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Research context

 SIDS are particularly vulnerable to the 

impacts of climate change

 Some amount of climate change is 

inevitable—adaptation is important

 Adaptation is costly and SIDS have 

financial and other constraints

 SIDS pursue international adaptation 

financing to help offset the costs



Aims of paper

 Our paper explores the experience of 

SIDS with international adaptation 

financing

 It has three aims:

 To identify trends in this financing to 50 SIDS

 To identify the determinants of this financing

 To elicit the perspectives of SIDS policy-

makers on their experience with adaptation 

financing



Research methods

 We use a mixed methods approach:

 Review of the OECD data on official 

development assistance (ODA) ‘marked’ as 

supporting adaptation in SIDS

 Quantitative analysis of the OECD data

 Semi-structured interviews with 65 senior 

national and regional officials from Caribbean 

and Pacific SIDS (August 2014-August 2015)



Research methods (cont’d)

 Quantitative analysis = multivariate 

regression modelling

 Dependent variable: Total financing 

(principal + significant) (2010-2014)

 Independent variables:

 Population

 Per capita income

 Vulnerability

 Governance

 Aid dependence

 Colonial status

 African country

 LDC status



Limitations of study

 We use 2010-2014 OECD ODA data:

 Captures commitments not disbursements

 Excludes important multilateral donors such 

as the World Bank

 Double counting, under-reporting and over-

reporting are possible



Main findings – trends (totals)
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Main findings – trends (by region)
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Main findings – trends (Pacific)

Country
Year

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

Cook Islands 15 3 2 5 9

Fiji 0 9 10 3 4

Kiribati 2 24 9 12 2

Marshall Islands 0 1 4 3 1

Micronesia 0 0 3 1 1

Nauru 0 1 1 2 0

Niue 1 10 5 4 1

Palau 0 0 1 1 1

Papua New Guinea 0 18 15 18 11

Samoa 13 10 28 10 5

Solomon Islands 4 39 16 40 10

Timor-Leste 13 17 35 50 23

Tonga 0 8 13 1 5

Tuvalu 0 2 3 4 19

Vanuatu 13 15 68 10 26

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)
(5)



Main findings – trends (by donor) (all SIDS)



Main findings – trends (by donor) (Pacific)



Main findings – determinants

 In all models, the following factors were 

weak determinants of financing levels:

 African country status

 LDC status

 Aid dependence (ODA/GNI) – depending on 

how vulnerability is measured; donors don’t 

allocate funding on the basis of past aid or 

substitute adaptation funding for ‘regular’ aid



Main findings – determinants

 In some models, the following factors were 

determinants of financing levels:

 Colonial status (when looking at specific 

donors only)

 Vulnerability – depending on how it is 

measured



Main findings – determinants

 In all models, the following factors were 

strong determinants of financing levels:

 SIDS status (with population controlled)

 Population – more people, more funding but 

only in log form (smaller countries got more 

funding on a per capita basis)

 Per capita income – poorer, more financing



Main findings – determinants

 In all models, the strongest determinant of 

financing levels was:

 Governance – but not in every single case 

(e.g. Timor-Leste):

 Paradox? 

 Logical in terms of aid effectiveness but less so 

when considering that better governed countries 

are likely to have higher adaptive capacities



Main findings – perspectives

Caribbean
• Adaptation costs should be shared

between developed and developing

countries—we should be trying to

apportion responsibility based on %

• Caribbean SIDS have a small voice on

the international stage—we need to

learn from the Pacific SIDS. They are

able to attract far more financial

resources than we can

• Interviewees were not generally au fait

with the structure of international

financing to comment

• Climate change is a “cash cow”—what

was previously a disaster risk

reduction project is now a climate

change project

Pacific
• Climate change is a developed country 

responsibility, where developed 

countries should be supporting the 

developing countries

• Pacific island countries have a hard 

time getting funds compared to other 

groups – not so much the LDCs, but 

especially African countries and the 

other SIDS, the Caribbean SIDS

• “The GCF (Green Climate Fund) 

paperwork is higher than the sea level 

rise in Tuvalu”

• The 8% admin fee charged by regional 

organisations/multilaterals is big 

money



Key issues

 Allocation continues to be skewed:

 SIDS do not get less financing than other 

developing countries

 Donors provide more funding to former 

colonies

 Improving access and readiness

 Whether the most vulnerable countries are 

being prioritised



Conclusions

 Allocation of adaptation funds is highly 

skewed

 SIDS are not disadvantaged in their 

access to adaptation financing (mostly 

bilateral)

 African countries and LDCs are not 

allocated more adaptation financing than 

other countries (not when other variables 

are taken into account)



Conclusions

 Governance quality has a considerable 

(positive) impact on adaptation funds 

received by SIDS

 Our results contradict some commonly-

held views of policy-makers in SIDS e.g. 

which region is able to attract more 

funding but more research is needed –

these views, however, largely relate to 

multilateral funds
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