
 

 

September 2014 Background Sheet 3: 

The most common questions about aid 
And the 0.7% bill 

 
On aid 

 Isn’t a lot of aid wasted? 

British aid is among the most transparent in the world - and it is now easier than ever before, through 
something called the International Aid Transparency Initiative, for people here at home as well as people in 
poor countries to see what money is going where. A child’s life is saved every two minutes thanks to Britain’s 
investment in immunisation.  

 

• How can you justify this spending when services at home are being cut? 

As a proportion of government spending aid is dwarfed by almost everything else, and actually when people 
see the facts about what we spend on aid compared to other areas like welfare, six out of ten people say our 
current aid spending is about right, or not big enough. I think most people realise that even if we didn’t spend 
another penny on aid, it wouldn’t be enough to reverse the cuts to services at home. 

 

• Isn’t a lot of money lost through corruption? 

Corruption kills people, as simple as that. Britain gives money to save lives and if any of it is lost through 
corruption that is a crime and the perpetrators should be brought to justice, as they now can be through new 
laws like the EU’s new rules on money laundering. There are great initiatives which help communities track 
where the money goes - like pinning notices to school doors which say which donors have given cash for 
teachers and how much, so communities themselves can track if they are getting what has been promised. 

 

• How can you say aid is making Africa more stable when even booming countries like Nigeria and Kenya 
aren’t safe? 

What is happening with terrorism in Africa is a tragedy, as it is anywhere in the world. But despite the 
challenges, the overall picture on the continent is a good one, with 43 million more kids in school in Africa 
compared to the year 2000. The economy of Ghana has grown by an average of 6% per year over the last six 
years; while the economy of Botswana has grown by between 5-10% per year over the past seven years. 

 

• If aid works, why are we still giving it 30 years after the Ethiopian famine? 

The problems of global poverty were never going to be solved overnight, but what is important is whether we 
are making progress. For example the number of children we lose every year before their fifth birthday has 
fallen from 17 million to 7 million since 1990.  

 

• 0.7% is completely arbitrary - why aren’t we setting a budget on the basis of what is needed rather 
than an ancient target? 

0.7 isn’t arbitrary - it is an internationally agreed baseline, set by the UN, and it is a target we’ve been 
promising to hit for more than 40 years. All three main parties have signed up to the target precisely because 
they think it is important to have a standard measurement across countries and across time for the kind of 
commitment we’re willing to make to the poor. 

 



 

 

• Shouldn’t we be spending money in defence of Britain’s interests? Shouldn’t we prioritise British 
exports and building the foreign policy alliances we need, like everybody else? 

The simple fact is aid can do amazing things in relieving poverty, but it delivers the best value for money when 
we are clear on what we expect for it. If we give money to immunise kids we should measure how many kids 
are immunised - not whether that money promotes other interests at the same time. Of course we all want a 
world where Britain is safe and prosperous, and aid can make a contribution to combatting terrorism and 
creating new markets for British goods, but the main purpose of aid should be helping our fellow human 
beings who need help.  

 

• Doesn’t this just create dependence in poor countries? 

We all want to see the end of aid. It is great that some countries, like South Korea, used to need a lot of aid 
and are now booming. Hopefully we will see the same in a lot of the African countries that are getting richer. 
Because all the evidence shows that countries do not want to rely on aid - they want to stand on their own 
two feet, just like we do.  

 

On legislation 

• Why should aid be treated differently to every other kind of spending? Isn’t deciding spending 
priorities what we have elections for? 

Of course governments should have the flexibility to implement new policies. But the real political argument 
here is about how we spend it, not about whether we should do it. No mainstream party is saying we should 
cut aid, so let’s just bank that consensus and free up parliamentary time to have the really big debates the 
public want to hear.  

 

• Why hasn’t this happened already - is the PM not really committed? Are the Lib Dems just pushing this 
as a party political trick to distance themselves from the Coalition? Aren’t Labour playing politics when they 
could have done this in government? 

I just can’t answer that. On September 12th politicians will have a chance to act to fulfil a promise they have 
repeatedly made to Britain. If they don’t people will draw their own conclusions.  

 

• Won’t this just create an incentive to shovel money out the door instead of getting real value for 
money? 

Britain’s development department, DFID, is regarded around the world as the best in the business. It has a real 
focus on value for money and measurable results - there’s no evidence it ever spends money for the sake of it, 
but instead spends money delivering real change, like saving a child’s life every two minutes through its 
immunisation programme.  

 
 
 


