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Table 4.3. Risk s of humanitarian negotiated access

HUMANITARIAN TARGET GROUP

ANSA orientation In-group Out- group Both / mixed
(asymmetric needs) (asymmetric needs) (similar needs /undefined
group membership)
Protective Loss of neutrality impartiality
~ ~ Confer (undue) legitimacy
(Undue) credibility of ANSA
Competitive Accusations from competing ANSA | Retaliation on civilians Insecurity
Threats to agencies Increase of rivalries
Strengthen conflict dynamics
Opportunistic Undue recognition / legitimacy Undue recognition / legitimacy (political) abuse of aid
Antagonistic Loss of neutrality /impartiality Attacks on agencies (political) abuse of aid

Unintended consequences
(e.g. aiding ethnic cleansing)

Retaliation on civilians

Sectarian — Conspiracy

Loss of neutrality / impartiality
Accusations from (opposing)
governments

Blockage of aid
Retaliation on civilians

Insecurity and targeted attacks
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Diagram 4.3. ANSA in relation to attitude to civilians and constituency
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Liberation movements
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