World Bank Group, 
the German Government's technical assistance agency GTZ and the World 
Health Organization, with comments also on the involvement of several 
other agencies in urban health care. 

TABLE 6 
LOAN COMMITMENTS BY THE WORLD BANK GROUP TO HEALTH CARE, 1980-93 

Urban 
Urban & rural National Regional Rural Total 

(in millions of US dollars, constant - 1990 value) 

Primary health care 
Health care facilities 155.7 45.8 565.8 
Nutrition 28.2 5.8 

Family planning 60.2 
Health care and family 148.2 826.1 
planning 
Control of specific disease 86.2 464.3 
Other 24.0 220.7 364.7 

Hospitals and other 
Hospitals, hospital 168.3 440.4 
equipment and other 
health related 

All 524.4 352.7 2727.1 
Source: IIED Aid Project Database. 

In terms of total funding, the actions of the World Bank Group are the 
most significant. Although the Bank has long supported health care 
projects in urban areas or with urban components - for instance, a loan 
commitment as far back as 1974 to Iran was to support preventive and 
curative services and family planning in small towns and rural areas - only 
recently has health care (and within this urban health care) come to receive 
much funding. For instance, for the years 1990 to 1993, the World Bank 
made commitments totalling some US$ 360 million to urban health 
projects, more than twice the commitments made during the previous ten 
years. This also understates the scale of the commitments since this does 
not include health care projects with urban and rural components or 
national or regional health care projects that have urban components. Table 
6 gives details of loan commitments by the World Bank to health care 
provision between 1980 and 1993, divided into those that are urban, urban 
and rural, national, regional and rural. Of this total of nearly US$ 6 billion 

931.2 648.1 2346.6 
95.8 50.5 180.3 

60.2 
255.1 13.7 1243.0 

128.4 678.8 
107.1 19.4 735.9 

608.7 

1517.5 731.7 5853.5 
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dollars committed for health care, more than three-fifths were made in the 
years 1990-93. 

Most of the World Bank's support for urban health care falls into two 
broad categories: support for improved basic health care services for 
poorer groups in urban areas; and projects to improve the efficiency of 
urban-based hospitals (Hecht 1995). 

The Inter-American Development Bank has also provided support to both 
these kinds of projects in the past, although during 1992 and 1993 most of 
its support was to reform national health care systems (Inter-American 
Development Bank 1993). Given the predominantly rural nature of Africa's 
population, not surprisingly, most of the support for health care provided 
by the African Development Bank has been for rural projects. However, it 
also provides support for reforming national systems - as in the loan to 
Chad in 1993 to strengthen the primary health care system (African 
Development Bank 1993). 

Although UNICEFs funding for health care services tends to concentrate 
in rural areas, as does its support for water supply, it has also funded many 
innovative health care projects in urban areas. With relatively little funding 
available to UNICEF for these kinds of projects, it usually uses its funding 
to leverage larger amounts from governments and other donor agencies. 
Since 1980, the Health, Population and Nutrition Division of the German 
Agency for Technical Assistance (GTZ) has found itself increasingly 
involved in urban health projects, even though only around 10 per cent of 
its projects concentrate on urban health (Merkle and Knobloch 1995). This 
Division's work in urban health in 1993 included support for an initiative 
to improve the maintenance of hospital equipment in the Philippines and 
support to AIDS control programmes in 15 African countries, Jamaica and 
Thailand (GTZ 1994). 

The World Health Organization has also been giving increasing attention 
to urban health problems (Goldstein, Rossi-Espagnet and Tabibzadeh 
1995). Perhaps the best known initiative is the Healthy Cities Movement 
that seeks to get all the key actors within a city (government, business, 
community organizations, professional groups, NGOs) to agree on what 
they can do jointly to improve the health and quality of the living 
environment in their city (WHO 1992). Municipal health plans are also 
being prepared to promote collaboration between sectors, generate 
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awareness of health and environmental problems and mobilize resources to 
deal with the problems. 

Initially, most of the 'healthy city' initiatives took place in Europe, North 
America, Australasia and Japan. The movement started in Europe to create 
action oriented approaches to health in cities; this has been supported by 
the Healthy Cities Project of the World Health Organization's European 
Office since 1986. In recent years, all WHO regional offices have been 
helping comparable developments within their region.20 

VII URBAN MANAGEMENT 

Interest among development assistance agencies in urban management has 
been growing in recent years. There was considerable interest in the late 
1950s and early 1960s in the strengthening of local government, but at this 
time there were many fewer development assistance agencies and this was 
not an interest that was sustained throughout the 1960s and 1970s. In most 
African and many Asian nations, newly independent governments were too 
intent on consolidating the position of national institutions. In virtually all 
nations, national economic planning to maximize economic growth also 
implied neglect of local governments' development role (McAuslan 1990). 
The development functions of local government (including urban 
government) was not seen as a priority. 

The 1970s brought a new interest among some governments and many aid 
agencies in agriculture and rural development and many development 
assistance agencies avoided urban investments. Although virtually all 
nations in the South urbanized rapidly during the last four decades, in 
most, very little attention was given either by governments or by 
development assistance agencies to ensuring that city and municipal 
authorities had the power, skills and resources to manage this rapid growth 
and to provide rapidly expanding populations and economic activities with 
the infrastructure and services they needed. The exception was the Inter-
American Development Bank that made many investments in urban 
shelter, water and sanitation in Latin America during the 1960s although at 

20 The information about the Healthy Cities Programme from the sources quoted was 
also supplemented by information provided by Greg Goldstein of WHO in a personal 
communication 
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this time, little attention was given to urban management. One result of this 
lack of interest among governments and international agencies was that the 
institutions that were meant to manage urban development remained (in 
the words of a survey in the early 1980s) 'fragmented, confused about their 
functions and all too often either invisible or largely ceremonial' (Cochrane 
1983:5). 

The emergence of a new interest in urban development during the 1970s 
among certain development assistance agencies was described in earlier 
sections. It also became clear that the funds available for urban 
development from donor agencies prepared to support urban development 
were small in relation to need. For instance, despite the fact that the World 
Bank's loan commitments to urban shelter, infrastructure and service 
projects in Latin America represent much the largest commitments from 
any agency to the region, it was estimated that total capital investments by 
sub-national governments in the region were more than 45 times the 
volume of Bank loans (Guarda 1990) - and despite this, urban investments 
in the region still failed to keep up with urban growth. The fact that the 
funds made available by development assistance agencies for urban 
development are so limited in relation to needs encouraged some of the 
largest agencies to move away from support for urban projects to support 
for developing governments' institutional capacity to invest in and to 
manage urban development. One example of this has been described 
already in the move by the World Bank and the US AID Housing Guaranty 
Program from support to shelter projects to support to national housing 
finance institutions. Instead of supporting a single shelter project, the aim 
was to develop financial institutions within the nation which can support a 
large multiplication of projects or individual house loans. Similarly, there 
was also a move within the World Bank away from funding integrated 
urban development projects to funding national institutions that themselves 
funded municipal projects. 

This move away from projects to building institutional capacity can also be 
seen in the greater emphasis given by some agencies to urban management 
- i.e. on building the institutional capacity of governments to address their 
own needs with regard to urban development and to enhancing urban 
government's capacity to install and maintain infrastructure and services. 
One reason for this move may stem from a recognition of the 
unsustainability of many of their previous project interventions; many 
projects in the 1980s were to rehabilitate urban infrastructure or services 
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built in development-assistance funded projects, only a few years 
previously or had components within larger projects to do so. Another 
reason is certainly that this will increase the capacity of recipient 
governments to manage and invest in infrastructure and services. This new 
interest in urban management has been most evident in the project 
commitments of the World Bank Group (although many agencies have 
recognized the importance of this subject) and, in technical assistance, in 
the joint UNDP-World Bank-UNCHS (Habitat) Urban Management 
Programme. 

Thus, it has become common for 'institution building' or 'strengthening 
institutional capacity' to be included as a component in many projects so 
that the implementation of a water supply project or an upgrading project 
often includes funds and technical assistance to strengthen the national or 
local agencies involved. Many 'integrated urban development' projects 
included components for training or strengthening institutional capacity. 
This interest in including capacity-strengthening components in projects 
developed into support specifically for strengthening institutional capacity. 

The World Bank was the first to provide significant amounts of funding to 
this with various funding commitments to improve urban management in 
the first half of the 1980s. Over 40 project commitments were made 
between 1980 and 1993 with a total value of US$ 2 billion to build the 
institutional and financial capacity of urban governments or to fund 
institutions which support urban development. Well over half of this 
commitment was made in the years 1989-93. 

Most of the World Bank loans are to strengthen institutional capacity for 
urban investments, urban development planning and urban management. 
These include loans for strengthening specific city governments (for 
instance Amman in Jordan, Pusan in South Korea and Santo Domingo in 
The Dominican Republic) and loans which provide assistance to national 
level institutions to support local governments (as in loans to Mexico, Sri 
Lanka and Guinea). Several loans were specifically to strengthen the 
capacity of municipal governments (as in loans to Nepal and Brazil). Many 
of these loans included a training component. Several loans were for 
national institutions responsible for providing funding to local 
governments - as in loans to support the work of the Cities and Villages 
Development Bank in Jordan, the Autonomous Municipal Bank in 
Honduras and the Fonds d'Equipement Communal in Morocco and in a 
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loan to the Philippines to help establish a revolving municipal 
development fund. Other loans to Zimbabwe and Brazil have provided 
credit direct to certain urban authorities. Up to 1993, the World Bank was 
the only institution which had a major programme in this area, although 
other agencies had supported some initiatives. 

For instance, the Inter-American Development Bank has given several 
loans totalling US$ 244 million between 1990 and 1993 to improve urban 
management; most combine the provision of a pool of funding that 
municipal governments can draw on to make investments in infrastructure 
and services, with support for institutional reforms. In recent years, the US 
AID's Housing Guaranty Program has also authorized loans to strengthen 
the institutional capacity within nations to invest in urban infrastructure 
and services.21 

There are also a variety of new initiatives to support city and municipal 
authorities in the South or the expansion of older initiatives - as in the 
increase in 'twinning' arrangements that link urban authorities in the North 
to those in the South. New international networks have appeared that 
support local authorities in the South or help them to share their 
experiences or voice their concerns in international discussions.22 More 
development assistance agencies are working with urban authorities - and 
it is much more common for city mayors or other urban officials from the 
South to be included in international conferences. Indeed, after city 
authorities had been ignored for decades by most development agencies, 
now it has become almost obligatory to have a few mayors in international 
conferences. Municipal authorities also had a much greater role within 
Habitat II, the second United Nations Conference on Human Settlements in 
June 1996 than they had at Habitat I, the first UN Conference on this 
subject held in 1976. 

21 For instance the municipal finance programme authorized in 1988 for Indonesia and 
the loan to Jamaica authorized in 1988 to support their national shelter strategy by 
providing capital and technical assistance to public and private utilities which provide 
water and electricity. 
22 For instance Towns and Development, a European consortium of local authorities and 
NGOs that seek to encourage and support local initiatives, the International Coalition for 
Local Environmental Initiatives, the Municipal Development Programme, the African 
Research Network for Urban Management (ARNUM), CITYNET in Asia and United 
Towns Organization. 
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VIII CONSTRAINTS ON INCREASED DEVELOPMENT 
ASSISTANCE TO HUMAN SETTLEMENTS 

Various factors constrain a greater priority to human settlements from 
donor agencies. One reason is simply that recipient governments and/or 
development assistance agencies do not view human settlements projects 
as a priority or they equate 'human settlements' with 'urban' and choose to 
give a low priority to urban investments. There was certainly an 'anti-
urban' bias among many development assistance agencies during the late 
1970s and for much of the 1980s. Some changes can be detected in the 
attitude of agencies. One reason may be a better understanding of the 
economic role of cities (and urban systems) and the difficulty for any 
nation in achieving a successful economic performance without a well-
functioning urban system which includes adequate provision for the 
infrastructure that enterprises need. Another may be an acknowledgement 
within agencies that 'human settlements' is not a sector but the physical 
environment in which virtually all people live and a critical determinant of 
people's health, well-being and quality of life.23 

Perhaps the most pressing difficulty for development assistance agencies is 
that the thinking about how to be an effective development assistance 
agency, in terms of improving housing and living conditions and basic 
services, has moved far more rapidly than the possibility of changing these 
agencies' institutional structures. During the period when most current aid 
programmes were being set up, from the late 1940s to the end of the 1960s, 
the conception of development assistance centred on funding for large 
'productive' capital-intensive projects and the economic infrastructure they 
needed - allied with technical assistance. This was meant to stimulate and 
support economic growth (and hopefully self-sustaining growth) in low-
income countries. There was little questioning of the state taking a central 
role in this both as donor and as recipient since the whole aid structure was 
erected at a time when Keynesianism seemed to work (Riddell 1987). 

23 The term 'human settlements' is usually considered to imply more than one building 
for human habitation so nomads, hunter-gatherers and those living in isolated farms 
might be considered not to live in a human settlement. It can be argued that both nomads 
and hunter-gatherers do live within a human settlement, which moves with them and 
certainly, part of a government's responsibility for providing basic services must include 
consideration as to how and in what form basic services can be provided to such groups. 
In addition, most of the people who live in isolated homesteads still make use of the 
goods and services available in nearby settlements. 
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There was also the example of the Marshall Plan where 'aid' had helped 
rebuild the productive base and the infrastructure of economies devastated 
by war, and this was taken to mean that the approach worked, despite the 
enormous differences between countries in the South in the 1960s and the 
countries where the Marshall Plan had been implemented. Thus, most of 
the current development assistance agencies were set up to provide capital 
for relatively large 'productive' projects, or for the infrastructure they 
needed (ports, roads, power-stations... ) and associated technical 
assistance. 

The understanding of how to be an effective development assistance 
institution has improved greatly from the 1960s, but meanwhile most 
development institutions' structures have changed much less. In effect, 
they struggle to take on new roles and responsibilities, but with structures 
ill-suited to these and well-suited to the 1960s conception of development 
assistance. For instance; 

i) Many good projects need small amounts of money, but most 
development assistance agencies lack the staff within recipient 
countries and the institutional structure to be able to support a 
great multiplicity of small projects. 

ii) It is often staff intensive for development assistance agencies to 
work with low income groups and their community organizations 
in participatory ways, and respond with funding only as local 
priorities are developed. But the 'efficiency' of development 
assistance agencies is still judged on how small a proportion of 
their funding is spent on their own staff by the government body 
that oversees them, or (as in most development banks) by their 
internal norms and regulations. 

iii) Many innovative projects and initiatives have shown that funding 
can go much further and low-income people's support for projects 
much enhanced, if funded by credits and with local organizations 
also contributing counterpart contributions (through labour or 
savings). But most development agencies are not able to provide 
loans to community organizations and work with them in ensuring 
loans are repaid. 

iv) Many housing finance programmes run by local NGOs or 
foundations have shown that low-income groups can meet 
housing loan repayment schedules (Mitlin 1997). But very few 
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development assistance agencies are able to set up the kind of 
housing finance institution that matches the needs and priorities 
of low income households who are building incrementally (and 
are often best served by a series of small, short term loans) and 
who lack collateral and, very often, official title to the land on 
which they are building (ibid). 

Improving housing and living conditions in illegal or informal 
settlements needs a continuous process through which the 
inhabitants can obtain funding and technical and legal advice so 
over time, they can address the multiple deficiencies in their 
housing and living environment - perhaps first starting with an 
improved water supply, then drainage and sanitation, then legal 
advice on how to negotiate tenure for their plots, then paving 
roads, then loans for improving housing, then support for creches 
or nursery schools But most development assistance agencies 
find it difficult to support processes, even though local 
organizations can become increasingly effective, as they succeed 
in tackling one problem and want to move to another. Many 
development assistance agencies even find it difficult to use staff 
from local NGOs or Foundations as consultants or advisors. 

Systems for developing, appraising and evaluating projects within 
donor agencies often remain largely based on economic or 
financial criteria, and however sophisticated the new systems for 
'quantifying' social and health benefits, this still biases them 
against many aspects of community and social development. 

Funding for recurrent costs is often required for community-based 
initiatives since staff are needed to run and manage local 
processes. It may even be that the capital equipment or materials 
needed can be obtained locally through negotiation with local 
authorities or private businesses. The capital costs of building a 
school, community centre or health clinic within a low income 
area is relatively modest but the recurrent costs are often much 
more difficult to fund. This inability or reluctance among donor 
agencies to fund recurrent costs is often part of an institutional 
legacy as the institutions concerned were set up to fund capital 
projects - but it is also linked to any donor agency's reluctance to 
fund the staff of public service agencies. 
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Interviews conducted between 1988 and 1991 with a range of staff from 
different development assistance agencies confirmed that these were all 
serious constraints - especially for shelter, water supply and sanitation, 
primary schools and primary health care and community development24 -
although their extent and their relative importance varied from agency to 
agency. Many agencies' institutional structures do not allow them to 
expand their funding to a multiplicity of small-scale projects; this is 
especially the case in development banks whose funding structure is set up 
essentially to provide funding for large projects. Here, as in conventional 
banks, one of the most important measures of their 'efficiency' is the scale 
of their lending relative to their staff costs. But this need to keep down 
staff costs relative to any project's costs was found to be a constraint not 
only in development banks but also among bilateral agencies and private 
voluntary agencies, where high staff costs were regarded as politically 
unacceptable. An agency that spends 'too high' a proportion of its funding 
on staff salaries is often held up publicly as an inefficient agency. This 
works against projects that have high staff costs 'up front' as agency staff 
work with low income groups and their community organizations to define 
priorities and agree on the best ways in which these can be met. Although 
such projects often do not have high staff costs overall, because a more 
trouble-free implementation lessens the need for staff during project 
implementation, the staff time needed to develop the project is often 
unpopular with development agencies or with those to whom they are 
accountable. Such projects may also spend remarkably little money relative 
to final achievements, as the resources and management skills of the 
inhabitants and their community organizations are mobilized and as 
negotiations with local authorities also increase local public contributions. 
But this too can be seen as a disadvantage in funding agencies that have to 
spend their funds. 

Another reason for the low priority given by agencies to human settlements 
is that human settlements specialists within the agencies find it difficult to 
convince others in the agency that a higher priority should be given to such 
projects. 

It could be argued that many agencies can never change their institutional 
structure to support the bottom-up approach and that instead of trying to do 

24 These included semi-structured interviews with a wide range of staff from the World 
Bank, Sida and UNICEF and with smaller samples from various other agencies. 
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so, they concentrate on what their structure is suited for. There is still an 
important role for long-term finance in major infrastructure projects, for 
large scale housing finance, or for municipal finance systems. There is also 
the possibility of large donor agencies channelling funding through local 
funds, where the agency acts in effect as a wholesaler, and the local fund as 
the retailer, as it is able to rapidly disburse relatively small amounts of 
funding to a great range and diversity of initiatives. 

BOX 2 
MOST IMPORTANT AID PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS 

FROM TWO DIFFERENT VIEWPOINTS 

Characteristics of many successful basic 
needs projects 

Small scale and multi-sectoral -
addressing multiple needs of poorer 
groups 

Implementation over many years - less 
of a project and more of a longer term 
continuous process to improve housing 
and living conditions 

Substantial involvement of local people 
(and usually their own community 
organizations) in project design and 
implementation 

Project implemented collaboratively with 
beneficiaries, their local government and 
certain national agencies 

High ratio of staff costs to total project 
cost 

Difficult to evaluate using conventional 
cost-benefit analysis 

Little or no direct import of goods or 
services from abroad 

Project characteristics which make 
implementation easy for outside funding 

agency 

Large scale and single sector 

Rapid implementation (internal 
evaluations of staff performance in 
funding agencies often based on volume 
of funding supervised) 

Project designed by agency staff (usually 
in offices in Europe or North America) or 
by consultants from funding agency's own 
nation 

Project implemented by one construction 
company or government agency 

Low ratio of staff costs to total project 
cost 

Easy to evaluate 

High degree of import of goods or 
services from funding agency's own 
nation 

Source: J. E. Hardoy and D. Satterthwaite. 1988. 

Box 2 summarizes some characteristics of successful shelter and basic 
services projects that reached poorer households and contrasts them with 
project characteristics that the institutional structure of development 
assistance agencies tends to favour. It helps explain why agencies tend to 
favour large, easily supervised projects. In addition, the fact that most 
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development assistance agencies have a relatively small proportion of their 
staff based in recipient nations and that these staff have relatively small 
decision making powers make it difficult to design projects which mesh 
with the local context and local processes. 

Development assistance agencies would find it easier to increase the scale 
of their human settlements commitments if there were effective counterpart 
institutions within recipient nations who could take on most of the 
responsibility for project formulation, implementation and evaluation, and 
do so working closely with the project-households and their community 
organizations. But as noted earlier, many local authorities that in theory 
have responsibility for basic service provision are weak, ineffective and 
unrepresentative. Most national governments are also reluctant to allow 
donor agencies to work direct with local authorities. Or if a major project 
is to be implemented in a particular city, a special agency is set up to 
implement the donor funded project, independent of the municipal 
authorities, but this in the long term does nothing to address the structural 
weakness of the municipal authorities. This is one reason why a greater 
priority has been given by various donor agencies to building the capacity 
and competence of local authorities. The development of stronger, more 
competent and more representative local governments within recipient 
nations would remove a major constraint on increasing development 
assistance flows to human settlements and would certainly increase the 
quality of donor assisted urban projects. However, many donor agencies 
find it difficult to strengthen 'institutional capacity' since again their main 
expertise and experience is in project funding. In addition, although 
strengthening 'institutional capacity' may be seen as a technical issue, in 
reality, any shift in power and resource allocations to local authorities is 
also intensely political. The acquisition by city and municipal authorities 
of the capacity and power to invest in, maintain or oversee the provision of 
water supply, sanitation, drainage, garbage collection, health care and 
other essential elements of good quality housing will involve major 
political change in most nations in the South - and powerful and well-
organized vested interests will oppose such changes. 

Another constraint is the poor match between the 'project orientation' of 
most development assistance agencies and the funding needs of local 
institutions. Inadequate provision for infrastructure and services within 
most urban centres in the South can be attributed largely to a lack of 
resources and trained personnel at the level of the city and municipal 
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authorities. An aid project can remedy such deficiencies within a project 
site - but in effect, it makes up for a failure of local bodies to raise funding 
and to make such investments in previous years. The project may improve 
conditions considerably at first, but rarely does it increase the capacity of 
local bodies to maintain the new infrastructure and services and to make 
similar investments in other areas of the city. Urban authorities need a 
continuous capacity to invest in and maintain infrastructure and services -
or to oversee other bodies (private enterprises, community organizations, 
cooperatives etc.) which provide some services. Funds available on an 
irregular basis for specific projects are not an effective substitute. This 
suggests not only a need for increased priority among development 
assistance agencies for shelter (including the basic infrastructure and 
services which are part of shelter), but also that such development 
assistance should be provided within a long-term strategy to develop the 
capacity of national and local governments to plan, invest in and manage 
infrastructure and service provision and to involve other key local actors in 
this process (including private sector institutions, NGOs and community 
organizations).25 

One final aspect that deserves more consideration is channelling more 
development assistance through local foundations or non-governmental 
institutions. There are an ever increasing number of NGOs or local or 
national foundations that are demonstrating how to implement the bottom-
up approach and to ensure that this is done in a participatory way.26 Some 
have been mentioned already; for instance, the support of the Carvajal 
Foundation in Colombia for self-build housing (Cruz 1994) and the work 
of Orangi Pilot Project in Karachi and in other urban centres in Pakistan 
(Hasan 1989. Others for which there is also documentation include the 
development programme in Barrio San Jorge in Buenos Aires and the work 
of the support team in IIED-America Latina (Hardoy, Hardoy and 

25 For a discussion of the role and relevance of these new actors in urban management, 
see Lee-Smith and Stren (1991) and UNCHS (1987). 
26 The richest source of information about these is the Selavip Newsletter (the Journal 
of Low-Income Housing in Asia and the World) put together by E. J. Anzorena which is 
available from the Pagtambayayong Foundation, 102 P. Del Rosario Ext., Cebu City, 
Philippines. See also Anzorena (1993), op. cit. We also try to ensure that each issue of 
the journal we publish, Environment and Urbanization, also includes case studies of 
innovative projects of profiles of Southern institutions that are involved in implementing 
them. Vol. 5, No. 1, April 1993 on 'Funding Community Initiatives' had various case 
studies. Mitlin (1995) also reviews NGO experience with housing finance for low 
income households. 
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Schusterman 1991), the work of the People's Dialogue and the South 
African Homeless People's Federation in South Africa (Bolnick 1993) and 
a group of three organizations in India: SPARC (an Indian NGO), the 
National Slum Dwellers Federation and Mahila Milan, a federation of 
women's collectives.27 What is also interesting is the extent to which these 
innovative initiatives are finding informal channels for sharing their 
experience; for instance, there is a long established exchange programme 
between the South African and the Indian organizations noted above 
(ACHR/HIC 1994). 

With US$ 100,000 provided to 150 community organizations with an 
average of 500 households (3,000 people) the total cost was US$ 15 
million and the whole programme reached 150 X 3,000 people i.e. 450,000 
people. Since an average of 50 new housing plots were produced in each 
reblocking, not only did 450,000 people benefit from improved housing, 
infrastructure and services but 7,500 new plots with services were 
developed and new health centres constructed in each site. Many 
households might also expand their house structures to allow one or more 
rooms to be rented out - and this also increases the availability of housing. 
The possibility of cost recovery was much better than for the other options 
since organizations within each neighbourhood had agreed on what 
improvements should be made and their cost implications for each 
household. They also took on responsibility for collecting payments and 
organized the payments so that households could pay a single monthly 
charge which not only covered operation and maintenance but also over a 
ten year period paid for the capital cost. Since this whole initiative spent 
US$ 15 million, US$ 5 million was left from the original US$ 20 million 
which could be used to improve some city-wide service. 

2 7 There is a profile of SPARC in Environment and Urbanization Vol. 2, No. 1. The 
emergency loan programme of Mahila Milan is described in D'Cruz and Patel (1993). 
SPARC also has a considerable range of publications describing its work, available from 
SPARC, P. O. Box 9389, Bombay 400 026, India. 

43 



BOX 3 
FOUR DIFFERENT OPTIONS FOR A GOVERNMENT SPENDING US$ 20 MILLION 
TO IMPROVE HOUSING AND LIVING CONDITIONS IN A CITY WITH ONE MILLION 

INHABITANTS 

1. PUBLIC HOUSING: US$ 20 million spent on the construction of two bedroom 'low 
cost' housing units 'for low income groups'. The cost of each unit is some US$ 10,000, 
once the land has been purchased, the site prepared, the contractor paid for building the 
units and the infrastructure and the units allocated. Thus, 2,000 households or 12,000 
people receive a good quality house - if we assume that on average, there are six 
persons per household. Cost recovery would be difficult if these were from among the 
poorer households. 

2. SERVICED SITES: US$ 20 million is spent on a serviced site project, so that more 
households can be reached than in public housing projects. Knowing that poorer 
households need to live close to the main centres of employment, a relatively central site 
was purchased for US$ 12 million with the other US$ 8 million spent on site preparation 
and installing infrastructure and services. At a cost of US$ 2,000 per plot, 10,000 
households (or 60,000 people) could benefit. It would be easier to recover some costs 
than in the public housing project but for the poorer households, US$ 2,000 for a site on 
top of the cost of having to construct their own house would be too much. 

3. UPGRADING: US$ 20 million is spent on a slum upgrading programme with paved 
roads and drains installed in illegal settlements together with public standpipes for water, 
health centres and provision for the collection of solid wastes. At a cost of US$ 50 per 
person, 400,000 people benefit from this. However, no costs can be recovered since 
costs can only be kept down by having rapid implementation by public works agencies or 
private contractors with none of the institutional problems of collecting repayments from 
individual households. In addition, the improvements do not last long as no provision was 
made for maintenance or for equipping the municipal authorities with the skills and 
resources to permit this. 

4. FUNDING COMMUNITY INITIATIVES: Local government makes available to any 
residents' organization formed by the majority of the inhabitants of an area the sum of 
US$ 100,000 for site improvements. These residents' organizations are allowed 
considerable flexibility as to what they can choose to spend these funds on and to whom 
they turn to for technical advice. For instance, they can use local NGOs for technical 
advice, as long as certain basic standards are met. Although what can be achieved with 
such a sum will vary greatly depending on site characteristics, local costs and the extent 
to which residents contribute their skills and labour free, within an area with 500 
households in an informal settlement, it should be possible to 'reblock' the site to allow 
better access roads, to pave them, and also to greatly improve site drainage, water 
supply and sanitation. Support could be given to local artisans to fabricate the materials, 
fixtures and fittings needed for improving housing which are most cheaply and effectively 
made on site - for instance, a carpenter's cooperative to make doors and windows or 
cheap building block fabrication. Of the US$ 100,000, an average of US$ 150 is spent 
per household on improved infrastructure and services with US$ 10,000 spent on 
technical advice and US$ 15,000 on support for local businesses. The 'reblocking' of the 
site also frees up sufficient land to allow 50 more housing plots to be developed within 
the existing site or on adjacent land as yet undeveloped, the cost of providing these with 
infrastructure and services, and of building a community health centre paid for by selling 
them. 
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There are also important examples of support from governments in the 
South to their own bottom-up initiatives; for instance, the work of the 
Urban Community Development Office in Thailand that within three years 
of its formation had provided loans totalling some US$ 13.6 million 
benefiting some 140 communities with around 11,500 families.28 Other 
examples include the Mutirao programme in Fortaleza (ibid) and the Build 
Together national housing programme in Namibia (ibid; Ministry of 
Regional and Local Government and Housing 1994). There are also 
examples of governments and donor agencies supporting some of these 
bottom-up initiatives; for instance, the basic services programme in 
Guatemala City supported by UNICEF and the government of Guatemala 
(Espinosa and Lopez Rivera 1994), the National Fund for Low-Income 
Housing (FONHAPO) in Mexico (ACHR/HIC 1994) and various projects 
in Latin America supported by the Inter-American Foundation 
(Hirschmann 1984). 

What would greatly extend the range of such initiatives is if there were 
local funds or foundations within each city or district to which donor 
agencies channelled funds - and it was the responsibility of these local 
funds to support a great range of initiatives within their locality. Such local 
funds would draw on the knowledge and experience of local NGOs and 
community organizations. They could begin to give bottom-up initiatives 
the priority they deserve within development assistance. They could 
respond much more rapidly to funding requests than international agencies 
- and also help less organized groups develop their own initiatives. They 
could also help mobilize local resources in ways that very few donor 
agencies can achieve, for instance, through credit schemes or demanding 
counterpart contributions from local authorities. Such local funds would 
respond to an increasingly widespread dissatisfaction among donor 
agencies about their limited ability to reach lower-income groups and they 
should achieve far more coherence and success than all agencies trying to 
implement their own local funds' or 'small grants programme' or 
'decentralized cooperation'. They should also pioneer a much greater 
degree of transparency and accountability than donor agencies generally 
have within the South through publishing details of who applies for 
funding, who receives it and why. Such local funds must avoid 'replacing' 
local government but if care is taken to avoid this, they are also likely to 

28 ACHR/HIC (1994); Somsook Boonyabancha, personal communication (1995). 
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strengthen citizen and community pressure within localities in the South 
for the needed reforms at local government level. 

As an illustration of how much such an approach could achieve with 
limited funding, Box 3 considers four different ways in which US$ 20 
million could be spent on improving housing and living conditions in a 
city with one million inhabitants. This comparison of options was first 
developed in a briefing document prepared by Jorge E. Hardoy and David 
Satterthwaite for the World Commission on Environment and 
Development (the Brundtland Commission) in 1986. This is an elaboration 
on the original. Option 1, the favoured solution by most government 
housing programmes in the 1970s, involves building 'low-cost' housing for 
low income households. Even if these were allocated to low income 
households (which rarely was the case; see Hardoy and Satterthwaite 
1989), this would do nothing to improve conditions in existing settlements 
- and if the city's population was growing at 5 per cent a year, it would not 
even provide sufficient housing to accommodate the growth in population 
in one year. In option 2, the government greatly cuts the costs of each unit 
by providing only the 'sites and services' with the households to whom 
they are allocated having responsibility for building the shelter - but this 
also does nothing about improving conditions in existing settlements and it 
would only provide enough units to house around one year's growth in the 
city's population. Option 3, upgrading existing settlements, brings 
improvements to 40 per cent of the city's population but does not increase 
the number of housing units - and with no cost recovery and no 
programme to ensure the new infrastructure and services are maintained, 
much of the improvement is only temporary. Option 4 which funds 
community initiatives reaches more households than Option 3 and ensures 
new units are also developed. Unlike the other options, it also has 
considerable potential for cost recovery and much better prospects for 
maintenance than Option 3. It also costs US$ 5 million less than the other 
options and this can be invested in some city-wide service such as 
increasing the city's piped water supply capacity. 

46 



REFERENCES 

ACHR/HIC. 1994. Finance and resource mobilization for low income 
housing and neighbourhood development: a workshop report. Cebu: 
Pagtambayayong Foundation Inc. 

African Development Bank Group. 1993. Annual Report, 1993. Abidjan. 

Anzorena, E. J. 1993a. Supporting shelter improvements for low-income 
groups. Environment and Urbanization Vol. 5, No. 1, October: 122-131 

. 1993b. Housing the Poor: the Asian Experience. Cebu: Asian 
Coalition for Housing Rights. 

. 1994. Grameen Bank - November 1993. SELAVIP Newsletter 
April. 

Arrossi, S., F. Bombarolo, J. E. Hardoy, D. Mitlin, L. Perez Coscio and 
D. Satterthwaite. 1994. Funding Community Initiatives. London: Earthscan 
Publications. 

Beall, J. 1992. Integrate the gender variable into urban development. 
Background paper to the DAC Meeting on Aid for Urban Development. 
Paris. November. 

Bolnick, J. 1993. The People's Dialogue on Land and Shelter: Community-
driven networking in South Africa's informal settlements. Environment 
and Urbanization Vol. 5, No. 1: 91-110. 

Cairncross, S. 1990. Water supply and the urban poor. In The Poor Die 
Young: Housing and Health in Third World Cities, edited by Jorge E. 
Hardoy et al. London: Earthscan Publications. 

Cochrane, G. 1983. Policies for Strengthening Local Government in 
Developing Countries. World Bank Staff Working Paper No. 582, 
Washington DC: World Bank. 

Cohen, M. A. 1990. Macroeconomic adjustment and the city. Cities Vol. 7, 
No. 1, February: 49-59. 

Cruz, L. F. 1994. NGO Profile: Fundacion Carvajal; the Carvajal 
Foundation. Environment and Urbanization Vol. 6, No. 2, October: 175-
82. 

D'Cruz, C. and S. Patel. 1993. The Mahila Milan crisis credit scheme: from 
a seed to a tree. Environment and Urbanization Vol. 5, No. 1:9-17. 



Espinosa, L. and O. A. Lopez Rivera. 1994. UNICEFs urban basic services 
programme in illegal settlements in Guatemala City. Environment and 
Urbanization Vol. 6, No. 2, October: 9-29. 

Goldstein, G., A. Rossi-Espagnet and I. Tabibzadeh. 1995. How the World 
Health Organization supports urban health development. In Urban Health 
in Developing Countries: Progress and Prospects, edited by T. Harpham 
and M. Tanner. London: Earthscan Publications. 

GTZ. 1994. Annual Report 1993. Division 412: Health, Population and 
Nutrition. Eschborn. 

Guarda, G. C. 1990. A new direction in World Bank urban lending to Latin 
American countries. Review of Urban and Regional Development Studies 
Vol. 2, No. 2, July: 116-24. 

Guerrero V., Rodrigo. 1995. Innovative programs for the urban poor in 
Cali, Colombia. In Down to Earth: Community Perspectives on Health, 
Development and the Environment, edited by B. E. Bradford and M. A. 
Gwynne. West Hartford: Kumarian Press. 

Hardoy, A., J. E. Hardoy and R. Schusterman. 1991. Building community 
organization: the history of a squatter settlement and its own organizations 
in Buenos Aires. Environment and Urbanization, Vol. 3, No. 2, October: 
104-20. 

Hardoy, Jorge E. and David Satterthwaite. 1986. Paper prepared for the 
World Commission on Environment and Development (the Brundtland 
Commission). 

. 1988. Aid and Human Settlements. Report prepared for the 
Institute for Research on Public Policy, Canada. 

.1989. Squatter Citizen: Life in the Urban Third World. London: 
Earthscan Publications. 

Hasan, A. 1989. A low cost sewer system by low-income Pakistanis. In 
Building Community: a Third World Case Book, edited by B. Turner. 
Habitat International Coalition. 

. 1990. Community organizations and non-government 
organizations in the urban field in Pakistan. Environment and 
Urbanization Vol. 2, No. 1, April: 74-86. 

. 1994. Profiles of three Pakistani cities; Karachi, Faisalabad 
and Thatta. Background report prepared for the UNCHS Global Report on 
Human Settlements 1996. Karachi. 

48 



Hecht, R. 1995. Urban health: an emerging priority for the World Bank. In 
Urban Health in Developing Countries: Progress and Prospects, edited by 
T. Harpham and M. Tanner. London: Earthscan Publications. 

Hirschmann, A. 1984. Getting Ahead Collectively. Oxford: Pergamon 
Press. 

IIED Aid Project Database. Drawing on official World Bank documents 
for project information. 

Inter-American Development Bank. 1993. Annual Report 1993. 
Washington DC. 

Khan, A. H. 1991. Orangi Pilot Project Programmes- Karachi: Orangi 
Pilot Project 

Kolstee, T., J. Bijlmer and F. van Oosterhout. 1994. Urban Poverty 
Alleviation. Sectoral Policy Document No. 5. The Hague: Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs. 

Lee-Smith, D. and R. E. Stren. 1991. New perspectives on African urban 
management. Environment and Urbanization Vol. 3, No. 1, April:23-36. 

Mayo, S. K. and S. Angel. 1993. Enabling Housing Markets to Work. A 
World Bank Policy Paper. Washington DC: The World Bank. 

McAuslan, P. 1990. Institutional/Legal Options for Administration of Land 
Development. Discussion Paper, Urban Management Group. Nairobi: 
UNCHS (Habitat). 

Merkle, F. and U. Knobloch. 1995. A decade of GTZ's experience in urban 
health. In Urban Health in Developing Countries: Progress and 
Prospects, edited by T. Harpham and M. Tanner.. London: Earthscan 
Publications. 

Ministry of Regional and Local Government and Housing. 1994. Build-
Together, National Housing Programme: Implementation Guidelines. 
UNDP/UNCHS Project NAM/90/018. 

Mitlin, D. 1997 Building with credit: housing finance for low-income 
households. Third World Planning Review Vol. 19, No. 1, February: 21-
50. 

Moser, C. O. N. 1987. Women, human settlements and housing: a 
conceptual framework for analysis and policy-making. In Women, Housing 
and Human Settlements, edited by C. O. N. Moser and L. Peake. London: 
Tavistock Publications. 

49 



NORAD. 1992. Annual Report NORAD 1991. Oslo: Norwegian Agency 
for Development Cooperations. 

ODA. 1991. British Overseas Aid 1991; Annual Review. London: ODA. 

1992. ODA Submission to the DAC Meeting. Paris. 

OECD Development Assistance Committee. 1994. Development 
Cooperation 1993 Efforts and Policies of the Members of the Development 
Assistance Committee. Paris. 

OECD Development Cooperation Directorate. 1992. Urban Development -
Donor Roles and Responsibilities Issues Paper. Note by the secretariat. 
Paris: OECD. 

Orangi Pilot Project. 1995. NGO Profile: Orangi Pilot Project. 
Environment and Urbanization Vol. 7, No. 2: 227-36. 

Payne, G. K. 1984. Introduction. In Low Income Housing in the 
Developing World - the Role of Sites and Services and Settlement 
Upgrading, edited by G. K. Payne. Chichester: John Wiley and Sons. 

Pickford, J. 1995. Low-cost Sanitation: a Survey of Practical Experience. 
London: Intermediate Technology Publications. 

Pugh, C. 1994. Housing policy development in developing countries; the 
World Bank and internationalization, 1972-93. Cities, Vol. 11, No. 3, June: 
159-80. 

Riddell, R. C. 1987. Foreign Aid Reconsidered. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins 
University Press. 

Satterthwaite, D. 1995. The underestimation of urban poverty and of its 
health consequences. Third World Planning Review Vol. 17, No. 4, 
November: iii-xii. 

Sevilla, M. 1993. New approaches for aid agencies; FUPROVI's 
community based shelter programme. Environment and Urbanization Vol. 
5, No. 1: 111-21. 

Sida. 1990. Striking a Balance: Gender Awareness in Swedish 
Development Cooperation. Stockholm: Swedish International 
Development Authority. 

. 1992. Urban Development within the Building Section of Sida's 
Infrastructure Division. Stockholm: Swedish International Development 
Authority. 

50 



Silas, J. 1994. Surabaya; background paper. Background paper for An 
Urbanizing World: The Second Global Report on Human Settlements. 

Turner, B. (ed) 1989. Building Community: a Third World Case Book. 
Habitat International Coalition. 

UNCHS (Habitat) 1987. Shelter for the Homeless: the Role of Non 
Governmental Organizations. Nairobi: UNCHS (Habitat). 

US Agency for International Development. 1994a. Proposed Strategic 
Objectives and Program Outcomes for the Strategic Plan of the Centre for 
Environment. Washington DC: Bureau for Global Programs, Field Support 
and Research, Centre for Environment, November. 

. 1994b. Annual Report, 1993. Washington DC: Office of Housing 
and Urban Programs, Bureau for Global Programs, Field Support and 
Research. 

UNDP. 1992. Brief on the Local Initiative Facility for Urban Environment 
(LIFE). New York: UNDP. 

Warner, D. B. and L. Laugeri. 1991. Health for all: the legacy of the water 
decade. Water International Vol. 16:135-41. 

Water Supply and Sanitation Collaborative Council. 1992. Water Supply 
and Sanitation Sector Monitoring Report 1990 (Baseline Year). Geneva: 
World Health Organization and UNICEF. 

Water Supply and Sanitation Collaborative Council. 1993. Water Supply 
and Sanitation Sector Monitoring Report 1993. Geneva: World Health 
Organization and UNICEF. 

WHO. 1992. Our Planet, Our Health. Report of the Commission on Health 
and Environment. Geneva: WHO. 

World Bank. 1992. Annual Report, 1992. Washington, DC: World Bank. 

. 1993a. Annual Report 1993 Washington, DC: World Bank. 

. 1993b. Monthly Operational Summary of Bank and IDA 
Proposed Projects. IBRD January 4th. 

51 



UNU/WIDER Working Papers 

WP1 Food, Economics and Entitlements by Amartya Sen, February 1986 

WP2 Decomposition of Normalization Axiom in the Measurement of Poverty: A 
Comment by Nanak Kakwani, March 1986 

WP3 The Intertemporal Effects of International Transfers by Pertti Haaparanta, 
April 1986 

WP4 Income Inequality, Welfare and Poverty in a Developing Economy with 
Applications to Sri Lanka by Nanak Kakwani, April 1986 

WP5 Liberalization of Capital Movements and Trade: Real Appreciation, 
Employment and Welfare by Pertti Haaparanta and Juha Kahkonen, August 1986 

WP6 Dual Exchange Markets and Intervention by Pertti Haaparanta, August 1986 

WP7 Real and Relative Wage Rigidities - Wage Indexation in the Open Economy 
Staggered Contracts Model by Pertti Haaparanta, August 1986 

WP8 On Measuring Undernutrition by Nanak Kakwani, December 1986 

WP9 Is Sex Bias Significant? by Nanak Kakwani, December 1986 

WP10 Adapting to Undernourishment: The Clinical Evidence and Its 
Implications by Partha Dasgupta and Debraj Ray, April 1987 

WP11 Middle Powers in the International System: A Preliminary Assessment of 
Potential by Bernard Wood, June 1987 

WP12 The International Debt Problem - Prospects and Solutions by Stephany 
Griffith-Jones, June 1987 

WP13 Walras' Law by Don Patinkin, June 1987 

WP14 Technological Stagnation, Tenurial Laws and Adverse Selection by 
Kaushik Basu, June 1987 

WP15 Undernutrition in Sub-Saharan Africa: A Critical Assessment of the 
Evidence by Peter Svedberg, June 1987 

WP16 Controversies in Nutrition and Their Implications for the Economics of 
Food by S. R. Osmani, July 1987 

WP17 Smallpox in Two Systems of Knowledge by Frederique Apffel Marglin, 
July 1987 

WP18 Gender and Cooperative Conflicts by Amartya Sen, July 1987 

WP19 Africa and India: What Do We Have to Learn from Each Other? by 
Amartya Sen, August 1987 



WP20 A Theory of Association: Social Status, Prices and Markets by Kaushik 
Basu, August 1987 

WP21 A Theory of Surplus Labour by Kaushik Basu, August 1987 

WP22 Some Reflections on Comparative Latin American Economic Performance 
and Policy by Albert Fishlow, August 1987 

WP23 Post-Keynesian Theorists and the Theory of Economic Development by 
Sukhamoy Chakravarty, August 1987 

WP24 Economic Reform in the USSR by Georgy Skorov, August 1987 

WP25 Freedom of Choice: Concept and Content by Amartya Sen, August 1987 

WP26 Ethiopian Famines 1973-1985: A Case-Study by Gopalakrishna Kumar, 
November 1987 

WP27 Feeding China: The Experience since 1949 by Carl Riskin, November 
1987 

WP28 Market Responses to Anti-Hunger Policies: Effects on Wages, Prices and 
Employment by Martin Ravallion, November 1987 

WP29 The Food Problems of Bangladesh by S. R. Osmani, November 1987 

WP30 Internal Criticism and Indian Rationalist Traditions by Martha Nussbaum 
and Amartya Sen, December 1987 

WP31 Nature, Function and Capability: Aristotle on Political Distribution by 
Martha Nussbaum, December 1987 

WP32 Non-Relative Virtues: An Aristotelian Approach by Martha Nussbaum, 
December 1987 

WP33 Modernization and Its Discontents, a Perspective from the Sociology of 
Knowledge by Tariq Banuri, December 1987 

WP34 Commodity Instability and Developing Countries: The Debate by Alfred 
Maizels, January 1988 

WP35 Keynesianism and the Scandinavian Models of Economic Policy by Jukka 
Pekkarinen, February 1988 

WP36 A New Paradigm of Work Organization: The Japanese Experience by 
Masahiko Aoki, February 1988 

WP37 Conditionality: Facts, Theory and Policy - Contribution to the 
Reconstruction of the International Financial System by Dragoslav Avramovic, 
February 1988 

WP38 Macropolicy in the Rise and Fall of the Golden Age by Gerald Epstein and 
Juliet Schor, February 1988 



WP39 Profit Squeeze and Keynesian Theory by Stephen Marglin and Amit 
Bhaduri, April 1988 

WP40 The Diversity of Unemployment Experience since 1973 by Bob Rowthorn 
and Andrew Glyn, April 1988 

WP41 Economic Openness - Problems to the Century's End by Lance Taylor, 
April 1988 

WP42 The World Economic Slowdown and the Asian and Latin American 
Economies: A Comparative Analysis of Economic Structure, Policy and 
Performance by Alan Hughes and Ajit Singh, April 1988 

WP43 The Rise and Fall of the Golden Age by Andrew Glyn, Alan Hughes, Alan 
Lipietz and Ajit Singh, April 1988 

WP44 The Food Crisis in Africa: A Comparative Structural Analysis by Jean-
Philippe Platteau, April 1988 

WP45 Famine Prevention in India by Jean Dreze, May 1988 

WP46 A Model of Nutrition, Health and Economic Productivity by Peter 
Svedberg, September 1988 

WP47 Undernutrition in Sub-Saharan Africa: Is There a Sex-Bias? by Peter 
Svedberg, September 1988 

WP48 Wage Determination in Rural Labour Markets: The Theory of Implicit Co­
operation by S. R. Osmani, December 1988 

WP49 Social Security in South Asia by S. R. Osmani, December 1988 

WP50 Food and the History of India - An 'Entitlement' Approach by S. R. 
Osmani, December 1988 

WP51 Reform, Stabilization Policies, and Economic Adjustment in Poland by 
Grzegorz W. Kolodko, January 1989 

WP52 Adjustment through Opening of Socialist Economies by Dariusz Rosati 
and Kalman Mizsei, January 1989 

WP53 Reforming Process and Consolidation in the Soviet Economy by Andrei 
Vernikov, January 1989 

WP54 Stabilisation and Reform in the Hungarian Economy of the late 1980s by 
Adam Torok, March 1989 

WP55 Economic System Reform in China by Zhang Yuyan, March 1989 

WP56 Sectoral Balance: A Survey by Amitava Krishna Dutt, March 1989 

WP57 Financial Markets and Governments by Robert Pringle, June 1989 

WP58 Grassroots Strategies and Directed Development in Tanzania: The Case of 
the Fishing Sector by Marja-Liisa Swantz, August 1989 



WP59 Defending the Right to Subsist: The State vs. the Urban Informal Economy 
in Tanzania by Aili Mari Tripp, August 1989 

WP60 A Proposal for "Cooperative Relief of Debt in Africa" (CORDA) by 
Jacques H. Dreze, Albert Kervyn de Lettenhove, Jean-Philippe Platteau and Paul 
Reding, August 1989 

WP61 Limited Liability and the Existence of Share Tenancy by Kaushik Basu, 
August 1989 

WP62 Black Markets, Openness, and Central Bank Autonomy by Tariq Banuri, 
August 1989 

WP63 The Soft Option of the Reserve Currency Status by Amit Bhaduri, August 
1989 

WP64 Exchange Controls and Policy Autonomy - The Case of Australia 1983-88 
by Andrew Glyn, August 1989 

WP65 Capital Mobility and Policy Effectiveness in a Solvency Crisis. The 
Mexican Economy in the 1980s by Jaime Ros, August 1989 

WP66 Quality of Life Measures in Health Care and Medical Ethics by Dan W. 
Brock, August 1989 

WP67 Descriptions of Inequality. The Swedish Approach to Welfare Research by 
Robert Erikson, August 1989 

WP68 Justice, Gender and International Boundaries by Onora O'Neill, August 
1989 

WP69 The Relativity of the Welfare Concept by Bernard M. S. van Praag, August 
1989 

WP70 Objectivity and the Science/Ethics Distinction by Hilary Putnam, August 
1989 

WP71 Distributing Health: The Allocation of Resources by an International 
Agency by John E. Roemer, August 1989 

WP72 Explanation and Practical Reason by Charles Taylor, August 1989 

WP73 International Capital Markets and the Limits of National Economic Policy 
by Gerald Epstein and Herbert Gintis, October 1989 

WP74 Openness, Innovation and Share Ownership: The Changing Structure of 
Financial Markets by A. D. Cosh, A. Hughes and A. Singh, October 1989 

WP75 Are World Financial Markets more Open? If so Why and with What 
Effects? by Robert B. Zevin, October 1989 

WP76 Gap Disequilibria: Inflation, Investment, Saving and Foreign Exchange by 
Lance Taylor, October 1989 



WP77 Soviet Economy: Opening up and Stabilization by Andrei Vernikov, 
October 1989 

WP78 The International Debt Problem: Could Someone Please Explain It to Me? 
by Kaushik Basu, October 1989 

WP79 Rural Women, Informal Sector and Household Economy in Tanzania by C. 
K. Omari, October 1989 

WP80 Well-Being: Foundations, and the Extent of Its Realization in Poor 
Countries by Partha Dasgupta, October 1989 

WP81 Stabilization Policy in Poland. Challenges and Constraints by Grzegorz W. 
Kolodko, Marian Ostrowski and Dariusz Rosati, February 1990 

WP82 Food Deprivation and Undernutrition in Rural Bangladesh by S. R. 
Osmani, February 1990 

WP83 Modified Planned Economies at the Crossroads: The Case of Hungary by 
Kalman Mizsei and Adam Torok, March 1990 

WP84 The Environment as a Commodity by Partha Dasgupta, March 1990 

WP85 Determinants of Female Labor Force Participation in the Middle East and 
North Africa by V. M. Moghadam, May 1990 

WP86 Political Theories of Development Cooperation - A Study of Theories of 
International Cooperation by Lauri Siitonen, July 1990 

WP87 Gender and Restructuring: Perestroika, the 1989 Revolutions, and Women 
by Valentine M. Moghadam, November 1990 

WP88 Commodity Price Fluctuations and Macro-economic Adjustments in the 
Developed Countries by Walter C. Labys and Alfred Maizels, November 1990 

WP89 Oil Driven Macroeconometric Model of Kuwait by Siddig A. Salih, 
William H. Branson and Yusuf H. Al Ebraheem, March 1991 

WP90 Property Rights and Economic Reform in Uzbekistan by Simon Johnson 
and Bakhtior Islamov, September 1991 

WP91 Spontaneous Privatization in the Soviet Union. How, Why and for Whom? 
by Simon Johnson, September 1991 

WP92 Accelerating Privatization in Eastern Europe: The Case of Poland by 
Jeffrey D. Sachs, September 1991 

WP93 The Emergence and Stabilization of Extreme Inflationary Pressures in the 
Soviet Union by Ardo H. Hansson, September 1991 

WP94 The Importance of Being Earnest: Early Stages of the West German 
Wirtschaftswunder by Ardo H. Hansson, September 1991 

WP95 Understanding the "Informal Sector": A Survey by Madhura Swaminathan, 
December 1991 



WP96 Reforming the Soviet Union: Lessons from Structural Experience by 
Stanislav V. Zhukov and Alexander Yu. Vorobyov, January 1992 

WP97 Managing Renewable Natural Capital in Africa by Siddig A. Salih, 
February 1992 

WP98 Rural Poverty, Public Policy and Social Change: Some Findings from 
Surveys of Six Villages by Haris Gazdar, May 1992 

WP99 Development and Patriarchy: The Middle East and North Africa in 
Economic and Demographic Transition by Valentine M. Moghadam, July 1992 

WP100 Lush Fields and Parched Throats: The Political Economy of Groundwater 
in Gujarat by Bela Bhatia, August 1992 

WP101 Utilities, Preferences and Substantive Goods by John C. Harsanyi, 
December 1992 

WP102 The Ethiopian Famines, Entitlements and Governance by Derseh Endale, 
February 1993 

WP103 External Imbalances, Famines and Entitlements: A Case Study by Derseh 
Endale, February 1993 

WP104 Rural Markets, Food-Grain Prices and Famines: A Study on Selected 
Regions in Ethiopia by Derseh Endale, February 1993 

WP105 Production Aspects of Russian Transition by Alexander Yu. Vorobyov, 
June 1993 

WP106 Monetary Aspects of Russian Transition by Stanislav Zhukov, June 1993 

WP107 The Entitlement Approach to Famine: An Assessment by S. R. Osmani, 
June 1993 

WP108 Growth and Entitlements: The Analytics of the Green Revolution by S. R. 
Osmani, June 1993 

WP109 Is There a Conflict between Growth and Welfarism? The Tale of Sri 
Lanka by S. R. Osmani, June 1993 

WP110 Social Protection and Women Workers in Asia by Valentine M. 
Moghadam, June 1993 

WP111 The Government Budget and the Economic Transformation of Poland by 
Alain de Crombrugghe and David Lipton, July 1993 

WP112 Decentralized Socialism and Macroeconomic Stability: Lessons from 
China by Gang Fan and Wing Thye Woo, July 1993 

WP113 Transforming an Economy while Building a Nation: The Case of Estonia 
by Ardo H. Hansson, July 1993 

WP114 The J-curve is a Gamma-curve: Initial Welfare Consequences of Price 
Liberalization in Eastern Europe by Bryan W. Roberts, July 1993 



WP115 The Restructuring Process of Rural Russian Karelia: A Case Study of 
Two Karelian Villages by Eira Varis, February 1994 

WP116 Market Reforms and Women Workers in Vietnam: A Case Study of 
Hanoi and Ho Chi Minh City by Valentine M. Moghadam, July 1994 

WP117 Sustainable Ecosystem in Africa: Managing Natural Forest in Sudan by 
Siddig A. Salih, December 1994 

WP118 Employment-Based Safety Nets: Exploring an Alternative Approach to 
Limit the Adverse Consequences of Recurrent Droughts in Ethiopia by Derseh 
Endale, April 1995 

WP119 The Economics of Complex Humanitarian Emergencies: Preliminary 
Approaches and Findings by E. Wayne Nafziger, September 1996 

WP120 Health Effects of Market-Based Reforms in Developing Countries by 
Germano Mwabu, September 1996 

WP121 Country Responses to Massive Capital Flows by Manuel F. Montes, 
September 1996 

WP122 Long-Term Growth and Welfare in Transitional Economies: The Impact 
of Demographic, Investment and Social Policy Changes by Giovanni Andrea 
Cornia, Juha Honkkila, Renato Paniccia and Vladimir Popov, December 1996 

WP123 Promoting Education within the Context of a Neo-patrimonial State: The 
Case of Nigeria by Daniel Edevbaro, January 1997 

WP124 Evolution of the Women's Movement in Contemporary Algeria: 
Organization, Objectives and Prospects by Cherifa Bouatta, February 1997 

WP125 Privatization, Asset Distribution and Equity in Transitional Economies by 
Juha Honkkila, February 1997 

WP126 Economic Shocks, Impoverishment and Poverty-Related Mortality during 
the Eastern European Transition by Renato Paniccia, March 1997 

WP127 User Charges for Health Care: A Review of the Underlying Theory and 
Assumptions by Germano Mwabu, March 1997 

WP128 The Process of Economic Change by Douglass C. North, March 1997 

WP129 The Scale and Nature of International Donor Assistance to Housing, 
Basic Services and Other Human-Settlements Related Projects by David 
Satterthwaite, April 1997 

Please note that certain WP issues are no longer available. For further 
information, please contact UNU/WIDER Publications at the address given at the 
beginning of this publication. 




