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I. Overview  

The humanitarian crisis in north east Nigeria is at risk of growing worse. Almost five 
million people in the region (8.5 million across the wider Lake Chad basin) are facing 
severe food insecurity. This primarily is a result of a seven-year-old insurgency by 
Boko Haram, an Islamist militant group, which provoked forced displacement as well 
as massive infrastructure destruction. But the Nigerian military’s forceful counter-
insurgency strategy also was a precipitating factor. Amid this situation, aid agencies 
are unable to access many of those in need due to security constraints and lack suffi-
cient funding for 2017. They warn that emergency food rations may be cut in weeks, 
just as the lean season approaches for the vulnerable millions. 

UN Secretary-General António Guterres warned that “more than 20 million peo-
ple in South Sudan, Somalia, Yemen, and north-east Nigeria are going hungry, and 
facing devastating levels of food insecurity”.  As Crisis Group has argued in its three 
prior briefings in this series, preventing communities from tipping into famine clearly 
requires donors to immediately increase their contributions; in Nigeria’s case this 
means both honouring previous pledges and committing more to fill the 2017 fund-
ing gap. But politics lies at the core of any serious response.  

As a priority, Nigeria’s government will have to step up and demonstrate greater 
commitment to providing relief to its own citizens, managing the provision of food 
and other humanitarian aid more judiciously and with greater accountability, and 
phasing out military restrictions on some economic activities in Borno state, crucial 
to resuscitating the region’s agriculture and overall economy. Securing access could 
require breaking a taboo and negotiating directly with Boko Haram. “Longer term, of 
course, the answer lies in a more comprehensive strategy for ending the insurgency: 
the army cannot on its own guarantee security and failure to provide other basic public 
goods and visible socio-economic dividends to affected areas risks derailing recent 
progress against Boko Haram. Moreover, as this crisis is directly the result of a man-
made conflict, the Nigerian government must now explore all options for ending the 
conflict, including negotiating peace with the insurgents. 
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II. Conflict, Displacement and Food Crisis 

The food crisis in north east Nigeria (and across neighbouring Lake Chad basin coun-
tries, Cameroon, Chad and Niger), currently Africa’s largest humanitarian emergency, 
has its roots in the conflict with Boko Haram that began in 2010. Over the last seven 
years, fighting has caused the deaths of more than 20,000 people and displaced 
almost two million, with another 200,000 fleeing to neighbouring countries. Since 
2015, a rejuvenated Nigerian military and a four-nation Multi-National Joint Task 
Force (MNJTF) – including the armies of Cameroon, Chad and Niger operating 
around the Lake Chad basin – have pushed Boko Haram to the eastern fringes of 
Borno state, along the mountainous border with Cameroon, and around Lake Chad. 
But the insurgency is resilient and much of the region remains insecure.1 

Three main factors aggravated the crisis. Foremost was Boko Haram’s attacks on 
rural communities that forced many to flee. Second was massive destruction of eco-
nomic infrastructure in Borno state and other parts of the north east caused by the 
fighting. The government’s response to Boko Haram also played a part: the Nigerian 
military often forced civilians to flee areas where it conducted counter-insurgency 
operations, either to minimise civilian casualties or prevent locals from collaborating 
with insurgents. It, and neighbouring regional militaries, also banned or restricted 
trade in goods and services in an attempt to deny Boko Haram supplies and revenue, 
a practice that further decimated the region’s economy. Combined, these factors led 
to a situation in which a huge population simply became unable to feed itself. 

The UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UNOCHA) reported 
that 4.7 million Nigerians in the north east now urgently need food assistance, in-
cluding 1.4 million facing an “emergency” and 38,000 famine-like conditions.2 All 
told, in the north-eastern Adamawa, Borno and Yobe states, an estimated 5.2 million 
people could face severe food insecurity by mid-2017, with 450,000 children under 
the age of five suffering severe acute malnutrition.3  

A. Plummeting Food Production 

As farmers, herders and fishermen fled or were forcefully uprooted from their com-
munities, agriculture became a major casualty of the violence. The situation was 
aggravated as thousands of young and able-bodied men, crucial for farm labour, were 

 
 
1 For earlier reports on Boko Haram and the conflict, see Crisis Group Africa Reports N°s 168, North-
ern Nigeria: Background to Conflict, 20 December 2010; 216, Curbing Violence in Nigeria (II): 
The Boko Haram Insurgency, 3 April 2014; and 244, Watchmen of Lake Chad: Vigilante Groups 
Fighting Boko Haram, 23 February 2017; Africa Briefing N°120, Boko Haram on the Back Foot?, 
4 May 2016; and Africa Commentary, North-eastern Nigeria and Conflict’s Humanitarian Fallout, 
4 August 2016.  
2 In Borno state, 1,099,000 people, or 19 per cent of the population, are currently facing “emer-
gency” food insecurity (large food consumption gaps resulting in very high acute malnutrition and 
excess mortality) and 38,000 facing “famine” (extreme lack of food and/or other basic needs even 
with full employment of coping strategies; starvation, death, and destitution evident). In Adamawa 
state, 197,000 people are in emergency and 5,800 in catastrophic phase; in Yobe state, 88,000 are in 
emergency. “North East Nigeria: Food Security and Nutrition Crisis”, Assessments Capacity Project 
(ACAPS), 12 April 2017. 
3 “Nigeria – North-East: Humanitarian Emergency. Situation Report No. 10”, UNOCHA, 30 April 2017. 
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either killed by Boko Haram or fled both the insurgents and the military. In Borno 
state, the insurgency’s epicentre, staple cereal production plummeted between 2010 
and 2015 – sorghum by 82 per cent, rice by 67 per cent and millet by 55 per cent.4 
Today, the state, which used to produce about a quarter of Nigeria’s wheat, grows 
none. Oluwashina Olabanji, the Lake Chad Research Institute executive director, 
said that wheat production across the entire North East Zone (comprising Borno and 
five other states) “has declined to just 20 per cent of what it used to be due to the 
insurgency”.5 

Livestock production also is ruined. The Al-Hayah Cattle Breeders Association of 
Nigeria (ACBAN) reported that as of February 2016, 1,637 members were killed, and 
over 200,000 cattle, sheep and goats, as well as 395,609 sacks of food items lost in 
insurgents’ attacks in Borno state.6 Beginning in December 2014, the fishing industry 
suffered a similar fate as Boko Haram stepped up attacks on communities around 
Lake Chad. 

B. A Massive Displaced Population 

The conflict has led to the internal displacement of almost two million individuals 
within Nigeria, with an additional 200,000 Nigerians living as refugees in neighbour-
ing countries.7 This large population survives solely thanks to humanitarian assistance 
provided to internally displaced persons (IDPs) camps or to the benevolence and 
charity of communities where they take refuge. The region’s Fishermen’s Association 
chairman, Abubakar Gamandi, told Crisis Group:  

The majority of the farmers and fishermen are now in internally displaced [per-
sons] camps. Men and women who once produced food, fed their families some-
times including numerous dependents, have now been reduced to beggars, 
depending on others to provide for them.8  

Military activities, particularly the internment of large rural populations in camps 
(eg, Bama) or city-sites (eg, Banki, Gamboru-Ngala) that have fled areas of conflict 
since 2014, exacerbated the food situation.9 These camps, which largely rely on food 
supplied by the military as well as national or state emergency management agen-
cies, were poorly resourced until international humanitarian organisations got 

 
 
4 A new variety of wheat introduced by the government in 2012 and which promised to triple the 
average yield could not be planted in Borno because most of its wheat-growing areas were either 
occupied by, or within deadly reach of, the insurgents. “Boko Haram conflict cuts Nigeria’s wheat 
crop as farmers flee”, Bloomberg, 20 April 2017. 
5 “Boko Haram conflict cuts Nigeria’s wheat crop as farmers flee”, op. cit. The geopolitical North East 
Zone comprises Adamawa, Bauchi, Borno, Gombe, Taraba and Yobe states. 
6 Crisis Group interview, Alhaji Ibrahim Mafa, chairman, Al-Hayah Cattle Breeders Association of 
Nigeria, Maiduguri, 24 October 2016. 
7 The number of IDPs has declined slightly as military gains against Boko Haram have enabled some 
to return: UNOCHA reports that, as of 31 March 2017, 1,832,743 persons (326,010 households) re-
main displaced in the six North East Zone states. “Nigeria – North-East: Humanitarian Emergency. 
Situation Report No. 8 (as of 31 March 2017)”, UNOCHA, 12 April 2017. 
8 Crisis Group interview, Maiduguri, 18 October 2016. 
9 Crisis Group Commentary, North-eastern Nigeria and Conflict’s Humanitarian Fallout, op. cit. 
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involved in 2016. As an aid worker noted, “confining the IDPs in these camps and 
denying them freedom of movement also worsened their misery”.10 

C. Decimated Regional Economy 

The food scarcity, initially due to plummeting production and massive displacement, 
was compounded by the destruction of economic infrastructure and the military’s re-
striction of several key economic activities in large sections of Borno state. Fighting 
destroyed 30 per cent of houses, water sources, roads and bridges in the area, crip-
pling agriculture and other economic activities. Road closures and curfews further 
restrict trade and livelihoods. The army also banned trading in fish from Lake Chad, 
movement of foodstuff, sale of vehicle fuel and fertiliser, as well as transportation by 
motorcycle, justifying such measures as short-term steps to choke the insurgents. 

In some cases, the argument seemed unassailable. For instance, the army banned 
the sale of fertiliser on the ground that it is a key ingredient for making Improvised 
Explosive Devices (IEDs). Likewise, it proscribed the sale of fish in towns near Lake 
Chad because Boko Haram’s levies on Nigeria-Niger cross-border fish traders had be-
come an important source of funding. But there is a cost. Prolonged enforcement of 
such bans and restrictions has prevented large numbers of people from earning money, 
aggravating the earlier miseries caused by direct attacks and human displacement. 

III. A Deficient National and International Response 

Responses by both international actors and the government have been lacking. In 
large part due to relatively patchy local and international reporting on the Lake Chad 
basin crisis – as compared, for example, to humanitarian emergencies in Syria or 
South Sudan – international actors were slow to either recognise its gravity or respond. 
Some prospective donors almost certainly assumed oil-rich Nigeria was capable of 
managing the challenge; however, with the fall in oil prices from late 2014 onwards, 
coupled with sabotage of domestic production by Niger Delta armed groups through 
much of 2016, the country’s economy slumped into recession.  

Other factors likely explain the insufficient reaction: longstanding concerns about 
Nigeria’s corruption and lack of accountability; President Muhammadu Buhari’s claim 
that humanitarian agencies were exaggerating the situation to boost their own for-
tunes;11 the Nigerian government’s rejection of UN Security Council debates on the 
insurgency and reservations about humanitarian support (borne out of its unpleasant 
experience during the late 1970s Biafra war);12 and, more broadly, local conservative 
sensitivities toward the influx of foreign, chiefly western, aid workers. The interna-
tional response thus started slowly, lagging far behind needs. As a diplomat summed 

 
 
10 Crisis Group email correspondence, aid worker based in Maiduguri, Borno state, 3 May 2017. 
11 “Buhari accuses UN, others of exaggerating crisis in North-east Nigeria”, Premium Times (www. 
premiumtimesng.com), 4 December 2016. 
12 During the civil war (1967-1970), the government prohibited trade with Biafran separatists. Hu-
manitarian agencies then smuggled in goods to prevent civilians from starving, but similar means 
were used to bring in arms. 
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up, “we had a paradox: one of the world’s worst humanitarian crises was struggling 
for the world’s attention”.13 

The international response picked up in 2016, leading some organisations to 
expand their food aid programs. The UN World Food Programme (WFP) raised the 
number of monthly beneficiaries from 200,000 in October 2016 to more than one 
million people in March 2017.14 Still, assistance fell short of growing needs. In early 
2017, UN assistant secretary-general and lead humanitarian coordinator for the Sahel, 
Toby Lanzer, observed that only 53 per cent of the $739 million required under the 
2016 Humanitarian Response Plans for Nigeria and other Lake Chad basin countries 
was funded.15  

Subsequently, in an effort to mobilise a broader response in 2017, a UN Security 
Council mission toured the Lake Chad basin region and urged stronger international 
response.16 The governments of Norway, Germany and Nigeria, in partnership with 
the UN, organised a humanitarian conference on Nigeria and the Lake Chad region 
on 24 February 2017. The Oslo Humanitarian Conference drew pledges of $672 mil-
lion from fourteen donors and raised global awareness of the crisis. Yet even that did 
not come close to bridging the estimated $1.5 billion now needed in the region.17 

What is more, only $458 million of the pledged amounts were targeted for humani-
tarian action in 2017, while the remaining $214 million was for 2018 and beyond. As 
of late April, the World Food Programme reported receiving a mere 20 per cent of its 
2017 funding requirements.18  OCHA also reported that, as of 30 April 2017, only 
17.2 per cent ($182 million) of the 2017 Humanitarian Response Plan (HRP) for north 
east Nigeria had been funded and that additional funding is urgently required to 
continue to scale up the humanitarian response.19 

The funding gap is not the only challenge. Food aid delivery is seriously hampered 
by insecurity. Despite the government’s repeated claims to have degraded and deci-
mated the insurgency,20 aid workers assess that roughly 80 per cent of Borno state, 
along with parts of Adamawa and Yobe states, still present high or very high risks for 
humanitarian agencies’ operations.21 On 28 July 2016, the UN briefly suspended aid 
deliveries after insurgents attacked a UN Children’s Fund (UNICEF) convoy between 

 
 
13 Crisis Group interview, Western diplomat, Abuja, 22 April 2017. 
14 “Scaling Up Food Assistance in Northeastern Nigeria”, U.S. Agency for International Development 
(USAID), 5 April 2017. 
15 “Europe ignores Nigeria humanitarian crisis at its peril, warns top UN official”, The Guardian, 
31 January 2017. 
16 “UN Security Council says North East Crisis most neglected”, Business Day, 7 March 2017. 
17 “Oslo Humanitarian Conference for Nigeria and the Lake Chad region raises $672 million to help 
people in need”, press release, UNOCHA, 24 February 2017.  
18 “Insecurity in the Lake Chad Basin – Regional Impact, Situation Report No. 25”, World Food 
Programme, 30 April 2017. 
19 “Nigeria – North-East: Humanitarian Emergency. Situation Report No. 10”, op. cit. 
20 “Boko Haram not in control of any Nigerian territory, Army insists”, Premium Times, 24 Sep-
tember 2016; “Boko Haram substantially degraded, says Gen. Abubakar”, Vanguard, 26 September 
2016; “Defence Minister insists Boko Haram largely degraded”, Today, 17 December 2016; “Nigeria 
Boko Haram: Militants ‘technically defeated’ – Buhari”, BBC, 24 December 2015; “Nigeria: Boko 
Haram is crushed, forced out of last enclave”, AP, 24 December 2016; “Boko Haram not occupying 
Nigerian territory – defence minister”, Channels Television, 22 April 2017. 
21 Crisis Group interviews, Abuja, 20 and 27 April 2017. 
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Borno state capital, Maiduguri, and the town of Bama, injuring a UNICEF employee 
and an International Organization for Migration contractor. In some areas purport-
edly under government control, the army’s effective hold largely is confined to local 
government headquarters; with continued military “clearance operations”, the secu-
rity situation remains too risky for aid workers in several localities. As a result, food 
aid delivery is weakest where the food situation is most dire. 

About 25 per cent of IDPs found refuge in officially-designated IDP camps or other 
camp-like sites. The other 75 per cent have moved into host communities (chiefly 
spread across Borno, Adamawa, Yobe, as well as Bauchi and Gombe states).22 The lat-
ter are difficult for the government and aid agencies to track and locate. Moreover, 
the federal government has failed to prioritise their needs. Together, this means that 
food is not reaching large numbers of people in need, including some of the most 
vulnerable. While the government periodically has sent grains to IDPs – releasing 
them from the national strategic reserve – and despite additional aid from the Presi-
dential Committee on North-East Initiatives (PCNI) and the Victims Support Fund 
(VSF), supply has been neither consistent nor sustained. Many inhabitants of the 
region question the government’s claim that it has spent over $2 billion in humani-
tarian assistance for the north east in 2016 as displaced and vulnerable populations 
have yet to experience any commensurate relief. 

Nigeria’s bureaucracy and corruption also impede aid delivery with visa restrictions 
to international aid personnel coming into the country and sluggish customs processes 
for clearing imported supplies.23 There have also been cases of food trucks diverted 
to unknown destinations and of food consignments stolen by camp and local officials.24 

The net result of delayed and inadequate funding, pervasive insecurity, poor and 
unreliable distribution, as well as governmental red tape and corruption is plain: as of 
April 2017, only 1.9 million of the 5.2 million or a mere 37 per cent of the population 
at risk of severe food insecurity was being reached. 

IV. Risks of a Failed Response 

The inability to sustain, let alone expand, food and other humanitarian aid would have 
devastating consequences. In many communities that humanitarian aid workers 
presently cannot reach, famine looms. Without sustained food delivery, many people 
will starve to death; a larger number will die from disease. As the rainy season sets in, 
beginning in May, illnesses are more likely to spread, especially within IDP camps, and 
those lacking in food will be at even greater risk. Among the survivors will be thou-
sands of stunted children, a burden for the region’s future development. 

There could be security consequences as well. Without sufficient food in the camps 
to sustain them, tens of thousands of IDPs and refugees already are seeking to return 
 
 
22 Crisis Group interview, National Emergency Management Agency official, 20 April 2017. 
23 Crisis Group interview, aid worker, Abuja, 19 April 2017. 
24 Crisis Group interviews, displaced persons, civil society leaders, Maiduguri, October 2016. See 
also, “Borno IDP camps: Rising hunger as officials divert food”, Daily Trust, 17 July 2016; “How 
officials steal food meant for people displaced by Boko Haram, IDPs narrate”, Premium Times 
(www.premiumtimesng.com), 5 October 2016; “Court jails two Borno LG officials for selling IDPs’ 
rice”, The Punch, 5 May 2017. 
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home to take advantage of the rainy season and farm and fend for themselves.25 A 
hasty, hunger-driven return to insecure areas could expose them to Boko Haram 
attacks and overwhelm the army’s ability to provide security.  

A deteriorating situation likewise could increase trans-Saharan migration to 
Europe’s shores. Nigeria already ranked as the third largest source of migrants cros-
sing the Mediterranean in 2016; most of those fleeing are economic migrants from 
the country’s south, not conflict refugees, but a prolonged food crisis in the north 
east could add to the migrant flow. Nigeria’s chief humanitarian coordinator, Ayoade 
Olatunbosun-Alakija, warned: “The world could see a mass exodus from a country of 
180 million people if support is not given, and fast”.26 

Millions of severely deprived, undernourished and displaced youth seeking food 
and other forms of sustenance represent not only a humanitarian disaster but also 
potentially a longer-term risk for the region’s stability. They could turn to bandit 
groups, be engaged by local politicians to fight electoral rivals or recruited by extremist 
jihadist groups. Borno state Governor Shettima pointedly warned: “If we fail to take 
care of the 52,000 children orphaned by Boko Haram, then we must get ready that 
15 years down the road, they will come back to take care of us”.27  

V. What Needs to be Done 

The most immediate step the international community could take to prevent a slide 
toward famine is to support ongoing food programs and expand their coverage. That 
would entail honouring pledges made at Oslo and by the UN Security Council mission 
that visited Lake Chad basin countries in early March 2017 to assess the humanitarian 
situation but also mobilising additional resources to fill the almost $1 billion funding 
gap in 2017.28 Urgent and timely disbursement also is crucial; this in turn will require 
aid agencies and their local partners to coordinate more closely, share information on 
access routes as the rains set in, and augment local storage capacities in anticipation 
of greater supplies. 

Rolling back the food crisis also requires the government to demonstrate greater 
commitment to providing relief to its own citizens by: 

 Avoiding the indiscriminate use of force that fuels displacement and prevents aid 
agencies from delivering food on a sustainable basis or from expanding their reach, 
even as it maintains military and vigilante operations against insurgents, and 
also restores civil authority in liberated areas of the north east.  

 Focusing on improving security in communities to which formerly displaced per-
sons have returned, allowing them to restart farming and other economic activities.  

 
 
25 Crisis Group telephone interview, IDP camp administrator in Maiduguri, 22 April 2017. 
26 “World must aid famine-threatened Nigeria to avoid ‘mass exodus’”, Reuters, 18 April 2017. 
27 Lecture at 40th Anniversary of late General Murtala Mohammed’s assassination, Abuja, 13 Feb-
ruary 2017.  
28 The UN Nigerian Humanitarian Response Plan seeks $1.05 billion. As of late April, 15.3 per cent 
was funded. 
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 Exploring what heretofore its counter-insurgency strategy has not contemplated, 
namely the option of negotiating with willing Boko Haram factions to allow access 
to people aid agencies have been unable to reach and who number an estimated 
700,000. 

 Scaling up provisions for food aid and other emergency needs, while ensuring that 
distribution is more transparent, accountable and targeted to areas where dis-
placed communities have returned in order to facilitate economic recovery and 
reduce reliance on food aid.  

 Maintaining military pressure on Boko Haram, but also using a more holistic strat-
egy to defeat the insurgents by demobilising militants, solving local conflicts, 
reinvigorating the economy and reestablishing administrative services, including 
justice and security, as well as economic projects and infrastructure. 

As the present food crisis was caused by an armed conflict, its ultimate solution lies 
in resolving that conflict. Military operations against Boko Haram represent only 
one option toward ending the violence. Following the precedent set by negotiations 
that resulted in the release in October 2016 and May 2017 of over 100 kidnapped 
school girls, the Nigerian government must also now explore the option of a negoti-
ated end to the entire conflict.  

Abuja/Dakar/Brussels, 18 May 2017 
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Appendix B: Reports and Briefings on Africa since 2014 

Special Reports 

Exploiting Disorder: al-Qaeda and the Islamic 
State, Special Report N°1, 14 March 2016 
(also available in Arabic). 

Seizing the Moment: From Early Warning to 
Early Action, Special Report N°2, 22 June 
2016. 

Counter-terrorism Pitfalls: What the U.S. Fight 
against ISIS and al-Qaeda Should Avoid, 
Special Report N°3, 22 March 2017. 

Central Africa 

Fields of Bitterness (I): Land Reform in Burundi, 
Africa Report N°213, 12 February 2014 (only 
available in French). 

Fields of Bitterness (II): Restitution and 
Reconciliation in Burundi, Africa Report 
N°214, 17 February 2014 (only available in 
French). 

The Security Challenges of Pastoralism in 
Central Africa, Africa Report N°215, 1 April 
2014 (also available in French). 

The Central African Crisis: From Predation to 
Stabilisation, Africa Report N°219, 17 June 
2014 (also available in French). 

Cameroon: Prevention Is Better than Cure, 
Africa Briefing N°101, 4 September 2014 (only 
available in French). 

The Central African Republic’s Hidden Conflict, 
Africa Briefing N°105, 12 December 2014 
(also available in French). 

Congo: Ending the Status Quo, Africa Briefing 
N°107, 17 December 2014. 

Elections in Burundi: Moment of Truth, Africa 
Report N°224, 17 April 2015 (also available in 
French). 

Congo: Is Democratic Change Possible? Africa 
Report N°225, 5 May 2015. 

Burundi: Peace Sacrificed? Africa Briefing 
N°111, 29 May 2015 (also available in 
French). 

Cameroon: The Threat of Religious Radicalism, 
Africa Report N°229, 3 September 2015 (also 
available in French). 

Central African Republic: The roots of violence, 
Africa Report N°230, 21 September 2015 
(also available in French). 

Chad: Between Ambition and Fragility, Africa 
Report N°233, 30 March 2016 (also available 
in French). 

Burundi : anatomie du troisième mandat, Africa 
Report N°235, 20 May 2016 (also available in 
French). 

Katanga: Tensions in DRC’s Mineral Heartland, 
Africa Report N°239, 3 August 2016. 

The African Union and the Burundi Crisis: 
Ambition versus Reality, Africa Briefing 
N°122, 28 September 2016 (also available in 
French). 

Boulevard of Broken Dreams: The “Street” and 
Politics in DR Congo, Africa Briefing N°123, 
13 October 2016. 

Cameroon: Confronting Boko Haram, Africa 
Report N°241, 16 November 2016 (also 
available in French). 

Fighting Boko Haram in Chad: Beyond Military 
Measures, Africa Report N°246, 8 March 2017 
(also available in French).  

Burundi: The Army in Crisis, Africa Report 
N°247, 5 April 2017(only available in French). 

Horn of Africa 

Sudan’s Spreading Conflict (III): The Limits of 
Darfur’s Peace Process, Africa Report N°211, 
27 January 2014. 

South Sudan: A Civil War by Any Other Name, 
Africa Report N°217, 10 April 2014. 

Somalia: Al-Shabaab – It Will Be a Long War, 
Africa Briefing N°99, 26 June 2014. 

Eritrea: Ending the Exodus?, Africa Briefing 
N°100, 8 August 2014. 

Kenya: Al-Shabaab – Closer to Home, Africa 
Briefing N°102, 25 September 2014. 

South Sudan: Jonglei – “We Have Always Been 
at War”, Africa Report N°221, 22 December 
2014. 

Sudan and South Sudan’s Merging Conflicts, 
Africa Report N°223, 29 January 2015. 

Sudan: The Prospects for “National Dialogue”, 
Africa Briefing N°108, 11 March 2015. 

The Chaos in Darfur, Africa Briefing N°110, 22 
April 2015. 

South Sudan: Keeping Faith with the IGAD 
Peace Process, Africa Report N°228, 27 July 
2015. 

Somaliland: The Strains of Success, Africa Brief-
ing N°113, 5 October 2015. 

Kenya’s Somali North East: Devolution and Secu-
rity, Africa Briefing N°114, 17 November 2015. 

Ethiopia: Governing the Faithful, Africa Briefing 
N°117, 22 February 2016. 

Sudan’s Islamists: From Salvation to Survival, 
Africa Briefing N°119, 21 March 2016. 

South Sudan’s South: Conflict in the Equatorias, 
Africa Report N°236, 25 May 2016. 

Kenya’s Coast: Devolution Disappointed, Africa 
Briefing N°121, 13 July 2016. 

South Sudan: Rearranging the Chessboard, 
Africa Report N°243, 20 December 2016. 
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Instruments of Pain (II): Conflict and Famine in 

South Sudan, Africa Briefing N°124, 26 April 
2017. 

Instruments of Pain (III): Conflict and Famine in 
Somalia, Africa Briefing N°125, 9 May 2017. 

Southern Africa 

A Cosmetic End to Madagascar’s Crisis?, Africa 
Report N°218 (also available in French), 19 
May 2014. 

Zimbabwe: Waiting for the Future, Africa 
Briefing N°103, 29 September 2014. 

Zimbabwe: Stranded in Stasis, Africa Briefing 
N°118, 29 February 2016. 

West Africa 

Mali: Reform or Relapse, Africa Report N°210, 
10 January 2014 (also available in French). 

Côte d’Ivoire’s Great West: Key to 
Reconciliation, Africa Report N°212, 28 
January 2014 (also available in French). 

Curbing Violence in Nigeria (II): The Boko 
Haram Insurgency, Africa Report N°216, 3 
April 2014. 

Guinea Bissau: Elections, But Then What?, 
Africa Briefing N°98, 8 April 2014 (only 
available in French). 

Mali: Last Chance in Algiers, Africa Briefing 
N°104, 18 November 2014 (also available in 
French). 

Nigeria’s Dangerous 2015 Elections: Limiting 
the Violence, Africa Report N°220, 21 
November 2014. 

Guinea’s Other Emergency: Organising 
Elections, Africa Briefing N°106, 15 December 
2014 (also available in French). 

Burkina Faso: Nine Months to Complete the 
Transition, Africa Report N°222, 28 January 
2015. 

Security Sector Reform in Guinea-Bissau: An 
Opportunity Not to Be Missed, Africa Briefing 
N°109, 19 March 2015 (only available in 
French). 

Mali: An Imposed Peace? Africa Report N°226, 
22 May 2015 (only available in French).  

Burkina Faso: Meeting the October Target, 
Africa Briefing N°112, 24 June 2015 (only 
available in French). 

The Central Sahel: A Perfect Sandstorm, Africa 
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