FRAGILE
STATES

INDEX

METHODOLOGY

AN'DCAST

%

FUND FOR PEACE



The Fund for Peace is an independent, nonpartisan, 501(c)(3) non-profit research and educational
organization that works to prevent violent conflict and promote sustainable security. We promote
EEE sustainable security through research, training and education, engagement of civil society, building

bridges across diverse sectors, and developing innovative technologies and tools for policy makers. A
FUND FOR PEACE leader in the conflict assessment and early warning field, The Fund for Peace focuses on the problems

of weak and failing states. Our objective is to create practical tools and approaches for conflict
mitigation that are useful to decision-makers.

Copyright © 2017 The Fund for Peace.

All rights reserved.

No part of this publication may be reproduced or transmitted in any form or by any means without
prior written consent from The Fund for Peace.

The Fund for Peace T: +1 202 223 7940
1101 14th Street NW, Suite 1020 F: +1 202 223 7947

Washington, D.C. 20005 www.fundforpeace.org



FRAGILE %
STATES

B
INDEXE%

METHODOLOGY

The Fragile States Index (FSI) is an annual ranking of 178
countries based on the different pressures they face that
impact their levels of fragility. The Index is based on The
Fund for Peace’s proprietary Conflict Assessment System
Tool (CAST) analytical approach. Based on comprehensive
social science methodology, three primary streams of data
— quantitative, qualitative, and expert validation — are
triangulated and subjected to critical review to obtain final
scores for the FSI. Millions of documents are analyzed every
year, and by applying highly specialized search parameters,
scores are apportioned for every country based on twelve
key political, social and economic indicators and over 100
sub-indicators that are the result of years of expert social

science research.
INTERPRETING THE FSI SCORES

The FSI scores should be interpreted with the understanding
that the lower the score, the better. Therefore, a reduced
score indicates an improvement and greater relative
stability, just as a higher score indicates greater instability. It
is our firm belief that a country’s overall score (and indeed,
its indicator scores) are a far more important and accurate
barometer of a country’s performance, and that as much as
countries should be compared against other countries, it is
more useful to compare a country against itself, over time.
Ultimately, the CAST framework and the FSI are entry points
into deeper interpretive analysis by civil society, govern-
ment, businesses and practitioners alike — to understand
more about a state's capacities and pressures which contrib-

ute to levels of fragility and resilience.
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THE METHODOLOGY BEHIND
THE FRAGILE STATES INDEX

In a highly interconnected world, pressures on one fragile
state can have serious repercussions not only for that state
and its people, but also for its neighbors and other states
halfway across the globe. Since the end of the Cold War, a
number of states have erupted into mass violence stemming
from internal conflict. Some of these crises emerge from
ethnic tensions; some are civil wars; others take on the form
of revolutions; and many result in complex humanitarian

emergencies.

Fault lines can emerge between identity groups, defined by
language, religion, race, ethnicity, nationality, class, caste,
clan or area of origin. Tensions can deteriorate into conflict
through a variety of circumstances, such as competition over
resources, predatory or fractured leadership, corruption, or
unresolved group grievances. The reasons for state fragility
are complex but not unpredictable. It is critically important
that the international community understand and closely
monitor the conditions that contribute to fragility — and be
prepared to take the necessary actions to deal with the

underlying issues or otherwise mitigate the negative effects.

To have meaningful early warning, and effective policy
responses, assessments must go beyond specialized area
knowledge, narrative case studies and anecdotal evidence
to identify and grasp broad social trends. A mixed approach
integrating qualitative and quantitative data sources is
needed to establish patterns and trends. With the right data
and analysis it is possible to identify problems that may be
simmering below the surface. Decision makers need access

to this kind of information to implement effective policies.

The Fragile States Index (FSI) produced by The Fund for
Peace (FFP), is a critical tool in highlighting not only the
normal pressures that all states experience, but also in
identifying when those pressures are outweighing a states’
capacity to manage those pressures. By highlighting
pertinent vulnerabilities which contribute to the risk of state

fragility, the Index — and the social science framework and

the data analysis tools upon which it is built — makes
political risk assessment and early warning of conflict

accessible to policy-makers and the public at large.

The strength of the FSI is its ability to distill millions of pieces
of information into a form that is relevant as well as easily
digestible and informative. Daily, FFP collects thousands of
reports and information from around the world, detailing the
existing social, economic and political pressures faced by

each of the 178 countries that we analyze.

ORIGINS OF THE FRAGILE STATES INDEX:
THE CAST FRAMEWORK

The genesis of most indices is to begin with a concept of
what needs to be measured, followed by the development of
a methodology that hopes to perform that measurement. The
FSI followed a very different trajectory, whereby the idea for
the Index occurred subsequently to the development of its

own methodology.

FSI traces its origins to the creation of FFP’s Conflict Assess-
ment System Tool (CAST), that was developed in the 1990s
as a framework for policymakers and field practitioners to
be able to better understand and measure conflict drivers
and dynamics in complex environments. The CAST frame-
work has been widely peer reviewed, and the continued
usage of the framework by many of those same profession-
als, as well as now by local civil society and community
groups in conflict-affected areas, is testament to the frame-
work’s enduring relevance. In 2004, the CAST framework
was used as the basis for the FSI, as researchers wished to
determine whether state fragility could be assessed and

ranked at a national level using the existing framework.



PRACTICAL APPLICATION:
THE FRAGILE STATES INDEX ANALYTICAL PROCESS

Though at the ground level, the CAST framework is applied
using various practices such as individual incident reporting
and observation by field monitors, the sheer volume of data
to be analyzed at an international level required a different
approach. To that end, technology was employed to enable
researchers to process large volumes of data to perform the

national level assessments that feed in to the FSI.

Based on CAST’s comprehensive social science approach,
data from three main streams — pre-
existing quantitative data sets, content Conte:
analysis, and qualitative expert G e Chie
analysis — is triangulated and
subjected to critical review to obtain

final scores for the Index.

Integration & t

1. Content Analysis: Each of the
twelve indicators of the CAST
framework are broken down into
sub-indicators, and for each of
these, hundreds of Boolean search
phrases are applied to global
media data to determine the level
of saliency of issues for each of
those sub-indicators in each
country. The raw data, provided
by a commercial content aggrega-
tor, includes media articles, research reports, and other
qualitative data points collected from over 10,000
different English-language sources around the world.
Every year, the number of articles and reports analyzed
is between 45-50 million. Based on the assessed saliency
for each of the sub-indicators, provisional scores are
apportioned for each country.

2. Quantitative Data: Pre-existing quantitative data sets,
generally from international and multilateral statistical
agencies (such as the United Nations, World Bank, World
Health Organization) are identified for their ability to
statistically represent key aspects of the indicators. The
raw data sets are normalized and scaled for comparative
analysis. The trends identified in the quantitative analysis
for each country are then compared with the provisional
scores from the Content Analysis phase. Depending on
the degree to which the Content Analysis and the
Quantitative Data agree, the provisional scores are

confirmed, or where they disagree, are reconciled based

Finalization and review of scores

on a set of rules that dictate allowable movements in
score in the event of disagreement between the two data
streams.

3. Qualitative Review: Separately, a team of social science
researchers independently reviews each of the 178
countries, providing assessments based on key events
from that year, compared to the previous one. Recogniz-
ing that every data set and approach has different
strengths and weaknesses, this step helps to ensure that
dynamic year-on-year trends across different indicators
are picked up - which may not be evident in lagging
quantitative data sets that measure longer term structural

factors. It also helps to mitigate any

alysis potential false positives or negative
that may emerge from noisy content

Qualitative research
analysis data.

These three data streams are then
lon of data sets triangulated, applying a set of rules to
ensure the data sets are integrated in
a way that leverages the strengths of
the different approaches. This
approach also helps to ensure that
inherent weaknesses, gaps, or biases
in one source is checked by the
others. Though the basic data
underpinning of the Index is already
freely and widely available electroni-
cally, the strength of the analysis is in
the methodological rigor and the
systematic integration of a wide range of data sources. Final
indicator scores for each country are then produced based
on from this process. A panel review is then conducted by
the research team of the final index to ensure all scores are

proportionate across the country spectrum.

The final FSI Index product is intended as an entry point into
deeper interpretive analysis for the user — in line with the
CAST framework approach. Though an index inherently
ranks different countries — making some more fragile than
others — ultimately the goal of the FSI is to measure trends in
pressures within each individual state. By identifying the
most salient pressures within a country, it creates the
opportunity for deeper analysis and planning by policy
makers and practitioners alike to strengthen each state’s
resiliency. To that end, the following section outlines what
each indicator seeks to measure in the Index — as well as
providing guiding questions for deeper levels of analysis

and inquiry by the user.
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COHESION INDICATORS

SECURITY APPARATUS

The Security Apparatus
indicator considers the
security threats to a state,
such as bombings, attacks
and battle-related deaths,
rebel movements, mutinies, coups, or
terrorism. The Security Apparatus also
takes into account serious criminal
factors, such as organized crime and
homicides, and perceived trust of
citizens in domestic security. In some
instances, the security apparatus may
extend beyond traditional military or
police forces to include state-
sponsored or state-supported private
militias that terrorize political
opponents, suspected “enemies,” or
civilians seen to be sympathetic to the
opposition. In other instances, the
security apparatus of a state can
include a “deep state”, that may
consist of secret intelligence units, or
other irregular security forces, that
serve the interests of a political leader
or clique. As a counter example, the
indicator will also take into account
armed resistance to a governing
authority, particularly the manifesta-
and

tion of violent uprisings

insurgencies, proliferation of

independent militias, vigilantes, or
mercenary groups that challenge the

state’s monopoly of the use of force.

Questions to consider may include*:

Monopoly on the Use of Force
® [s the military under civilian
control?

Do private militias exist against the
state?

Is there paramilitary activity?

Do private armies exist to protect
assets?

Are there guerilla forces operating
in the state? Do they control
territory?

Relationship Between Security and

Citizenry

® Are the police considered to be
professional?

Is violence often state-sponsored
and politically motivated?

Is the government dealing well with
any insurgency or security
situation?

Force

® Does the military and police
maintain proper use of force?

Are there accusations of police
brutality?
Arms

® s there a high availability of
weapons?

If in reconstruction, is there an
adequate plan for demobilization,
disarmament and reintegration of
former combatants?

FACTIONALIZED ELITES

The Factionalized Elites
indicator considers the
fragmentation of state
institutions along ethnic,
racial or

class, clan,

lines, as well as and

religious

brinksmanship and gridlock between
ruling elites. It also factors the use of
nationalistic political rhetoric by ruling
elites, often in terms of nationalism,
irredentism

xenophobia, communal

(e.g., a
communal

“greater Serbia”) or of
solidarity (e.g., “ethnic
cleansing” or “defending the faith”). In
extreme cases, it can be representa-
tive of the absence of legitimate
leadership widely accepted as
representing the entire citizenry. The
Factionalized Elites indicator measures
power struggles, political competition,
political transitions, and where
elections occur will factor in the
credibility of electoral processes (or in
their

absence, the perceived

legitimacy of the ruling class).



Questions to consider may include*:

Representative Leadership

® [sleadership fairly elected? Is
leadership representative of the
population?
Are there factionalized elites, tribal

elites and/or fringe groups? How
powerful are they?

Is there a political reconciliation
process?

Is the military representative of the
population?

Identity

® [s there a sense of national identity?
Are there strong feelings of
nationalism? Or are there calls for
separatism?

Does hate speech via radio and
media exist?

Is religious, ethnic, or other
stereotyping prevalent and is there
scape-goating?

® Does cross-cultural respect exist?

Resource Distribution

® [s wealth concentrated in the hands
of a few?

Is there a burgeoning middle
class?

Does any one group control the
majority of resources?

Are resources fairly distributed?
Does the government adequately
distribute wealth through its tax
system and taxes?

Equality and Equity

® Are the laws democratic or
extreme?

Is the system representative of the
population?

*Indicator descriptions are not exhaustive, and are intended only as an

entry point for further interpretive analysis by the user.

The Group GCrievance

Indicator focuses on

divisions and schisms

between different groups

in society — particularly
divisions based on social or political
characteristics — and their role in
access to services or resources, and
inclusion in the political process.
Group Grievance may also have a
historical component, where
aggrieved communal groups cite
injustices of the past, sometimes going
back centuries, that influence and
shape that group’s role in society and
relationships with other groups. This
history may in turn be shaped by
patterns of real or perceived atrocities
or “crimes” committed with apparent
impunity against communal groups.
Groups may also feel aggrieved
because they are denied autonomy,
self-determination or political
independence to which they believe
they are entitled. The Indicator also
considers where specific groups are
singled out by state authorities, or by
dominant groups, for persecution or
repression, or where there is public
scapegoating of groups believed to
have acquired wealth, status or power
“illegitimately”, which may manifest
itself in the emergence of fiery
rhetoric, such as through ‘“hate” radio,
pamphleteering, and stereotypical or

nationalistic political speech.
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ECONOMIC INDICATORS

ECONOMIC DECLINE AND POVERTY

The Economic Decline
Indicator considers
factors related to
economic decline within a
country. For example, the

looks at

Indicator

patterns of
progressive economic decline of the
society as a whole as measured by per
capita income, Gross National Product,
unemployment rates, inflation,
productivity, debt, poverty levels, or
business failures. It also takes into
account sudden drops in commodity
trade revenue,

prices, or foreign

investment, and any collapse or
devaluation of the national currency.
The Economic Decline Indicator
further considers the responses to
economic conditions and their
consequences, such as extreme social
hardship

austerity programs,

imposed by economic
or perceived
increasing group inequalities. The
Economic Decline Indicator is focused
on the formal economy - as well as
illicit trade, including the drug and
human trafficking, and capital flight, or
levels of corruption and illicit
transactions such as money laundering

or embezzlement.

Questions to consider may include*:

Public Finances

® What level is the government debt?

Economic Conditions

® How are the interest rates — actual
and projected?

How is the inflation rate — actual
and projected?

What is the level of productivity?

What is the GDP - actual and
projected?

How is the unemployment — current

and rate of unemployment?
Economic Climate

Consumer Confidence: How do

people view the economy?

How do experts view the economy?

Is the business climate attractive to
Foreign Direct Investment?

Do the laws and access to capital
allow for internal entrepreneur-
ship?

Economic Diversification

® Economic Focus: Does one product
make up the majority of the
economy?

UNEVEN DEVELOPMENT

[

The Uneven Economic

Development Indicator
considers inequality
within the economy,

irrespective of the actual
performance of an economy. For
example, the Indicator looks at
structural inequality that is based on
group (such as racial, ethnic, religious,
or other identity group) or based on
education, economic status, or region
(such as urban-rural divide). The
Indicator considers not only actual
inequality, but also perceptions of

inequality, recognizing that
perceptions of economic inequality
can fuel grievance as much as real
inequality, and can reinforce
communal tensions or nationalistic
rhetoric. Further to measuring
economic inequality, the Indicator also
takes into account the opportunities for
groups to improve their economic
status, such as through access to
employment, education, or job training
such that even if there is economic
inequality present, to what degree it is

structural and reinforcing.



Questions to consider may include*:

Economic Equality

® Economic Equality: Is there a large
economic gap?

Is the economic system
discriminatory?

Does economic justice exist?

Are hiring practices generally fair —
legally and perceived?

Do equal rights exist in the society?
Are there laws protecting equal
rights?

Economic Opportunity

® Does free education exist and if so,
to which grade?

Is the education provided relatively
equal?

Fair Housing: Is there a housing
system for the poor?

Do programs for job training exist?

Do people know about the job
training and is it available based on
qualification and need?

Socio-Economic Dynamics

® Do ghettos and slums exist?

*Indicator descriptions are not exhaustive, and are intended only as an

entry point for further interpretive analysis by the user.

The Human Flight and

Brain Drain Indicator
considers the economic
impact of human

displacement (for
economic or political reasons) and the
consequences this may have on a
country’s development. On the one
hand, this may involve the voluntary
emigration of the middle class -
particularly economically productive
segments of the population, such as
entrepreneurs, or skilled workers such
as physicians - due to economic
deterioration in their home country
and the hope of better opportunities
farther afield. On the other hand, it
may involve the forced displacement
of professionals or intellectuals who
are fleeing their country due to actual
or feared persecution or repression,
and specifically the economic impact
that displacement may wreak on an
economy through the loss of

productive, skilled professional labor.

Questions to consider may include*:

Retention of Technical and
Intellectual Capital

® Are professionals leaving the
country?

® Are politicians or political elites
leaving the country?

® s there a relatively high proportion
of higher educated people leaving
the country?

® [s the middle class beginning to
return to the country?

Economics

® Are there a large amount of
remittances coming to families
from relatives overseas?

Diaspora

® [s there growth of a country’s
exiled communities or Diasporas
abroad?

® Does the Diaspora have an impact
on the home state economy, or on
politics in the home state?
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The State

Indicator considers the

Legitimacy

representativeness and

openness of government
and its relationship with
its citizenry. The Indicator looks at the
population’s level of confidence in
state institutions and processes, and
that

assesses the effects where

confidence is absent, manifested
through mass public demonstrations,
sustained civil disobedience, or the
rise of armed insurgencies. Though the
State Legitimacy indicator does not
necessarily make a judgment on
democratic governance, it does
consider the integrity of elections
where they take place (such as flawed
or boycotted elections), the nature of
political transitions, and where there is
an absence of democratic elections,
the degree to which the government is
representative of the population of
which it governs. The Indicator takes
into account openness of government,
specifically the openness of ruling
elites to transparency, accountability
and political representation, or
conversely the levels of corruption,
profiteering, and marginalizing,
persecuting, or otherwise excluding
opposition groups. The Indicator also
considers the ability of a state to
exercise basic functions that infer a
population’s confidence in its
government and institutions, such as

through the ability to collect taxes.

Questions to consider may include*:

Confidence in the Political Process

® Does the government have the
confidence of the people?

Political Opposition

® Have demonstrations occurred?

® Have riots or uprisings occurred?
Transparency

® s there evidence of corruption on
the part of government officials?
Are national and/or local officials
considered to be corrupt?

Openness and Fairness of the

Political Process

Do all parties enjoy political rights?

Is the government representative of
the population?

Have there been recent peaceful
transitions of power?

What is the longer term history of
power transitions?

Are elections perceived to be free
and fair?

Have elections been monitored and
reported as free and fair?

Political Violence

® Are there reports of politically
motivated attacks, assassinations?

Are there reports of armed
insurgents and attacks?

Have there been terrorist attacks
and how likely are they?

PUBLIC SERVICES

The Public

Indicator refers to the

Services

presence of basic state
functions that serve the
people. On the one hand,
this may include the provision of
essential services, such as health,

education, water and sanitation,
transport infrastructure, electricity and
power, and internet and connectivity.
On the other hand, it may include the
state’s ability to protect its citizens,
such as from terrorism and violence,
through perceived effective policing.
Further, even where basic state
functions and services are provided,
the Indicator further considers to
whom - whether the state narrowly
serves the ruling elites, such as
security agencies, presidential staff,
the central bank, or the diplomatic
service, while failing to provide
comparable levels of service to the
general populace - such as rural
The

Indicator also considers the level and

versus urban populations.
maintenance of general infrastructure
to the extent that its absence would
negatively affect the country’s actual

or potential development.



Questions to consider may include*:

General Provision of Public Services
® [sthere equal access to public
services?

What are the general conditions of
public services?

Health
® Do people have adequate access to
medicines?

Are there an adequate number of
medical facilities for all people?

Are there an adequate number of
medical professionals for the
population?

What is the infant mortality rate —
actual and projected?

Is there access to an adequate
potable water supply?

® s sanitation system adequate?
Education

® What is the level of school
enrollment? Is it different by
gender?

What are the literacy rates? Is it
different by gender?

Shelter

® Do the poor have access to
adequate housing?

® Are housing costs in line with the
general economy?

Infrastructure

Are roads adequate and safe?

Are there adequate airports for
sustainable development?

Are there adequate railroads for
sustainable development?

Is there an adequate supply of fuel?

*Indicator descriptions are not exhaustive, and are intended only as an

entry point for further interpretive analysis by the user.

The Human Rights and
Rule of Law Indicator
considers the relationship
between the state and its
population insofar as
fundamental human rights are
protected and freedoms are observed
and respected. The Indicator looks at
whether there is widespread abuse of
legal, political and social rights,
including those of individuals, groups
and institutions (e.g. harassment of the
press, politicization of the judiciary,

internal use of military for political

ends, repression of political

opponents). The Indicator also
considers outbreaks of politically
inspired (as opposed to criminal)
violence perpetrated against civilians.
It also looks at factors such as denial of
due process consistent with
international norms and practices for
political prisoners or dissidents, and
whether there is current or emerging
authoritarian, dictatorial or military
rule in which constitutional and
democratic institutions and processes

are suspended or manipulated.
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SOCIAL INDICATORS

DEMOGRAPHIC PRESSURES

The Demographic
Pressures Indicator

considers pressures upon

4k

environment around it. For example,

the state deriving from

the population itself or the

the Indicator measures population
pressures related to food supply,
access to safe water, and other life-
sustaining resources, or health, such as
prevalence of disease and epidemics.
The Indicator considers demographic
characteristics, such as pressures from
high population growth rates or
skewed population distributions, such

as a “youth or age bulge,” or sharply
divergent rates of population growth
among competing communal groups,
recognizing that such effects can have
profound social, economic, and

political effects. Beyond the
population, the Indicator also takes
into account pressures stemming from
natural disasters (hurricanes,
earthquakes, floods or drought), and
pressures upon the population from

environmental hazards.

Questions to consider may include*:

Population

® [s the population growth rate
sustainable? Is the current and
projected distribution reasonable?

Is population density putting
pressure on areas of the state?

What is the infant mortality rate —
actual and projected?

® s there a high orphan population?
Public Health

® Is there a system for controlling
spreading of diseases, pandemics?

Is there a high likelihood or
existence of diseases of epidemics?

Food and Nutrition

Is the food supply adequate to deal
with potential interruption?

Is there are likelihood of droughts?

Is there a short-term food shortage
or longer-term starvation?

Are there long-term food shortages
affecting health?

Environment

® Do sound environmental policies
exist and are the current practices
sustainable?

Is natural disaster likely, recurring?

If a natural disaster occurs, is there
an adequate response plan?

Has deforestation taken place or
are there laws to protect forests?

Resources

Does resource competition exist?

Does land competition it and are
there laws to arbitrate disputes?

Is there access to an adequate
potable water supply?

REFUGEES AND IDPS

The Refugees and

‘% Internally Displaced
‘b Persons Indicator
measures the pressure

upon states caused by the

forced displacement of large
communities as a result of social,
other

political, environmental or

causes, measuring displacement
within countries, as well as refugee
flows into others. The indicator
measures refugees by country of
Asylum, recognizing that population
inflows can put additional pressure on
public services, and can sometimes
create broader humanitarian and
security challenges for the receiving
state, if that state does not have the
absorption capacity and adequate
resources. The Indicator also measures
the Internally Displaced Persons (IDP)
and Refugees by country of origin,
which signifies internal state pressures
as a result of violence, environmental
or other factors such as health
epidemics. These measures are
considered within the context of the
state’s population (per capita) and
human development trajectory, and
over time (year on year spikes),
IDPs or

refugees for example, may have been

recognizing that some

displaced for long periods of time.



CROSS-CUTTING
INDICATOR

EXTERNAL INTERVENTION

Questions to consider may include*:

Refugees

® Are refugees likely to come from
neighboring countries?

Are there resources to provide for
projected and actual refugees?

Are there sufficient refugee camps
or are refugees integrated into
communities?

Are there reports of violence
against refugees?

Are conditions safe in refugee
camps?

Internally Displaced Persons

® How many IDPs are there in
relation to population?

Are IDPs likely to increase in the
near future?

Are there resources to provide for
projected and actual IDPs?

Response to Displacement

® [sthere access to additional
resources from international
community for refugees and/or
IDPs?

® Are there plans for relocation and
settlement of current IDPs and/or
refugees?

The External Intervention
Indicator considers the
influence and impact of

external actors in the

functioning - particularly
security and economic - of a state. On
the one hand, External Intervention
focuses on security aspects of
engagement from external actors, both
covert and overt, in the internal affairs
of a state at risk by governments,
armies, intelligence services, identity
groups, or other entities that may
affect the balance of power (or
resolution of a conflict) within a state.
On the other hand,

Intervention also focuses on economic

External

engagement by outside actors,
including multilateral organizations,
through large-scale loans,
development projects, or foreign aid,
such as ongoing budget support,
control of finances, or management of
the state’s economic policy, creating
economic dependency. External
Intervention also takes into account
humanitarian intervention, such as the
deployment of an international

peacekeeping mission.

Questions to consider may include*:

Political Intervention

® Is there external support for
factions opposed to the
government?

Force Intervention

Are foreign troops present?

Are military attacks from other
countries occurring?

Is there external military
assistance?

Are there military training
exercises with other nations or
support of military training from
other states?

Is there a peacekeeping operation
on the ground?

Is there external support for police
training?

Are covert operations taking
place?

Economic Intervention

® Isthe country receiving economic
intervention or aid?

Is the country dependent on
economic aid?

*Indicator descriptions are not exhaustive, and are intended only as an

entry point for further interpretive analysis by the user.
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ABOUT THE FUND FOR PEACE

The Fund for Peace (FFP) works to prevent
conflict and promote sustainable security
globally by building relationships and trust
across diverse sectors. Founded in 1957, FFP
is an independent, nonpartisan, 501(c)(3)
non-profit organization based in Washington,
D.C. and Abuja, Nigeria.

Our objective is to create practical tools and
approaches for conflict mitigation that are
contextually relevant, timely, and useful to those who can
help create greater stability. Our approach brings together
local knowledge and expertise with innovative tools and
technologies to help anticipate and alleviate the conditions

that lead to conflict.

To date, FFP has worked in over 60 countries with a wide
range of partners in all sectors. These include governments,
regional and international organizations, the military, non-
governmental organizations, academics, journalists, civil
society networks, and the private sector. Our projects
include supporting grassroots organizations, developing
national dialogues, building the capacities of regional
organizations, working to prevent gender-based violence,

and taking leadership roles in international initiatives.

Combining social science techniques with information
technology, we have produced the patented Conflict
Assessment System Tool (CAST), a content analysis software
product that provides a conceptual framework and a data
gathering technique for measuring conflict risk. Annually,
we produce The Fragile States Index, a ranking of 178
countries across 12 indicators of the risks and vulnerabilities

faced by individual nations.

FFP specializes in building early warning networks and
systems in complex environments. Working directly with

local and international partners, we collect and analyze local,
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national and regional data and trends. This
information is then made publicly available
in order to foster more informed decisions
and policy making, as well as better
coordinated approaches to peacebuilding.
In addition to our early warning work with
civil society, governments, and regional
bodies from around the world, we also
advise companies operating in complex
environments on how to ensure they operate
responsibly, respecting human rights and promoting greater

stability.

Most importantly, in all our work, we focus on building
capacity among local actors so they can develop and
implement informed and locally relevant solutions. We

believe that is key to truly sustainable human security.

CONTLICT RISK ASSESSMENT
ADVISORY SERVICES

FFP provides conflict risk assessment Advisory Services for a

variety of clients including governments, multilateral
institutions and companies. FFP is able to provide tailored
assessments that focus on the regional-, national-, or
provincial-level. FFP also provides training programs for
policymakers and field practitioners who wish to apply the
CAST conflict assessment framework to assess conflict
drivers and analyze risk. Further, FFP has assisted some
clients in developing specialized, made-for-purpose conflict
and risk assessment tools, frameworks, and platforms, such
as for organizations that are focused on specific regions, or
for investors who seek to better analyze the social, economic

and political risks of potential investments.

For more information, contact us at

inquiries@fundforpeace.org.
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