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Definitions of Terms 
 

Aid:   refers to the flow of capital or resource from developed countries and multilateral 

instructions to developing countries. It embodies a relationship between a donor and a recipient 

with associated, inbuilt problems such as inequality and dependence. 

Aid Effectiveness:  is refers to success of assistance in achieving economic development and 

human development or development goals. 

Altruism: refers to action which is morally right if the consequences of that action are more 

favorable than unfavorable to everyone except the agent. It is a reflection of a concern for the 

happiness of others without having direct material benefit from the activity we perform. 

Common sense morality:  refers to moral principle claims that we have to balance our own 

interests with the interests of others. It is pre-theoretical moral judgment of ordinary people. 

Deontology: refers an ethical theory theories base morality on specific, foundational principles 

of obligation. It is the ethical theory that focuses on duty as ethical bases. 

Development Aid:   refers to the assistance that is given for the development purposes. It is an 

external  aid  to  low-income  countries as  offered  in clear concessional  resource  allotments  to   

increase welfare  in  recipient countries. 

Development Ethics:  refers to ethical structure which is used to questions for the existence of 

moral contents in a several development theories and practices. It is the moral justification in the 

methods and the processes of achieving development.   

Development:  refers to multidimensional and multidisciplinary concept. It includes both descriptive 

and normative aspects of human development. It also deals with the overall social well-being, which 

covers economic, social, political, cultural, attitudinal and spiritual transformation. 

Ethical Dilemmas: refers to choice between two options, both of which will bring negative 

results based on society or personal guidelines. It is also known as moral dilemmas which 

describe a situation in which there is a choice to be made between two options, neither of which 

resolves the situation in an ethically acceptable way. 
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Ethics of Aid:  refers to an act of morality that connects developed countries with the developing 

with the framework of aid.  It is also a way that evaluates the moral duty or obligation with 

regard to the donors and the receivers in the accomplishment of aid. 

Ethics: is a branch of philosophy. It is also known as moral philosophy. It asks basic questions 

about the good life, what is better and worse and other issues related to our obligation. Ethics is a 

general term for what is often described as the study of morality based upon human conduct.  

Justice: refers to the way of treating people equally or fairly. It is legal or philosophical theory 

by which fairness administered. 

Utilitarianism:  refers to an action is morally right if the consequences of that action are more 

favorable than unfavorable to everyone. It provides greatest happiness and pleasure for whole 

people and hence should be advocated. 
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Abstract 

 

  The ethics of aid is the central focus of this thesis.  The   thesis   particularly   examines   the 

moral controversies on and the weaknesses of development aid. It shows how aid is highly 

connected to ethics from the perspectives of applied ethics. It also discusses the arguments for 

and against giving aid to the poor. I employed qualitative research approach. Accordingly, I 

have used secondary sources. Literature on aid has been dominated by politics and economics 

without giving attention to ethics. However, viewing aid as the mere transfer of resources from 

the rich countries to the poor countries is inadequate.  I thus suggested that the developed 

countries have moral obligations to extend their hand in support of poor and vulnerable nations 

for the well-being and security of both themselves and others. Ethical justification should be 

taken into consideration when we give and receive aid. I defended the position that developed 

nations have a moral duty to provide aid for the developing countries within the ethical 

frameworks of altruism, justice, utilitarianism and the like. 

 

        Keywords:  Aid, Development, Development Aid, Ethics,   Ethics of Aid. 
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Chapter One 

1.  Introduction 

1.1. Background of the Study 
 

In this thesis, I explored the moral controversies and the weaknesses of development aid with the 

philosophical arguments in the ethics of aid. In addition, the thesis critically examines the 

arguments for and against in giving aid. In order to justify my thesis I saw aid from the 

perspective of applied ethics. 

Before discussing ethics of aid, it is pertinent to define „ethics‟ and the concept of „aid‟. As such, 

Anthony Weston,  defines ethics as “the branch of philosophy that focuses on the study of moral 

values and considers how best to think about moral values and how best to clarify, prioritize, and 

integrate them” (2006:3). This explanation shows that ethics as an expression of moral standards 

or principles that governs how we ought to live. In additions,  I think, the branch of philosophy 

named „ethics‟ is concerned with questions about how human beings ought to live and the 

evaluation of what is „right‟ or what is „wrong‟ in relation to human conduct or human 

behaviors. Accordingly, many moral philosophers, used to define ethics  as a branch  of 

philosophy  which  helps us to study, analyze, and evaluate moral  problems by providing us 

with deep  insights when  dealing  with  moral issues.  Hence, as a field of study, ethics provide 

us with clear and logical theories, conceptual frameworks and guideline for how we ought to live 

our lives. 

On the other hand, the idea of aid is broadly used and accepted as a flow of financial resources 

from developed countries to developing countries (M.Todro, 1989). This means, it is a kind of 

economic resource that is transferred from the donor nations to the recipient' nations. In addition 

to this, the word “aid” becomes popular during the WW II, when the United States introduced 

the program of reconstruction of Europe through Marshal Plan. However, this kind of aid system 

is not the same with the current meaning of aid; because, in the past aid was used to deal with a 

single phenomenon, that is, war (William Clark, 1965: 12). For instance, Ashok Chakravart 

(2005), defines the concept aid as: “all official concessional flows from bilateral and multilateral  

agencies, whether a loan or a grant, that can be considered to be developmental aim, evolved in 

terms of motives and interests of both donor and recipient countries, as well as in terms of goals 

it was set to achieve” (Chakravart 2005:6). 
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Having provided this hints about „ethics‟ and „aid‟ let me proceed to discuss the concept of 

“ethics of aid”. The concept of “ethics of aid” began in the 1970s in principle (De Gasper, 

1999:5), but the ethical „dilemmas‟ definition, role and responsibilities which have grown in the 

1990s  in NGDOs (Non-Governmental Development Organizations) closely match with those 

seen elsewhere in the caring professions: doctors, nurses, psychiatrists, social workers, priests 

and so on ( Banks,1995 cited in Gasper : 28).  In this sense, the ethics of aid began in the 1990s 

with the work of ethical revival and political philosophers like Rawls and Nozick (ibid). 

According to Denis Goulet (2005), the ethics of aid is explored in a way that meeting basic need 

for the very poor must be given attention from the very beginning.  Aid from the rich countries is 

based up on the rationale that we need to pay attention to the urgent human needs. Hence, 

adequate aid to complement host country‟s capacities must be provided by someone in order to 

meet the least condition of distributive justice in the allocation of the earth‟s goods 

independently of ideological, geopolitical or economic criteria (Goulet, 2005:161-162). I think, 

from this point of view, understanding the nature of some actions in relation to the distribution of 

aid is important. It is also important that ethical justification should be given in specific action of 

aid. Moreover, I argue that, “the ethics of aid” is an act of moral philosophy connects the rich 

countries with the poor nations with the framework of aid.  It is also a way that evaluates the 

moral obligation with regard to the donors and the receivers in the accomplishment of aid. 

Indeed, the ethics of aid clearly shows as a bridge that joins the rich nations with the poor nations 

in the paradigm of aid. 

Here to understand the ethics of aid in a brief manner it is better to dig out the aid project with 

the aims of development and its objective. Every nation struggles for development, because 

development is an indispensable objective of the majority of the people in the world. Even 

though economic progress is very important component of development, it cannot be the only 

constituent factor to decide whether the country is “developed” or “underdeveloped.” 

Development should involve a profound change in all sectors: economic, social, political, and 

cultural aspects. Starting from the time that development was considered as “multidimensional” 

process a number of writers like Denis Goulet and Amertya Sen argued that development must 

include human wellbeing as a center of its measurement (Sen, 1999). The point is that human 

wellbeing must be the ultimate purpose of development. “Development must be a guarantee to 

political stability and assurance of peaceful and responsible institutional behavior, so that 
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development must include moral aspect and work towards human wellbeing” (Pearson report, 

1969: 7).  Like that of development  „aid‟ must include moral aspects, and work towards human 

wellbeing, because what is transferred from rich to poor countries are not only money but also 

culture, religion and political ideology. These things make aid very complex. And the 

relationship between the poor and the rich is exploitative and sometimes what the rich countries 

take is greater than what they give and in every instance they want to defend their own political, 

economic, and cultural motives. It is clear that what they render is out of their own perceived 

interests. However, morality requires the donors to develop a good bargaining position of those 

poor countries to enable them to be competitive with the donor countries (Goulet, 1995: 154 -

155). 

On the other hand, the question of development aid and ethics of aid is a timeless and permanent 

question, which needs to be critical evaluation. Starting from the time of Socrates, who puts 

human at the center of philosophy, philosophy gives more emphasis for human well-being. This 

is to mean that philosophy comes back from the question of God to the question of man. One of 

such human questions is the question of ethics of aid. We are in need of ethical reflection on the 

matter of development aid because as Samir Amin says, “If aid is not properly given it can be a 

form of social imperialism” (quoted in Goulet, 1995: 154). Accordingly, the aim of ethical 

enquiry here may not be to claim that there is a single right answer to an ethical issue, but rather 

to enrich discussion of what makes something right or wrong and enhance justification of the 

course of action or aid in use. I think, the reason is that in the name of aid, immoral and illegal 

acts were done to the poor. “While, it is the subject of a pious literature, and is credited with 

saintly and humanitarian motives, foreign aid often keeps strange and brutal company” 

(Hancock,1989: 182). This thing urges to question the present aid system. It is crucial and 

timeless to ask a question on the matter of moral obligation, For example, when we see starving 

children, when people are dying because of absence of food, health care and sanitation and when 

we see elders without help and at the same time when we see some people spent billions of 

dollars for one party or movie that could have saved millions of life. These things remind us to 

ask questions such as “do we have a responsibility to help?” “Should the rich help the poor?” Of 

course, rich countries should help when people are suffering. However, there are unsettled moral 

debates in the matter of moral obligation to give aid. Indeed critical studies are needed in this 

regard to safeguard the right of poor nations and to alleviate them from suffering caused by 
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“underdevelopment”. Philosophy by its virtue can play a vital role in dealing with these and 

other related questions on development aid and the ethics of aid.  David Crocker (2002), argues 

that philosophers and non-philosophers must set some standards in giving aid to developing 

nations. He further argues: 

Ethical reflection, whether the work of philosophers or non- philosophers, play 

not only critical and guiding role but also an interpretative role in relation to 

social reality and change. An ethic proposes norms for asserting present social 

institutions, investigating future alternative, and assigning moral obligations. 

An ethic provides a basis for deciding how agents should act in particular 

circumstance... How we „read‟ the situation, as well as how we describe and 

classify it, will be a function of our value commitment and even our moral 

sensitivity (2002: 592). 

  In  the  course of  time,  aid  now  appears  to  be  the  issue of global concern. However, it 

became so serious in Africa in recent days especially as the continent is facing many problems 

like disaster, hunger and poverty because it is lagging behind in many ways. Concerning the 

issue of aid in Africa, Danbisa Moyo (2009), argues that aid does not achieve its objective, it is 

essentially negative. This implies that aid is not functional in promoting development; it has 

actually made things worse. For her, aid is not part of the solution, but it is the problem‟ in 

Africa. She again claims, aid itself is what is keeping Africa poor. She identifies corruption as 

the main impediment of development. From the point of Moyo I think, aid kills the habit of 

industriousness‟ or hard working. This shows that the people are waiting for aid rather than 

working, having no motivation for work rather than seeing the hands of other.  

1.2. Theoretical Framework 

  The main point of this thesis is, to show the moral controversies and the weakness of 

development aid within philosophical argument in the ethics of aid. It tries to incorporate how an 

aid action is highly connected to ethics. In  the  process  of achieving  this  task  I  have  relied  

upon a broader theory of ethics  that  explains not only the real moral principle in goodwill of aid  

for the developing countries but also shows arguments against aid.  

Arguments against aid say that the developing countries or the poor people do not have a right to 

get aid from the developed nations. Indeed, there are different justifications for those who are 

against giving aid to the developing countries. In other words, to rationalize their argument, the 
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opponents of aid giving raise different reasons why the rich countries do not have an obligation 

to give aid. They also try to influence the rich countries that they should stop their aid. These 

justifications are categorized as ecological catastrophe, world population trend, liberty of the 

people and aid effectiveness.  

The ecological catastrophes argument focuses on population growth to oppose provisions of aid. 

According to this line of thinking, population growth is considered as a cancer, and we are 

spreading this cancer by giving aid that can increase the birth rate of the poor countries. Hence, 

the solution for the problem is to stop aid.  The second justification against giving aid to the 

developing countries is to ensure the liberty of the people. That is, no one is tolerating to take 

another‟s property and no one should force him or her to give his or her property to corroborate 

the life of others.  

The third justification for the argument against giving aid for the poor is the effectiveness of aid.  

This reflects the fact that aid is not effective and the rich do not have moral obligation to give aid 

for the poor (Brain, 2011). The reasons for this ineffectiveness of aid are corruption, ill political 

system, deformed economic policies and social structures (ibid). Finally, the last justification for 

the argument against aid is world population trend. This perspective pose a serious opposition to 

stop the aid that flows from the rich to the poor nations, for the reason that assisting those now in 

poverty will only ensure that more people born to live in poverty in the future and aid fuels for 

the population expulsion that simply produces more evil in the poor countries. I argue that, from 

this point of view, aid develops the culture of dependency on the developed nations rather than 

preserving the poor in the developing countries. 

 On the other hand, there are a number of ethical theories that supports aid. The ethical 

arguments that support giving aid for the developing countries are altruism, utilitarianism, 

deontology and justice. I explore here in a way that the above-mentioned ethical theories defend 

the view that the developed nations have a moral obligation to give aid for the developing 

nations.  

From the ethical theories, “altruism” is the first ethical theory that obliged someone to give aid. 

“It is a reflection of a concern for the happiness of others without having direct material benefit 

from the activity we perform” (Little, 2007:172). This shows that the happiness for the ego of 
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other regardless of the happiness of individuals. The second, ethical theory that defends giving 

aid for the developing nations is utilitarianism. It is ethical argument that concerns the greatest 

happiness as its moral foundation. According to Utilitarianism aid may provide the greatest 

happiness and pleasure for the whole people and hence should be advocated. This shows that 

utilitarian ethical theory has constantly been part of the ethics of aid. The third ethical argument 

in favor of giving aid for the developing nations is “duty theory” or “deontology”. It is the ethical 

theory that focuses on duty as ethical bases. Consequently, from the deontological point of view, 

the developed countries have a moral duty to give aid for the developing nations those in need of 

assistance or aid.  The fourth ethical argument is justice or fairness. Justice is the way of treating 

people equally or fairly. This principle obliged to assist the developing countries because of 

material inequality between the rich and poor. Thus, this human suffering in the developing 

countries obliged the rich countries to share out their wealth. 

Finally, I  try to evaluate arguments for and against aid and  then I disagrees with  an argument 

against moral obligation to give aid for developing countries and I have same view with ethical 

argument that can supports giving aid for developing countries in need of aid. Because, aid can 

reduce human suffering and death that are happening in developing countries.  Aid can also 

significantly decrease if not alleviate worldwide poverty and famine while improving the world 

economy. It narrows the inequality between developed and developing countries thus ensuring 

economic justice. In addition, aid could help to reduce impacts of humanitarian and ecological 

crises such as war, earth quake, drought, flood, migration etc. that are beyond the capacity of a 

single community.  

Therefore, I accept  and  base  my  arguments  on  the  theory  of aid given by, Denis Goulet, 

Amartya Sen, Martha Nussbam‟s, Peter Singer, Immanuel Kant and others. Ethics of aid from 

the point of these philosophers goes in the principle of human equality; there is an imperative 

that present moral obligation or “obligation for benevolence” Kant (1785) and Singer (1972) 

principle of morally preferable to give aid for the poor to alleviate suffer and promote happiness. 

Sen and Nussbam argue to give aid for the developing country; we must give emphasis for the 

ethical framework. In this case, their capability approach is comprehensive to give aid for those 

who in need. For the purpose of this thesis, the capability approach encompassed both the works 

of Sen and Nussbam. Accordingly, their philosophical view is based on  ethical importance of  
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one‟s  ability  to  attain  the  kind  of  life  they  have  reason  to  value, as well as its notion of 

poverty as deprivation in the capability to live a good life and „development‟ is understood as a 

capability  of  expansion. I think, the capability approach play vital role to understand one‟s 

moral guideline for the flow of resources from the developed nations to developing countries. 

Moreover, the above-mentioned philosophers agree that the affluent people in the developed 

world are morally obligated to transfer large amounts of resources to developing nations in need 

of aid within the ethical framework of altruism (recognition of human reality of other person), 

utilitarianism, deontology, fairness or justice, non-exploitation and capability approach. These 

ethical theories provide substitute lenses from which to view and approach the various ethical 

problems and dilemmas arising in aid practice. I tried to develop my thesis based on the theories 

of the above stated scholars and I defend the view that developed countries have moral 

responsibility to give aid for the developing countries. 

 1.3. Statements of the Problem 

When one thinks about aid, the first thing that comes to our mind is the transfer of money or 

resources from the developed nations to developing countries. Viewing aid as the only transfer of 

resources or money from the rich countries to the poor countries makes the concept incomplete. 

However, for me this definition is not comprehensive. Since, the mere transfer of resources or 

money from the rich countries to the poor countries makes aid meaningless; because, ethical 

justification or moral reason must be taken into consideration based on the given aid.  Thus, this 

makes the notion of aid a controversial issue. 

In addition, the United Nations Charter of Economic Right and Duties declare, “international 

cooperation for development is the shared goal and common duty of all states. Every state should 

cooperate with the efforts of developing countries to accelerate their economic and social 

development by promoting favorable condition and by extending active assistance to them” 

(quoted in Goulet, 1995: 153–154). Goulet also argues that suitable, fair and equitable transfers 

of resource are acceptable. Otherwise, this resource transfer may create a condition of “a social 

control over recipient or unduly favor the economic interest of supplier” (Goulet, 1995: 154). 

However, development aid has come under controversies from various quarters, especially in its 

effectiveness. In addition, the evaluation of aid was related to the narrow definition of economic 

growth regardless of moral consideration and human wellbeing of recipient countries, because 
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“aid literature in particular has been dominated by economists but most economists were 

traditionally separated from ethics”(Gasper,1992: 10). Despite its importance, little attention has 

been given to the ethics of aid and this is a gap that I tried to explicate in this thesis. Since, moral 

clarity and ethical analysis are essential to moral judgment, which intern an important component 

in justifying how, when and where aid should happen. Therefore, this thesis attempts to critically 

examine the shortcomings of development aid and the major philosophical argument on the 

ethics of aid based on Goulet‟s view and other development ethicists. 

1.4. Objectives of the Study  

      1.4.1. General Objective of the Study 
 

The general objective of the thesis is to critically examine philosophical arguments for and 

against aid and to argue for the importance of the ethics of aid.  In doing this, I discuss the major 

weaknesses of development aid, and defend the view that the rich nations have a moral 

responsibility to give aid to the poor nations within the moral principles of utilitarianism, 

altruism, deontology, justice and non-exploitation. 

    1.4.2. Specific Objectives 

The specific objectives of this study are to: 

  examine the major moral dilemma and different philosophical arguments for and against 

giving aid; 

  shed light on issues and problems in development aid and to discuss controversial issues 

on aid‟s role in development and look at the moral principles in support of obligation to 

give aid; 

 Examine the shortcomings of development aid and to show the sources of the problems       

1.5. Thesis Questions 

 In order to realize the above mentioned objectives, there are certain important questions that 

guide both the initial thesis and the final outcome that could be reached at the end of the study. 

These questions include: 

 Do developed nations have moral obligations to give aid?  
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 What obligation do citizens of developed nations have to support the poor people? 

 What are the moral standards in support of giving aid? Are their arguments against aid 

morally justifiable? 

 1.7. Methodology of the Study 

This study is based on qualitative research approach. Data is collected from different secondary 

sources such as books and journal and articles.  Although I believe in the vital importance of 

primary sources, the research findings will relay on a critical analysis of the secondary data. 

Thus, thesis reviews existing literatures produced by researchers at different places at various 

times. Different factors necessitated the application of a qualitative method in this study. 

Financial problem and time constraints prevented me from using quantitative method. 

1.8. Scope of the Study 
 

 The scope of this study not covered all the areas of development aid and the ethics of aid due to 

inadequacy of page specification, time and financial constraints. Even though my focus is on the 

ethics of aid, I tried to discuss the main features and shortcomings of development aid and moral 

controversies on aid. 

1.9 Significance of the Study 
 

After the completion of the study, I hope that the recommendations and conclusions reached 

have a significant role to play in dealing with issues of the ethics of aid. The thesis  findings  also 

have  the following  significance  for the  parties who  have  either  direct  or indirect  interest  to  

it: the  output  from  the  research  can  help  policy  makers,  developmental organizations for 

aid  and corporations to make  possible  sound  decisions  regarding the ethics of aid. I also 

believe that the research output can be used as a research input for those engaged in research on 

this subject. 
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1.10. Organization of the Thesis 
 

This study is organized in to four chapters. The first chapter deals with introduction, statement of 

the problem, objectives of the study, research questions, methodology, scope significance of the 

study and organization of the thesis. In the second chapter, I critically discussed and relate some 

important concepts. The understandings of the concept development, development ethics, aid and 

development aid is analyzed. This chapter also examined the contribution of development aid to 

development, the shortcomings of development aid and different arguments that justify against 

giving aid to the poor. The third chapter specifically discusses the ethics of aid, ethical dilemma 

on aid and issues in the ethics of aid, why ethics of aid matters and the ethical arguments in 

support of giving aid for the poor.  The last chapter provides with the conclusion of the study. It 

contains the conclusion and recommendations of the study. 
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Chapter Two:  Development Aid 
 

In this chapter, I will discuss some terminologies and concepts that are relevant in 

conceptualizing the term development aid. I also critically examine the contribution of 

development aid to development, its shortcomings and different arguments against giving aid for 

the developing countries. Accordingly, the objective of this chapter is to analyze important terms 

that will serve as the philosophical concepts for the study of the ethics of aid throughout this 

thesis. In addition, the concepts discussed under this chapter will provide comprehensive 

understanding of moral dilemmas in the ethics of aid. Hence, I present four sub-topics, which I 

expect will help us to understand the nature, dilemmas and topics of development aid. These are: 

development, development ethics, aid, development aid, and different arguments against aid. 

These sub-topics can also advance existing perception, understanding of issues under discussion, 

and justify the significance of the topics in the coming chapters.  

  2.1.   The Notion of Development 
 

 Under this topic, a discussion is made on the nature and the concept of development. Actually, 

there are many controversies in the definitions of development. As a matter of fact, the concept 

development is difficult and unclear for the reason that it is a different thing to different people. 

For some people, development is arriving at continuous rates of growth of income per capita. 

This is to mean that development is merely the rising of economic growth (e.g. traditional 

approach to development). For others it is seen as a material prosperity or achieving basic-needs 

for all (e.g., basic needs approach). Others also consider it as a means for freedom from 

oppression and other constraints. Still, for many people, development is a multidimensional 

concept that includes personal, social, cultural and spiritual, economic and political 

improvement. The modern structure of development is relevant to this last definition of 

development. The present view of development perceives development not as a particular 

normative framework, but as a multi-dimensional procedure that includes social, economic and 

political changes for the objective of enhancing people„s overall well-being (Goulet, 2006). For 

the traditional views of development, economic growth or value-neutral economic growth is the 

same as development. For proponents of this view, economic growth is an end in itself and a 

solution for all human problems. Until 1970s, since economic growth had been given primacy, 

tackling basic human problems such as poverty, discrimination, unemployment, income 
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distribution and environmental degradation were considered as a secondary importance (Michael 

P. Todaro and Stephen C. Smith , 2012:14). 

As the works of Denis  Goulet,   Amartya  Sen,  and Todaro  show, during  this  period, high  

economic  growth  rates or increase in per capita  income  and  growth  of  GDP cannot be  

simply  and  automatically translated  into  higher  level  of  meaningful  development. It  

couldn„t  avoid  poverty  and hunger, malnourishment,  discrimination, unemployment,  

misdistribution of income, inequity  etc., that   existed  in  developed  and  developing countries, 

and among  national social classes. This is why all development philosophers agreed upon the 

idea that traditional approach to development (which emphasizes on mere economic growth), has 

created as many problems as it has solved (Dived A. Crocker, 2004:7). 

What should be recognized here is that all the above development concepts are derived from 

particular  value  judgments,  that  is,  what  is  good  and  desirable  and  what  is  not.    

Accordingly, development  is  not  only  about  descriptive  and quantitative  aspects  of human  

life  but  also about  normative  (what ought  to  be  and  not)  and qualitative  aspects  of  human  

life.  Hence, the  concept  of development should encompass the diversified human changes or 

transformations as well as avoiding what is bad and undesirable for the conditions of human life.  

As Todaro and Smith showed it: 

Development, in its essence, must represent the whole scope of change by 

which an entire social system, turned to the diverse basic needs and evolving 

aspirations of individuals and social groups within that system, moves away 

from a condition of life widely perceived as unsatisfactory toward a situation 

or condition of life regarded as materially and spiritually better (2012:16). 

According to this all-inclusive approach to development, income and wealth, a mere economic 

growth is not an end in itself but a means for another human ends. In  his  popular  writing  

entitled, Development as  Freedom, Sen state that economic growth cannot  be  logically  treated  

as  an  end  in  itself.  Development has to be more concerned with enhancing the lives we lead 

and the freedom we enjoy (Sen, 1999:14). 

According to him, the most important thing for human development is not material fulfillment 

and  wealth  or  generally  speaking  what  the things  a person  has  (including  what these things  

generate)  but what a  person  is  or  can  be and  what  he  does,  or  can  do.  In  this regard, to 
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ensure what Sen calls as functionings, what a person does or can do with the kinds of  

commodities he/she possess, and capabilities, the freedoms or powers of choosing  functioning‟s,  

we  have  to  go  beyond  the  availability  of  commodities,  or industrialization, or technological 

advance, or social modernization. 

Unlike the traditional one, the modern conception of development is principally characterized by 

Goulet„s three core-values of good life: sustenance, self-esteem, and freedom. The concept of 

sustenance is concerned with the ability to meet humans‟ basic needs such as food, shelter, 

health, and protection. These basic needs  are extremely important  for  all  human  beings  

because,  without  them,  life  would  be  impossible. “By owning things, man becomes superior 

to what he was. To have helps him to be” (Goulet, 2006:28). Economic  growth  can  improve  

development  due  to  the  fact  that increased  incomes  arguably  enlarge  the  range  of  human  

choices  and  capabilities. According to him, the concept of having enough does not limited to 

the sole fulfillment of basic needs, but encompasses ensuring all material needs  for the purpose 

of actualizing one„s potentialities that are indispensable for self-realization. With respect to this 

point, he puts quite beyond basic necessities. However, a person who possesses little is a 

diminished man; he needs to ―have more in order to ―be more (ibid). Lack of basic needs is 

widely spread in poverty-stricken countries particularly in developing countries. Therefore, since 

development without material fulfillments (including basic necessities) is meaningless, 

economics as a single component of human development must address the  problems  or  

miseries that  arise  from  lack  of  basic  needs  and  other  material fulfillments. 

Precisely, the difference between traditional and modern conceptions of development is that the 

traditional concept of development focuses on determining development in terms of economic 

growth, personal income, technological advancement, industrialization, capitalization, 

modernization and etc. However, the scope of modern concept of development (broader 

dimension) goes beyond the scope of traditional one as it incorporates other issues such as 

human freedom, protective security and transparency guarantees, social opportunities and all 

together resulted in human freedom (Sen, 1999). 

In addition, the concept of self-esteem  represents to  be  a  person  in  the  sense  that  it  

embodied  a sense of worth and self-respect as well as freedom of not to be used as an instrument 

or tool  by  others. It embraces people„s quest for their authenticity or identity, dignity, respect, 
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recognition and self-determination (see Todaro and Smith 2012:21). In the  period of  

globalization, since  many  societies  of developing countries  have  contact with affluent nations, 

they may suffer from loss or marginalization of worth with respect to their identity, dignity, 

culture, respect or honor and so forth. Today, due to the fact that worthiness  of  one  country  or  

nation  is  spuriously  attached  to  material  well-beings (money,  capital  and  other  material  

things)  and  the  measure  of  worth  became  national prosperity, poor people  like  Africans  

can  face  crisis  of  their  worth,  meaningful recognition,  dignity,  respect,  self-determination  

and  the  like.  These  problems  can  also manifest  among  the  members  of  a  certain  society  

of  a  single  country.  The  people  of  a country  may  consist  of  different  nations  and  

nationalities.  The dominant may intentionally oppress, marginalize, unrecognize (or even giving 

no recognition), disrespect and mistreat certain majority or minority and subordinate classes. 

Therefore, meaningful development or good life should severely promote all people„s or 

societies „self-esteem or a sense of worth, dignity or self-respect (Sen, 1999). 

The last basic constituent of modern development is freedom. It refers to freedom from servitude 

or various external constraints that debilitate people„s capabilities or potentiality to choose 

among ranges of available human choices. It includes emancipation from  various  bondages  

such  as  social  servitude  to  nature,  other  people,  misery, oppressive institutions, and 

dogmatic beliefs as well as liberation from alienating material conditions of life. It also embraces 

political freedom such as personal security, the rule of law, freedom of expression, political 

participation, and equality of opportunity (see Sen 1999:15-19; Goulet 2006:104). Likewise, the 

concept of freedom encompasses avoiding all what are often termed as  unfreedoms, which  

include  poverty,  malnutrition,  poor  sanitation,  tyranny,  poor  economic  opportunities, social  

deprivations, poor public facilities, intolerance, repressive state apparatuses,  lack  of  education  

and  security, absence of health care, corruption and so forth. In his notion of development as 

freedom, Sen„s central idea is that development is not about mere material fulfillments but about 

freedom (i.e., averting different kinds of unfreedoms or constraints) that enhances humans„ 

capabilities for carrying out functioning.  

As such, freedom or liberation  from  various human constraints  strongly enhances  human 

capabilities  and  capabilities  in  turn,  enhance  the  power  to  carry out  a range of human 

functioning as well as to increase human choices. In his both writings: development as freedom 
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and capability approach, concepts such as capability, entitlement and rights are highly 

interconnected. From the above discussion, it has been clear that development is not self-

sufficient by itself. This is because development ethics play a vital role to critically asses, the 

ethical bases of development and it is indispensable for achieving humane and equitable 

development that is characterized by a productive, healthy and happy human person. Thus, 

ethical considerations are necessary factors that can ensure comprehensive development. The 

next topic raises and discusses issues related to development ethics.  

                 2.1.2. Development Ethics  

As  I  proceed  to  discuss  the  interaction  between  ethics and development,  it is  important  to  

express  that development has to be achieved without demolishing the lives of the people for 

whom it is intended. As I mentioned earlier, the goal of genuine development is enhancing 

humanity.  The meaning of „development‟ is all about serving the people. Ethics provides the 

framework for achieving growth and development without conquering humanity (Goulet, 2006) 

Of course it is to be expected that the evaluation of the concept exist in mid of controversies. 

This dilemma arises from the difficulty to measure what is an ethical or unethical action. For 

instance, certain actions can benefit some groups and harm others. Similarly, an action can be 

ethical for specific society and unethical for the rest. Having this clues about development and 

ethics separately, now it is appropriate to explain what development ethics mean and how 

development ethics related with the notion of aid. 

Development ethics can be seen as one branch of applied ethics like that of business ethics, 

medical ethics, and environmental ethics and the like.  Each area of practice generates ethical 

questions about priorities and actions, rights and responsibilities. Accordingly, development 

ethics is defined as “a field of consideration, an agenda of questions about major value choices 

involved in processes of social and economic development, what is good or „real‟ development?” 

(Des Gasper, 2009: 4).  This is to mean that the definition one gives for the term as an 

independent discipline that deals with the moral relations between values and development 

theory on the one hand and ethical question about development thought and practice on the other. 

In addition, it is inferred as the field of studying ethics and development issues.  Similarly, 

Guelet defines development ethics as: 
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 …an ethical reflection of development issue that concerns the meaning of 

development, freedom, self-determination, and democracy that evaluated in 

terms of what is right, what is wrong within development policies. It is an 

ethical reflection on the ends and means of any developmental endeavor 

(emphases added on, Goulet, 1995:25). 

 What the definition explains is the evaluation of what is right and what is wrong, in the crucial 

areas of development thought and practice. It is a distinct field that systematically reflects on 

meaning, purpose and acceptability of development.  

 Goulet further argues that, in the development process moral judgment concerning the good life, 

the good society, and the quality of relations among people always assist, directly or indirectly, 

as functional standard for development planners and as guidelines for researchers (ibid). Ethical 

structure is used to questions for the existence of moral content of several development theories 

and practices.  Accordingly, for him, the central issue in development ethics is the moral 

justification of the methods and the processes taken in achieving development. In this regard 

Nikos Astroulakis (2010), claims that development ethics is “a desire to explain the way towards 

a new development paradigm that investigates development in light of fundamental ancient 

ethical queries on the meaning of the good life, the foundation of justice in society and the 

human stance towards nature” (2010:2). This implies that the notion of development ethics 

includes both historical narratives and the way forward. Accordingly, development ethics can be 

characterized as interdisciplinary subject. 

Moreover, the  development ethicists  like: (Goulet 1975 and  2006;  Dower  1988;  Gasper  

2006;  Crocker  2008), perceived development  ethics  as both the  ethical reflection on the 

means and the ends of local, regional, national and international development. This definition not 

only admits the form of a philosophical dialogue, but also presents a space of analysis, 

evaluation and action regarding the course of societies, with special reference to suffering, 

injustice and exclusion within societies and among societies at a global scale.  

In general, development ethics assumes that development is not limited to traditional 

straightforward economic growth, but it is value-laden, multidimensional and multidisciplinary 

process. Because it appeals to normative judgments of social, economic, political, cultural and 

attitudinal changes, development requires putting ethics on the agenda of development theory, 
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policy, and practice.  An ethical attitude and work culture are indispensable for achieving 

humane and equitable development that is characterized by a productive, healthy and happy 

human person.  In  a  broad  sense,  development ethics adopts  ensuring  basic  needs  and  other  

material  fulfillment,  sanitation,  safe  drinking water,  education  and  skills, health  care,  social  

and  political justice, human security, freedom, structural and institutional transformation, 

grassroots democracy, self-reliance, and healthy and sustainable environment. It also includes 

avoiding human handicaps such as poverty, hunger, inequity, unemployment and 

discriminations. The existence of suffering and exclusion that result from gaps in development 

calls for aid as means of intervention to fill the gaps. 

Since development ethics is an explanation part for broader conversation on aid officials and 

experts from the developed countries and those in developing countries. Therefore, as I have 

argued in the above discussion, development ethics play a vital role to critically analyze the 

notion of aid and development aid.  In the next section, I will briefly discuss the concept of aid 

and development aid.  

2.2. The Concepts of Aid and Development Aid 

2.2.1. Definition of Concept Aid 

 Under this topic discussion is made on the definition of the term aid and the nature of aid. The 

definition of the term “aid” is somewhat different and complicated. The reason is that the term 

has plenty of meanings.  In this respect, aid is defined as “the same with economic assistance, 

economic aid, development aid, development assistance, development cooperation, or economic 

cooperation” and so on (OECD, 1999). The Development Assistance Committee (DAC) 

Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) defined aid as the flow of 

capital or resource from developed countries and multilateral instructions to developing 

countries. It is provided by official agencies including, the state and local governments or by 

their executive agencies. This definition should satisfy two criteria. First, it must be directed to 

development purpose that excludes military and export credits. Second, it must be highly 

“concessional” (cited in Forsyth, 2005: 111). This means that aid is a resource or revenue that 

flows from affluent nation to poor nation in need of aid or assistance. Then, aid shows the 

relation between the donor and receiver. This is the assistance that connects the rich nations with 

the poor nations.  
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Similarly, (Steen Folke and Henrik Nielson, 2006) argue that aid “embodies a relationship 

between a donor and a recipient with associated, inbuilt problems such as inequality and 

dependence”( Folke. and  Nielson 2006:3). In this respect, aid has a bilateral relation between the 

donor and receiver, developed and developing nations or poor and rich nations in relation to 

difference and dependence. Moreover, Carol Lancaster defines Aid as;  

        --- a transfer of concessional resources from one government to another or forms 

of government to an international aid agency or governmental organization 

(which in turn, transfers those resources to the poor countries). Either the resource 

transfer must be a grant or if a loan, it should carry a grace period, interest rate 

and repayment terms that provide a grant element at least 25 percent. And, the 

resource must be provided with ostensible goal of promoting economic 

development in less developed countries (Emphasis added Lancaster, 1999:36). 

From the above definition, it is possible to infer that, aid as a contractual agreement between 

developed nations or affluent countries and developing nations or developing countries for the 

transfer of resource. In other words, the resource given in the name of aid based on apparent 

objective of advancing economic growth in developing or less developing countries. I think the 

above definition of the concept aid is economist understanding or interpretation of aid. 

The next important question is why is aid given for the developing nations or what is the 

objective of aid? In the process of giving aid for the poor, aid is not distributed randomly or we 

give it for the people we love, for people we know, people like us, but aid is given for anyone 

who needs assistance. In line with this issues, (Carr, McAuliffe, and MacLachlan, 1998) claim 

that „aid‟ highlights the human potential of feeling understanding with others deprived of the 

essential resources that the donor himself possesses even though the recipients do not belong to 

his immediate family or group of kinship ( McAuliffe, and MacLachlan, 1998). In simple terms, 

aid distribution tells us not just to help some people – people we love, people we know, people 

like us, people who might help us in return – but to help anyone who needs it.   

To avoid confusions from the various uses of the term and misinterpretation of it, this thesis 

follows the definition of foreign aid given by DAC( Development Assistance Committee) which 

is one of the subcommittees under OECD (Organization for Economic Development and 

Cooperation). Making up the term “ODA (Official Development Assistance),” which presently 

has gained international use, referring to and substituting for the term aid, DAC provides a clear 



19 | P a g e  
 

definition of aid or equivalent with the notion of aid. DAC defined aid as the transfers of 

resource from developed countries and multilateral instructions to developing countries. It is 

provided by official agencies including, the state and local governments or by their executive 

agencies However, I argue that aid is not only the transfer of resource from the developed 

nations to the developing nations, but it should be given consideration for what is transferred and 

the interest behind the aid. Hence, aid should include elements such as brain gain/drain due to 

migration from the developing nation to the developed countries, resource extraction by 

developed countries in the developing countries and cheap labor force exploited by industries of 

industrialized states.  

         2.2.2. Development Aid  

The practice of development aid has a long history. The existing pattern is the product of aid 

projects and instructions established across long range of time. In this regard, (Katarian 

Tomasveski, 1993) argue that, “the origin of government-to-government aid goes back to the 

Renaissance that is when the Italian princes used it as a tool of foreign policy” (Tomasveski, 

1993:30). Meaning that, the revival of development aid is implicitly related with recollected 

account of aid.  

On the other hand, the modern foreign aid regime began in 1949 when the U.S. government 

inaugurated economic assistance to the developing nations of Asia, Africa and Latin America 

(Amstutz, 2003: 208-209). The emergence of modern development aid is broadly traced to the 

United States president Harry Truman‟s inaugural speech in 1949 (Pora Bjarnadottir, 2010). He 

stated the need to start on a clear and distinct new way for the development and growth for the 

people that are living in conditions approaching unhappiness.  

The objective was to help the „free people‟ of the world, through their own efforts. This was the 

first speech by a national leader outlining why and how it was necessary to provide aid to the 

“underdeveloped” countries (Truman, 2008). In line with Truman‟s speech, Gilbert Rist (1997) 

argues that, this dialogue advanced an entire new way of thinking international relations. The 

existence of the term “underdevelopment” brought up the idea of the opportunity to develop a 

country. This new expression was used to rationalize the process of decolonization after the 

Second World War, allowing access to new markets in the developing countries (Rist,1997: 72-
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75).  This clearly shows that development aid has been employed as an instrument of foreign 

policy during the late 1940s. 

However, the standard approach of development aid has focused on the purpose for which aid is 

given. Development aid, as its name indicates, it is the one that is provided for development 

purpose which includes overall improvement of social, political and cultural life of people. It 

should work towards human wellbeing and social welfare at large. The most common meaning 

that centers on the idea of development aid contributes to human wellbeing and development in 

poor countries (Rogel, Riddle 2007).   Accordingly, the aim of development aid is to help the 

poor nations in their effort to attain development.  This type of aid differs from other kinds of 

aids, because it focuses on overall economic development in the poor countries. It is not 

particularly designed to reduce poverty. In this respect, development aid is a kind of assistance 

that the wealthy nations give aid to the poor nations for the purpose of development. Moreover, 

William Easterly defines development aid as; 

… the combination of money, advice, and conditions provided by rich nations 

and international financial institutions, such as the World Bank and 

International Monetary Fund (IMF), which is designed to achieve economic 

development in poor nations ( Easterly, 2007:1). 

What is understandable from the above definition is that the source of development aid is the 

amalgamation of currency, guidance and situation supplies by the rich developed nations 

constitutional like World Bank (WB) and International Monetary Fund (IMF) that is a planed to 

realize economic development in poor nations. Development aid also comes from the developed 

countries and some developing countries like OPEC members (ibid). 

In giving aid, donors use different channels. The common channels are the multilateral and 

bilateral channels (Cassen and Associates, 1994: 3).  Multilateral aid system gives aid through 

international and regional agencies indirectly to assist the poor. An international multilateral aid 

agency includes, International Development Assistance (IDA), which a counts for the largest 

portion of multilateral ODA and the World Bank soft loan window. Regional agencies include 

the regional banks like African Development Bank (ADB), Asian Development Bank (ADB) and 

Inter-American Development Bank. Bilateral aid flows through each countries aid agencies, such 
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as United States Agency for International Development (USAID) for the US, and UK‟s 

Department of International Development (DFID). Two-thirds of aid is bilateral, which flows 

directly to the recipient countries (Forsyth, 2005: 18-19.) 

On the other hand, ODA through multilateral organizations is called “multilateral ODA,” while 

that between a donor country and a recipient country is called “bilateral ODA.” Multilateral 

channel also includes the UN „family‟ of specialized agency like UN Development Program 

(UNDP), and a number of smaller UN agencies like Food and Agricultural Organization (FAO) 

(Cassesn and Associates, 1994: 4). Development aid also comes from Non-Governmental 

Organizations (NGOs) such as Oxfam and CARE, and private aid agencies by raising funds from 

public to encourage development in developing nations.  

In its application development aid takes two forms; project and program aid. Project aid is the 

most common form of foreign aid that spends on a particular project such as, road building, 

supplies for school, health and water. In this aid form, the donors and recipients agree to spend 

the fund on specific projects. However, program aid is not associated with a specific program. It 

makes cash available for the entire recipient country; it makes resource freely available to 

government budget (Forsyth, 2005: 19).   

The preceding discussion reveals that the term development aid emerged over long period of 

time and under significant debates and controversies. As a result, it became difficult to 

unanimously define it. This in turn led to the existence of various definitions for the term. In the 

meantime, common elements that developed as the defining feature of the concept emerged.  As 

far as my understanding is concerned, development aid refers to external  aid  to  low-income  

countries as  offered  in clear concessional  resource,   allotments  to   increase welfare  in  those  

countries.  It has also been clear that development aid emerges from different sources and flow 

through different channels. Development aid also varies in terms of its purpose and forms.  

  2.2.3. The Contribution of Development Aid to Development 

Nowadays development aid becomes an international phenomenon and public interest because of 

its complexity and harsh conditionality attached to it. Despite this, there are critical debates on 

the impact of development aid. In order to analyze this debate, Lancaster (1999: 4) uses two 

approaches by acknowledging the risk of oversimplification. These are contextual approach and 
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instrumental approach. I would discuss these approaches one by one in the following sub 

sections. 

2.2.3.1 Contextual Approach. 

This approach investigates the impact of aid in development in the broad economic and political 

context in which it is provided. It tends to be more theoretical and depends up on theory rather 

than as practical implication.  

Contextual approach also uses state and market‟s role in development. The mainstream 

economists, during the 1950s and 1960s, stated that underdevelopment is a result of lack of 

sufficient capital for saving and investment (Lancastor, 1999: 6-7).  Because of the deficiencies 

in resource in poor countries, they argue that we need economic cooperation by which we can 

stimulate the economy of “underdeveloped” nations (ibid: 7). The 1980s and 1990s economists 

also argue that foreign aid can play a role in the development of nations if it is provided to the 

state as an incentive to encourage good policies and regular reforms. In this connection aid can 

be effective tool in promoting democracy in developing countries (ibid). 

  2.2.3.2 Instrumental Approach 

The second approach is instrumental which uses empirical evidence to examine the role of 

development aid (ibid). This approach by using different theories examines the contribution of 

aid for development. One of the theories is „dependency‟ theory. According to this theory, the 

relationship between the capitalist (the “center”) and the “developing” countries (the 

“peripheries”) is exploitative. Dependency theory viewed aid as a “tool of capitalism to reinforce 

exploitative behavior and therefore deepen underdevelopment and poverty” (Lancastor, 1999: 4).  

The advocators of this school view development and other related concepts with development as 

the inventions of Western capitalists; which intended to create a good way to exercise their 

power over the developing world. The approach characterizes foreign aid as a tool for the 

exercise of power by donors.  

However, Graham Hancock investigates the role of aid in “developing” nations and he argued 

that the aid agencies are not working to alleviate the poor from underdevelopment but corrupted 

leaders with greedy economic motive are worsening the problem of the poor. He further argues, 

“Aid is not help” and “aid” in the present context is the transfer of resources from poor countries 

to rich countries. Therefore, he concluded that it should stop now (Hancock, 1989: 189). 
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 In addition to Hancock ideas, Cassen and Associates (1994),  in their book Does Aid Work? 

argue that “Most aid does indeed work”. Aid succeeds in achieving its development objective, 

and contributes positively to the recipient countries economic performance. But, they don‟t mean 

that aid works in every circumstance. The multiple and complex motives of aid may affect its 

effectiveness (1994: 7).  This shows how development aid has it is own contribution in the 

development process when it used effectively for the proposed occasion. Thus, development aid 

or the assistance that is given for the development has played a crucial role to development. 

From the above discussion, we notice that development aid is a very complicated issue. We came 

across a number of arguments on the role of development aid. There are opponents and 

proponents of development aid. It is clear that if development aid is not correctly used and 

correctly managed as Samir Amin 2005 cited in Goulet says, it might be a tool for social control 

and its negative impact may outweight its positive impact so that we should critically examine 

why aid is not effective and the shortcomings of development. 

     2.2.4. The Shortcomings of Development Aid 

The purpose of development aid is to accelerate the economic development of the recipient 

countries and to solve problems that are caused by underdevelopment. However, development 

aid is criticized for not having contributed to economic growth and poverty reduction. Before I 

discuss the shortcomings of development aid, I want to analyze aid effectiveness, because this 

understanding enables us to know why aid is not effective and to identify the controversial issues 

and problems that are attached to aid.  

 In this respect, aid effectiveness, most of the time is associated with development effectiveness. 

With regard to developed and the developing nations, the effectiveness of aid is determined by 

development effectiveness in the region (Cassen and Associats, 1994: 10). For example, Sub-

Saharan Africa has been the most difficult environment for development generally and therefore 

for aid (ibid). When we compare this region with other regions like Asia it is a disadvantageous 

region because of political instability, weak administrative institutions, smaller proportion of 

literacy and educated people and external dependency on primary commodity facing highly 

instable markets. All these factors become major obstacles to development (Cassen and 

Associates, 1994: 10). But it is right to say that there are common factors that determine 
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effectiveness of aid like good governance, political stability, honest and capable administration, 

effective institutions and favorable policy for development. 

In addition, Cassen and Associates further argue the factors affecting aid effectiveness both from 

the donors and the recipients‟ side (1994: 11-13). From the recipient side most of the time we get 

the problem of good governance. “Good governance upholds the rule of law and it facilitates 

effective utilization of resource through non corrupted governance. It also includes accountable 

and transparent way of governance to promote the general social welfare” (Saba Haile, 2008: 

22). Precisely it is to say that the way the country is governed will affect its rate of development 

and it is obvious that “countries that have enjoyed political stability are more likely to develop 

than countries that lack this” (Congressional Review of Development Literature, 2003: 5 quoted 

in Saba 2008: 22).  

In addition, good policy is also one of the factors that affect aid effectiveness. A number of 

scholars argue that the main impediment to growth were misguided government policies. The 

World Bank announced that aid works only in good environment for development (World Bank, 

2002: 89). This shows that regardless of the amount of aid given to the countries, if government 

policy and administrative capacity is not good, aid may not make any kind of difference in the 

economy of a country. As result, different donors‟ motive, aid sometimes fails to achieve its 

goal. One of the most common causes for the failure of aid is excessive commercial and political 

motives. Besides this, many projects that are implemented in the recipient countries are 

technically poor, ill designed and indifferent to the local circumstances and failed to learn from 

the mistake (Cassen and Associates, 1994: 11-12).  

Most aid programs to developing nations were accompanied by donors‟ motive to pursue high 

diplomatic recognition such as establishing military bases (Lancaster, 1999: 75-76). Aid in most 

cases reinforced the political links of dependency. It provided access to the developed nation to 

control the developing nations. Accordingly, developing nations are forced to follow 

uncomfortable political system. There is a gap between the interest of government of poor 

countries and its citizens.  

Moreover, development aid because of its failure to give much attention for the interest of 

citizens‟ wellbeing and because of lack of procedure to follow up aid effectiveness, aid 
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sometimes is diverted to non-productive activity to oppress the poor people because, there is 

always ill political system and lack of patriotism and national unity (Spero, 1977: 142). 

Development aid can also create negative impacts on the initiative and accountability of the 

recipient government officials. The basic problem in poor countries is lack of good governance 

to establish and maintain effective planning budget and program in different sectors. If these 

activities of the poor government are left to donors, of government of the poor countries, 

unaccountability to their population is inevitable (Lancaster 1999: 67-68). Greedy economic 

motives also have a considerable place. The most common requirement of the economic motive 

of the donors is that the aid given to the developing world should be spent on goods and services 

that are produced in the developed world. This is most of the time done by putting conditionality 

on aid. Through tying their aid, donor countries often require the recipient to purchase goods and 

services from the donors (ibid: 77).  

Economically, aid tying is not good for the recipient countries, because it ignores the 

„comparative advantage‟ of the poor countries. Besides this, the donors used aid as a means to 

subsidize their own companies by letting them to ship their goods to poor countries that have no 

quality. In this connection, the donors do not want to see competing industry and by there, they 

discourage development (Spero 1977: 144). 

Development aid sometimes targets only the economic growth of a country. It ignores the social 

welfare of the society. Growth in developing nations did not lead to social welfare and seem to 

aggravate the unequal distribution of income (Spero, 1977: 142). “Aid also creates foreign debt 

that might never finance by developing nations and it creates distortion in the overall economy” 

(Pronk, 2001: 620, quoted in Saba, 2008: 19). 

In this connection, Saba (2008) tries to show that development aid creates a demand and 

dependency syndrome. She argues that; 

 Development aid creates a demand and dependency of aid rather than 

boosting the economy and substantial increase in available resources. The 

food producers may not encourage producing more and the business men 

may not actively engage in business, if aid can cover the economy. 

Accordingly, it creates distortions in investment and loss of domestic market 

(2008: 28). 
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Moreover, development aid is also criticized because of its failure to appreciate the indigenous 

knowledge of the recipient countries. For example, the donor favors those countries in which 

donors‟ culture, religion or language is already established. This can be showed as the outcome 

of aid. For example, promotion of the use of  a particular language in academic life of the 

students and adhering to the particular religions and culture of the developed nations (Lancaster, 

1999: 77). In this regard, the donors do not appreciate the culture, religion and language of 

recipient countries. In this case, development aid is used as a means to substitute indigenous 

knowledge or foreign skills that are irrelevant to the life of the poor people. 

        2.2.5   Arguments against Aid 

 The arguments against aid implicitly have a connotation that the poor people in the developing 

country do not have a right to get development cooperation from developed nations. This implies 

that developed nations do not have any obligation to give aid for underdeveloped nations. 

Indeed, the act of development aid most of the time goes simultaneously with our conception of 

development and it can be justified and attacked with reference to our moral principle that we are 

following.  

In this respect, Cees J. Hamelink (1997) argues that the question of development aid is 

unavoidable in political, economic and social issue (Hamelink, 1997). Based upon the given 

paradigm of philosophy, a number of arguments are given to defend the view that rich countries 

have no duty to give aid to the poor countries.  

Accordingly, to justify their argument the opponents of aid give different reasons as to why the 

rich countries do not have an obligation to give aid. They have try to persuade the rich countries 

that they should refuse their aid. I will examine some of reasons below. There are different 

arguments that states that developed countries do not have obligations to give aid to the 

developing countries. These are; world population trend, ecological catastrophe, beyond the 

domain of our responsibility, liberty of the people and aid effectiveness. 

2. 2.5.1 World Population Trend 

 It is obvious that currently the greatest problem of our world is population growth that becomes 

the major cause and a great impediment in the struggle to alleviate the poor from absolute 

poverty (Geoffrey McNicoll, 1999). In addition, an objection is given to refuse aid that goes to 

poor nations, because helping those currently in poverty will only ensure that more people are 
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born to live in poverty in the future and aid simply fuels the population explosion which simply 

produces more evil in the poor countries. Therefore, they argue that they should not give aid to 

the poor countries (Dower, 1991:276).  In this respect, this objection sometimes adopts a policy 

of “triage.” This term comes from medical polices adopted in war time, with too few doctors to 

cope with all the causalities (Singer, 2003). The wounded were divided into three categories; 

those who would probably survive without medical assistance; those who might survive if they 

received assistance but otherwise probably would not, and those who even with medical 

assistance probably would not survive (Singer, 2003: 609).  Analogically, the proponents of this 

school argue that this policy should apply to countries; accordingly we would aid those countries 

where our help might make the difference between successes and failure in bringing food and 

population imbalance (ibid). 

Similarly, adopting this policy means cutting off assistance to these countries and allowing 

famine, disease, war and natural disaster to reduce the population of those countries. The 

proponents of this argument propose that “we have to check population in poor countries by 

rising death rate - that is, by increasing malnutrition and related diseases by widespread famines; 

by increasing infant mortality; and by epidemics of infectious diseases” (ibid: 670). They further 

argue that when our capacity to help is finally unable to cope, the suffering will be greater than it 

would be if we stop the help now. Therefore, I think, what is concluded from the above argument 

shows it is morally wrong to give aid for the poor. 

However, this approach has attracted wider critic from scholars and policy makers. The policy of 

“triage” first was adopted during war time to use the limited medical equipment and human 

resource to save people who could be survived and its very name indicates to us the assignment 

of degree of urgency to wounds or illness to decide the order to treatment of a large number of 

patients or casualties. But, the policy that was implemented to population problem is illogical, 

immoral and inhumane. The analogy between the war time and this world‟s capacity is not 

correct. According to some studies, the world can produce ample food to feed its inhabitants and 

according to some estimates, the world can feed ten times as many (Singer, 2001: 662).  

Having this point in mind, one can ask a question that why are people constantly hungry?  It is 

because of lack of distributive justice and lack of sense of humanity between nations and because 

of exploitative economic, political and social structure that exists now and in the past. Singer 
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added to this argument. He claims that the problem is not the world cannot produce enough food 

but it is because of the lack of equal distribution and the consumption driven life style of 

Westerners. He says, “The poor people only consume 180s kilos of grain a year but North 

Americans consume 900 kilos of grain a year” (2003: 602). He further argues that this gap is 

caused because the affluent nations feed grain to animals and “if we stopped feeding animals on 

grain and soybeans the amount of food saved would if distributed to those who need it be more 

than enough to end hunger throughout the world” (Singer, 2003: 602).  

Moreover, Garrett Hardin has also supported an objection to give aid. He formed allegory that 

those rich countries are like the occupants of a crowded lifeboat a drift in sea full of drawing 

people. The allegory is as follows:  

So here we sit, say 50 people in our lifeboat. To be generous let us assume it has 

room for 10 more, making a total capacity of 60. Suppose the 50 of us in the life 

boat see 100 others swimming in the water outside begging for admitting to our 

boat or for handouts… if we take them all into our boat, then the boat swamps 

everyone drowns justice, complete catastrophe (1974: 1).  

 The above metaphor inferred that it is better to save some than all. Hardin argues that the people 

in the lifeboat should leave the people in the water to die or to get a solution for their own 

problem. Therefore, he concludes that the rich countries have no obligation to give aid for the 

poor people. He also states in his book entitled “Lifeboat Ethics” that case against helping the 

poor. In addition, he came-up with the argument against offering aid for the needy.  

On the other hand, the strict ethics of “lifeboat ethics” becomes stricter when we consider the 

reproductive rate of the people outside the boat and inside the boat. The doubling time for people 

inside the boat is 87 years whereas the people outside of the boat double themselves in 35 years. 

Therefore, the only way that Hardin proposed as a solution is to eliminate the population of poor 

countries by leaving them to die by crop failure and famine. He argues that the rich countries 

should not give aid to the poor countries because if poor countries constantly receive food, the 

rate of their population would increase (Hardin, 1974: 5).   

 However, I disagree with Hardin‟s arguments regarding assisting the poor in developing 

countries, for the reason that our world is becoming one community through globalization, 

because of globalization all countries are viewed as part of one political, economic and social 
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community. I think it is not logical to think that the rich countries are absolutely separated from 

the poor countries like that of Hardin‟s lifeboat. The political, economic, social and 

environmental problems of one country now- a-days can be considered as part global problems. I 

think what Hardin and his followers missed is the interdependence or mutualism of one country 

with the rest of the world. 

           2.2.5.2 Ecological Catastrophe 

The other major argument against giving aid is an ecological disaster. This argument states that 

population growth is considered as a cancer, and we are spreading this cancer by giving aid 

which can increase the birth rate of the poor countries (Warren M. Hern, 1993).  As such, his 

argument states about avoiding aid and the solution is to cut-off aid for the poor. On the other 

hand, by giving aid, we are threatening the future generation. For example, Hardin argues that 

“humanitarian is our intent, every life saved through medical or nutritional assistance from 

abroad diminishes the quality of life for those who remain and for subsequent generations” 

(1974: 7). He said that there is a failure to consider the fundamentals of human ecology in the 

well-intended humanitarian effort.  

In addition, Alan Gregg, a vice president of the Rockefeller Foundation associated the growth 

and the spread of humanity over the surface of the earth to the spread of cancer in the human 

body, remarking that “cancerous growths demand food but and far as I know they have never 

been cured by getting it” (quoted in Hardin, 1974፡ 6).  

Similarly, this kind of inclination is also reflected among self-professed deep ecologists like 

Davell For man who believes that „famines are natures‟ „population control‟ and immigration 

into the US should be restricted in order to preserve “our” ecological resource (quoted in 

Bookchin, 1994: 230).  Hardin further said that we should follow “close door” policy to save 

what we have because unrestricted immigration moves people to food thus speeding up 

distraction of the environment of the rich countries. One of the proponents of deep ecology 

called Devall Forman said the following:  

When I tell people how the worst thing we should do in Ethiopia is to give aid-the 

best thing would be to just let nature seek its own balance, to let the people there 

just starve they think this is monstrous… Likewise, letting the USA be an overflow 
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value for problems in Latin America is not solving a thing. It‟s just putting more 

pressure on the resource we have in USA (quoted in Bookchin, 1994: 230).  

In line with the above point, Malthus in his essay tries to show that population grows 

geometrically whereas our resource grows arithmetically. He claims that “hunger, poverty, 

disease and untimely death are inevitable precisely because the population and food supply 

increase at different rates. Hence, war, famine and plagues (Malthus later added “moral restrain”) 

were necessary to keep population down” (quoted in Bookchin, 1994: 235).  

On the other hand, the Neo-Malthusians considered human being as “fruit flies” but human 

reproductive behavior is profoundly conditioned by cultural values, standards of living, social, 

traditional, gender relations, religions belief, socio-political conflict and expectation ((Bookchin, 

1994: 235). Demography is not only a mere number of a given population. It profoundly 

involves different and complex political, economic and social interpretation of the given 

population. Both Malthus and Hardin think that they must let nature to balance the population. 

Both of them fail to go beyond this means.  

 2.2.5.3. Beyond the Domain of Our Responsibility 

 Some writers object to the idea that the developed nations have a duty to give aid for distant 

people (Dower, 1991). They argue that even though they have a duty to care for others, this duty 

is limited to some special geographical areas. Our duty to care does not extend to “other” 

communities. They claim, “Charity begins at home” by which they argue they have no duty to 

distant people (ibid). They do not want to consider suffering outside of their border, because this 

suffering belongs to other community. The argument further states that “our duty is bounded by 

our social relation they have towards one another within the community (ibid: 279).  

Beside the above point, Dower argues that “charity begins here” presupposes aid also ends here. 

The claim ithat “we have only a duty to help people in our society” begs a question on what is a 

society and question of restricting morality in the given area.  

Nowadays there is a sense not to restrict our citizenship in a given community. Dower asks us to 

look at the present condition of our globe. He says “we need only look at world trade, global 

institutions and environment interdependency. The world is therefore actually, and not 

potentially a moral community, we are global citizens even if we have not yet acquired our 
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global soul” (1991: 180). Therefore, aid must be seen and given as an expression of our moral 

responsibility towards our fellow citizens.    

           2.2.5.4 Liberty of the People 
 

 The other argument that is used to refuse aid to the developing nation is the liberty of the people. 

It states that “people are morally entitled to what they possess and therefore have no duty to 

throw it away” (Brain. 2011). No one is permitted to take another‟s property and nothing should 

force him or her to give his or her property to sustain another life. The supporters of this claim 

argued that to tax its people to finance “welfare” program or overseas aid program is immoral 

and illegal (ibid).  

In another way, they argued that foreign aid is a kind of involvement in the affairs of poor 

countries which is immoral and attacking the liberty of the people. Further, they argued that they 

have no way to know what the poor people‟s need. There are a number of complex things that 

they should consider like culture, religion, language and social structure. Since it is difficult to 

determine these things, it is better to refrain themselves from involvement. This objection to give 

aid faces a radical objection from a “negative action” thesis (Dower, 1991: 281). This thesis 

depends upon the question that the moral significance of the distribution often drawn between 

“doing” and “letting happen”. Both libertarians and those who support “our obligation is 

restricted for our community” in one way or another way let people to die by misery. The 

“negative action” thesis show us that “if killing is wrong, i.e., causing a person to die, then what 

is so different about letting someone die, i.e., not acting to prevent the death where one could 

have intervened? Is not one‟s failure to act part of the casual chain that led to the person‟s 

death”(Dower, 1991:281)? Therefore, letting people suffer would seem morally equivalent to 

killing them. The general idea of “negative action” thesis is that we are responsible at least a 

degree for the evils they can prevent as well as for the evil we actually cause (Dower, 1991: 

281).  

I think, the very notion of liberty is explored in a way that one is free to the degree that nobody 

interferes with one‟s activity. Therefore, libertarians strongly disagree that they are not morally 

obliged to give aid for the developing countries and the moral obligation to give aid is against 

individual freedom. However, I argue that in case of liberty which is giving aid to poor is 
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possible only to the extent that when individuals are volunteers in the acts of aid providing. This 

means without enforcing the freedom of individuals there is a possibility of aiding the needy. 

    2.2.5. 5. Aid Effectiveness  

The other reason some writers give to support the idea that we have no obligation to give aid is 

aid effectiveness. They argue that since foreign aid is not effective the affluent nations have no 

moral duty to throw away their wealth for something useless (Brain, 2011). The reasons they 

give for aid‟s ineffectiveness are corruption, political system, deformed economic policies and 

social structure (ibid). Furthermore, they argue that aid is used to perpetuate problems in poor 

countries because in most cases the finance is used to strengthen the power of corrupted 

governments. Therefore, pragmatically it is immoral to give aid.  

Similarly, one of the proponents of this argument is the Zambian Economist, Dambisa Moyo 

(2009), who claimed that aid itself is what is keeping Africa poor. She argues that development 

aid simply doesn‟t work, but filled the treasure of the elites (ibid). She identifies corruption as 

the main impediment of development. Aid creates a sense of dependency in the rich countries 

and creates material inequality between the elites and the “mass”. According to this view they 

claim that they should not give aid to the poor countries. The way out according to Moyo is to 

balance the budget of Africa and other developing continents. This recommendation includes 

inciting foreign investment, taxing money sent home from abroad, issuing government bonds and 

increasing export and substituting import (Brain, 2011). Even though Moyo identifies corruption 

as the cause of underdevelopment, she did not work to solve this problem. She simply argued 

that the rich countries should stop giving aid to poor countries because it is not effective in 

alleviating the poor from absolute poverty.  

Development aid, as I have tried to show earlier, should work to solve the problem of good 

governance, deformed policies and problems that are attached with development. If not, what is 

the point of development aid? Moyo failed to understand that corruption and other related 

problems of good governance will continue even though the rich countries cut-off their aid. She 

did not give a place for what “good aid” but it is an aid that fuels corruption can do in the poor 

centuries.  



33 | P a g e  
 

According to some critics like Madeleine Bunting, Moyo‟s “proposal to phase out aid in five 

years is disastrously irresponsible, it would lead to the closure of thousands of schools and 

clinics across Africa and the end of … emergency food supplies on which millions of lives 

depend” (Bunting, 2009: 3).   

The above discussions reveal that the scholars who argue against aid have proposed that aid 

should be cut-off for various reasons. The reasons among others include, balancing population 

growth reducing ecological catastrophe, limiting domain of responsibility, for the liberty of 

people and avoiding negative impacts of aid.  However, the proponents of this view tend to 

justify the consequences that lack of aid would cause to humanity and nature surroundings. I will 

discuss the argument for aid and the criticism for this objection in the next chapter. 

In this chapter, I have tried to illuminate the importance of some concepts basic to the entire 

thesis.  Based on Goulet‟s definitions, I have stated that development should be understood as a 

multidisciplinary concept. It encompasses both descriptive and normative aspects of human 

development. I have argued that development must include ethical reflection on the strategies, 

policy and other techniques that facilitate economic progress and human wellbeing. In this 

regard, development must be a guarantee to political stability and assurance to peaceful and 

responsible institution. The other important concepts that have been discussed in this chapter are 

the concepts aid and development aid.  In additions, in this chapter, I have discussed the 

contributions of development aid to development and the shortcomings of development aid.   

 Moreover, I have discussed different arguments against aid including ecological catastrophe, 

world population trend, liberty of the people and aid effectiveness. In the next chapter, I will 

discuss the ethics of aid, the ethical dilemma in aid and the arguments for giving aid for the poor 

in the developing countries. 
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Chapter Three: The Ethics of Aid 
 

 In the preceding chapter I have discussed the concept of development aid, including its 

development, scopes and objectives. I also discussed the concept of aid, its historical 

development, constituents and principal aims. The main objective of this chapter is to critically 

analyze the ethics of aid.  In doing so, it would highlight the essence and features of ethics and 

critically examine major issues under the ethics of aid and so as to indicate what moral 

controversies each of them have.  It would also explain important issues in the ethics of aid and 

ethical principles in support of aid.  

 3.1. The Concepts of Ethics  
 

Ethics is a branch of philosophy. It is also known as moral philosophy. It asks basic questions 

about the good life, what is better and worse and other issues related to our obligation (Miller, 

1948).  Accordingly, ethics is a general term for what is often described as the study of morality. 

In addition, etymologically the word ethics comes from the Greek word ethos; which is 

equivalent to „morals‟. It “typically begins with what is a rather deep-rooted part of everyday 

practice, i.e. the making of moral judgments and the thinking of moral thoughts” (Francis Snare 

1992:8). Ethics is also defined as the systematic reflection on what is moral (James Rachels, 

2003).  In this definition, morality is the whole of opinions, decisions and actions with which 

people express what they think is good and right. So, in short, to think ethically, you need to 

systematically reflect on what people think is good and right. I think, what is inferred from this 

analysis is that morally right action is determined in terms of what brings gratification to oneself. 

This implies that in philosophy, ethical behavior is that which is "good" and "right.  

 Moreover, the field of ethics involves systematizing, defending, and recommending concepts of 

right and wrong behavior. Philosophers today usually divide ethical theories into three general 

subject areas: meta-ethics, normative ethics, and applied ethics (Snare, 1992).  Meta-ethics is 

ethical theory that investigates where our ethical principles come from, and what they mean. It 

asks whether they are merely social inventions, and whether they involve more than expressions 

of our individual emotions.  It provides answers to these questions by focusing on the issues of 

universal truths, the role of reason in ethical judgments, and the meaning of ethical terms 

themselves (ibid). Normative ethics on the other hand, takes on a more practical task, which is to 
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arrive at moral standards that regulate right and wrong conduct. This may involve articulating the 

good habits that we should acquire, the duties that we should follow, or the consequences of our 

behavior on others. Finally, applied ethics involves examining specific controversial issues, such 

as abortion, infanticide, animal rights, environmental concerns, homosexuality, capital 

punishment, or nuclear war, aid controversies and the like. 

 3.2.   Ethical Dilemmas and the Issues in the Ethics of Aid 
 

Under this topic, I would briefly explain the moral controversies in action and in the ethics of 

aid. Before analyzing the dilemmas in aid, it is important to discuss philosophical foundation for 

these ethical controversies.  

 In the world that we live, every society has different moral codes that enable it to differentiate 

what is wrong and what is right. These moral codes oblige us to raise a question about moral 

quality of the choice that we make in our day-to-day activity. The main problem in our choice of 

moral codes can be determined by a number of factors that surround us or in a condition that we 

are involved. In every instance of our activity, we are forced to ask questions such as “what kind 

of choice is morally defensible?” “How should we act?” “What standards should we follow?” 

And “how should we treat the problem around us?” The popular usage of morality enables us to 

judge about right and wrong (Hamelink, 1997: 11). What each of us needs in order to deal with 

ethical dilemmas is not a set of answers provided by someone else, but a set of skills that enable 

us to arrive at answers and make decisions for ourselves. This is important partly because it 

enables us to take greater control of our lives and partly because we do not yet know all the 

ethical questions which are likely to face us (Anne Thomson, 1999: 1).   

In order to better understand the term ethical dilemma, it would be important to consider some 

definitions of the concept. According to Your dictionary, “ethical dilemma can be defined as a 

choice between two options, both of which will bring negative results based on society or 

personal guidelines”.  It is also known as moral dilemmas which describe a situation in which 

there is a choice to be made between two options, neither of which resolves the situation in an 

ethically acceptable way. 

As it can be understood from this definition, ethical dilemma happens in a situation where one 

agrees and disagrees; it is the trouble of deciding between two alternatives which are adverse. 
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Similarly, Oxford dictionary defines ethical dilemma as “a situation in which a person must 

choose between two courses of action of approximately equal moral importance, so that the 

choice necessarily entails the transgression of an important moral principle.” 

From the above definitions, it has been clear that ethical dilemma occurs while making a 

decision that can result in negative consequences by comparing it with other similar choice that 

must be ignored. In short, it involves taking risks and accepting controversial alternative over the 

other. In this regard, provision of aid to the poor also poses such moral dilemmas. That is 

examining the rightness and the wrongness of aid issue is very difficult, as it involves dividing 

public opinion and controversial donor interest.  Some say that giving aid to the poor is right; 

others would say that it is wrong. That is why aid issues are said to be under the ethical 

dilemmas. 

To make clear how ethical dilemmas practically happen in aid, it is important to look at concrete 

examples. European Union has been supporting poor countries in Africa for a long period. 

However, it withdraws from some countries due to sanctions laid by international organizations 

and United Nations Organs. One of such countries that are recently under sanction is the state of 

Eritrea. As a result of the sanction, EU has withdrawn its aid program to Eritrea. This in turn has 

resulted in increased migration from that poor country to EU itself which put the latter under 

ethical dilemma as to whether to restore aid and stop the exodus or to sustain the sanction and 

pressurize the government of Eritrea.  

Since recently, EU has started to revise its policy and implement limited and targeted approach 

that allows provision of some projects in Eritrea in order to save the EU from the migration crisis 

it is facing. This choice is made after entering the ethical dilemma of sustaining sanctions or 

lifting the sanction and providing aid to Eritrea by the EU which clearly shows how the dilemma 

occurs in practical examples. 

Having discussed ethical dilemma I can now proceed to discuss issues that can be raised under 

the ethics of aid. As Gasper (2004) shows it the issues in the ethics of aid explained in the 

following passage: 
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 Major issues in the ethics of aid includes at least the following conditions: first, 

whether and why such aid should exist, and in what circumstances, if any; second, 

the quantities of aid to be offered by, or required from, specific richer agents, and 

from which agents; third, for  which  countries;  fourth,  for  which  sectors  and  

uses;  fifth, questions  of  how  to  conduct  aid  work,  about  the  manner  and 

conditions under which aid is provided; sixth, how to evaluate aid projects and 

programs (2004, 28-29). 

From the above discussions it is possible to infer that ethics of aid requires the reasoning and 

inquiry regarding rationale, the context, amount, destination and the approach used while 

providing aid. I would briefly discuss these issues below. 

 The first major issue that can be raised under the ethics of aid is the question “why should aid 

exist or why aid is given?”  According to Littile, the reason the need to provide aid to the poor 

arises from humanitarian point of view. This implies that the developed nations should give 

assistance to poor by the virtue of being human. It is also shows the necessity of aid is derived 

from the extreme condition of human suffering that is associated with poverty and inequality that 

exist in the many parts of the world (Little, 2003). In line with this point, Kant argues that aid 

given to the poor should be seen as “obligation of benevolence” (Kant quoted in Little 2003: 

172).  I think this shows that it is unethical for the people to live with circumstances of extreme 

deprivation. For example, as Little argues, when a person is in a situation of extreme deprivation 

and has a capacity to reduce that deprivation, he or she have a prima facie obligation to provide 

aid (ibid). He further argues that individuals who live in developed world generally have moral 

obligations to help the needy. Hence, such persons have natural obligation to give aid for the 

poor in the developing nations. 

In addition, I claim that, aid is not only given from the point of humanity only; but also given 

from environmental perspectives; since the developed nations affect the environment by emitting 

and releasing huge amount of carbon dioxide to the environment. This adversely affects African 

economy that is based on seasonal rain. Thus, developed nations should compensate for the poor, 

because of the polluting the environment which in turn poses a great challenge to livelihood of 

people in developing countries.  In addition, industrialized nations must pay for past injuries they 

committed during colonialism, imperialism and slave trade. 
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 But the question is “how much aid?” The reflections of this question inferred from two 

perspectives. These are donors and recipient (Little, 2003). In this regard, from the perception of 

developed countries or the donors we can ask how much percentage of income (GDP or personal 

income), is reasonable to expect to be provided as aid (ibid). For example, the United Nations 

has recommended that OECD nations should contribute 0.7 percent of their GDP to official 

development assistance. Religious group sometimes advocate a practice of “paying- offering 10 

percent of one‟s income to charitable purpose (ibid).  Similarly, Singer (1972) supports the 

principle of giving up to the point at which marginal utility of the last donation is equal for self 

and other (cited in Little, 2003). This rationale would have driven individual‟s income down to 

the level of that reasonably rich citizen of a developing country. So Singer‟s principle is logical 

and persuasive. 

On the other hand, the second view on the quantity of aid is from the donor‟s point of view.  

According to Little (2003) the individuals give some weight and recognition when they make 

decision on expenditure.  In other words, personal and familial consumption is legitimate priority 

and recognition of human reality of others in the ethical necessity. I think, what is 

understandable here is the question how much aid from donors point view depends on the 

limitation of resource that not satisfies the need and wants of the poor. This means there is 

scarcity of resources to provide sufficient aid to the poor.  

Generally, the discussion on how much aid should be given for the developing nations does not 

answer how much the exact quantity of aid should be.  It rather suggests that an ethical person 

will make the ethical plan and decision under the condition that the expenditure profile should 

result from the consideration that gives weight to both personal and extra personal need. 

Therefore, there is no ethically accurate answer for the question how much aid rather than an 

imperative suggestion to give weight to the curiosity of others. 

The third important issue in the ethics of aid revolves around the question “for which countries 

aid is given”. From common sense, there are some objective criteria that make a given 

state/community eligible for aid. Among others, absolute poverty, natural disaster, famine, civil 

war and drought are some of the common reasons that make a given nations to ask for and get 

access to aid from the international society.  Thus, aid should be given for the needy people in 

poor nations or for those affected by sudden natural or man-made disaster. Stemming from this I 
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argue that we do not give aid for the people we know, people like us and people we love but aid 

is given for anyone who needs assistance. So, the actual deprivation and vulnerability of people 

in poor or affected areas of the world justifies the ethics of aid.  

3.3. Why Ethics of Aid Matters 
 

The reason to ask “why ethics of aid matters” is to analyze the moral concern of aid action. Here 

I want to examine aid from the perspective of applied ethics.  As mentioned earlier in this 

chapter, applied ethics is a branch of ethical theory that discusses moral and controversial issues.  

Accordingly, giving and taking aid could be taken as controversial ethical issue since it could be 

evaluated in terms of right and wrong. For example, when Mr. X says giving or taking aid is 

right or wrong; the very statement of Mr. X could be moral statement. This is for the simple 

reason that, the given action is evaluated in terms of right or wrong.  Depending on this point, it 

is possible to bring aid issues under the views of applied ethics. 

 3.4   Critical Assessment of the Moral Importance of Aid 
 

There are a number of moral considerations that can be used to justify my argument that the 

developed nations have a moral obligation to give aid to the poor. This implies that the 

developed nations have a moral duty to improve the life of the poor in the developing countries.  

According to Little, these moral duties resulted from altruism or the ego of other, justice and past 

injustice (2003:185).  Specifically, this moral obligation implies that those nations in the 

developed world have to give material support to improve the condition of life in the developing 

nations (ibid). 

As I mentioned earlier in chapter two there are different arguments that defend the position that 

developed countries do not have a moral obligation to give aid for the needy in the developing 

nations.  Here, I will briefly discuss different moral theories that support giving aid for the poor 

in the developing countries.  

                 3.4.1 Moral Theories in Support of Giving Aid 

Several related moral principles are raised to support the obligation to give aid. This obligation to 

give aid is in most cases derived from the moral importance of humanity. In this section I want to 

demonstrate why the rich countries should give aid.  Even though there are a number of reasons 

why the wealthy countries are obliged to give aid, we can mention two arguments that have 
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normally been used in support of transfers of aid from the developed countries to developing 

countries.  One set of arguments is based on the economic and strategic self-interest of the donor 

country. A second set of arguments is based on the ethical or moral responsibility of the residents 

of wealthy countries toward the residents of poor countries.  I will begin with the moral reason. 

  3.4.1.1.  Altruism 

The first moral principle that obliged someone to give aid is altruism. Altruism is an expression 

of a concern for the welfare of others without having a direct material benefit from the activity 

we perform (Little, 2003: 172). ). Beside Little‟s claim, other  scholars from the humanist school 

claim that aid is about altruistically aiming to help poor people in other countries (Busby, 2007; 

Stokke, 1989).   In relation to the above point there are a number of people and groups who are 

working for the good of others, especially religious groups. They argued that human beings have 

a biological imperative which pushes them to behave in an altruistic manner (Wise Geek, 2011). 

Altruism, most of the time, is misunderstood by a number of writers. In this thesis, I employed 

„altruism‟ to mean an expression of kindness or belongingness to other people without having a 

direct material benefit. We can get some benefit from the activity we perform but we are 

working regardless of the consequence. One who behaves in an altruistic manner may get a 

psychological satisfaction (Geek, 2011). I think this kind of reward is unavoidable from human 

nature.  

Similarly, the notion of altruism totally opposes the argument from liberty with regard to aid. 

Since, from the libertarian point of view, giving aid is against the freedom of the individual. 

However, altruism is a moral principle that can be used to argue that the wealthy countries have a 

moral obligation to give aid for the developing countries.  Instead in giving aid the wealthy 

countries are then required to express unselfish concern. In this case, altruism is a binding moral 

principle (Little, 2003: 172). Therefore, the above moral principle is the one that justifies or 

strengthens my argument that the developed nations have a moral obligation to give aid to the 

poor in the developing countries. 

3.4.1.2.  Justice 

The very idea of justice lies in treating people equally and fairly. Justice requires us to do things 

without discrimination. This principle obliged the rich people to be fair in their economic order 

and in their international relations (Craig, 1998: 153). Justice, which obliged the rich countries to 
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assist the poor countries, arises from three related reasons. The first reason is the material 

inequalities that exist between the rich and the poor. In the rich countries, there is abundance of 

materials whereas in the poor countries people are suffering because of lack of food. This human 

suffering in the developing countries obliged the rich countries to distribute their wealth (Little, 

2003: 172-173).  In addition to the above point, there is the point that “the ethical frame of 

reference for debate on aid is the promotion of the greater justice within and among nations” 

(Goulet, 2005: 1).  

 However, this argument claims that both the moral and rational arguments that have been 

forwarded to support moral obligation for distribution of resources apply to individuals or 

families and not to collectives such as nations (Richard N. Cooper, 1977).  I think the very notion 

of justice indicated as the point of reference for the structure of aid action especially in it is 

distribution. This implies that justice as to be a principle that defends the view that the developed 

nations have moral obligation to give aid for the developing nation. Thus, justice arguments are 

often invoked in connection with aid to the developing world. Regarding this point Little argues 

that, “the property of developed or the rich countries in the contemporary worldwide economy 

depends unavoidably on the contributions, resources, and labor of persons in developing 

countries” (2003: 172). And in this inclusive world the economic systems are becoming more 

cooperative. This cooperation requires us to fairly distribute what we get in the cooperation 

(ibid). As Little argues the second motive for the developed nations to be just shows that:  

 The rich countries to be just are the present exploitative nature of economic order. 

This current economic order treats the poor people unjustly. What the poor 

countries produce are primary goods and the rich countries produce technological 

equipment. This creates imbalance in the wealth of the rich and poor countries.  

Even sometimes the present economic order and international labor division are 

considered as a means of exploitation. The “non-exploitative” principle obliged us 

not to exploit the poor countries (2003:172).  

Moreover, the main problem in the current system of development aid is exerting unfair 

conditionality that provides a power to wealthy countries to exercise their power on poor 

countries. If the wealthy countries continue to exert unfair economic power over the poor 

countries, the human condition in the poor countries will deteriorate. So the “non-exploitative” 

principle urged the wealthy countries to refrain themselves from exploitation of the poor (ibid).  
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The third reason why the rich countries are required to be just is because of the past action. The 

past injustices that exist between the rich countries and the poor countries obliged the rich 

countries to give development aid to restore the victims of the past.  This  argument often points 

out through the "New Economic Order" discourse of the 1970s was that there should be 

compensation by the affluent nations to poor nations for past injustices stopping from political 

power and economic exploitation (Singer,1997).  This principle which requires us to restore the 

victims of the past is known as “restorative justice” (Little, 2003: 173). Clearly, the historical 

record shows that most of “underdeveloped” nations are colonized by “developed” nations. The 

poor country‟s resources have been forcibly extracted and exported to the colonial power like 

Great Britain and France. Thus, this entitlement strongly suggested that the rich countries have 

amoral obligation to restore the past victims.   

Because of the past injustice writers like (Little 2003 and Streen 1976, cited in Gasper, 1992) 

argues that poverty is not an exclusive responsibility of the poor countries. The poverty of 

developing countries is systematically related to the past action and the wealthy nations are 

partly responsible for the underdevelopment of the poor countries. Accordingly, Little claims 

that the wealthy nations have responsibility to restore the past victims and to give assistance to 

the poor countries. He says, if we come to the conclusion that the poverty of developing world is 

systematically related to the wealthy of the First World and that the deprivation of specific 

persons is the necessary condition of the affluence of other persons - and if we judge that the 

results have come about through unfair or exploitative circumstances, then we have a strong 

obligation to correct the effects of injustice and to restore the current victims of these injustice to 

something like the condition they would have attained in the absence of the past injustice (2003: 

173). As result, the rich countries of the world should share some of their resources in order to 

support the poor countries as a means to restore justice that has been created by actions of the 

rich countries in the past. 
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3.4.1.3.  Common Sense Morality 

This moral principle claims that we have to balance our own interests with the interests of 

others. Morality requires us to have moral duties to other people and we also have “a natural 

duty” to others because they are people who could be helped or harmed by our action. The 

Common sense morality claims that, “other people‟s interests count from a moral point of 

view” (Rachels, 1996: 545). One of the proponents of this school of thought is James Rachels, 

and she argued that morality requires us “to care about the interest of other people for the very 

same reason we care about our own interests” (ibid). Our interests are comparable with the 

interest of others. She claims that:  

It is understandable of course that we look out for our own interests and no 

one can be faulted for attending to his own basic needs. But at the same time 

the needs of others are also important, and when we can help others - 

especially at little cost to ourselves - we should do so (1996: 549).  

 As Rachels claims, we should consider the interest of others regardless of our 

proximity. All human beings are similar in the sense that all humans need good things. It 

is clear that no one needs to be starved and died. If I am in need to get clothed, so do 

others. Therefore, she concludes that we have to give aid and our morality must include 

some recognition of the needs of others.  

I argue that the above ethical theory justifies the view that the developed nations should 

provide aid to the poor in the developing countries; because they have moral obligation 

to meet the interests of others in need.  In this regard, common sense morality is the 

right way for those who have to share with those who have not. They have human 

experience in their interaction with others in need that they seek support from them in 

their way of life. According to this ethical theory, helping the needy starts from the 

home to the neighbor and finally it goes up to state and global level. Therefore, I think, 

this ethical theory is relevant in encouraging others to help the poor nations in the Third 

World countries. 
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3.4.1.4. Utilitarianism 
 

This moral theory holds utility or the greatest happiness principle as its foundation. The actions 

are right and wrong in proportion to how much happiness they generate. “By happiness is the 

intended pleasure and the absence of pain, by unhappiness, pain and the privation of pleasure” 

(Mill, 1996: 525). This moral principle claims that “all people are equal and therefore all 

suffering in the world should be equal” (ibid: 525). In addition utilitarian theory is argues as 

maximizing the good, while reducing suffering by improving the quality of life of others. 

In line with the above ideas, Singer argues that we can use this moral principle in the ethics of 

aid. He claims that “constant poverty, cyclone and a civil war have turned a great number of 

people into destitute refugees; nevertheless, it is not beyond the capacity of the nations to give 

enough assistance to reduce any further suffering to very small proportions” (1990: 247). In this 

regard, the loss of life and displacement caused by war in Syria, Yemen Iraq and subsequent 

migration crises across Mediterranean see is a good example.   

 In connection to this, Singer argues that we should prevent any kind of misery in the world. But 

in doing so “we should not sacrifice any of comparable moral significance to ourselves.” We 

should not cause further suffering in affluent nations. To make the claim, “we should not 

sacrifice any of comparable moral significance” more clearly he gives us an example of a child 

drawing in a pond.  He says “I am walking past a shallow pond and see a child out in a pond. 

This mean getting my close muddy, but this is insignificant while the death of a child would be a 

very bad thing” (2003: 667).   Stylish clothes, expensive dinners, a sophisticated sterol system, 

overseas holidays, large houses, cars, and others have not comparable significance to the 

reduction of poverty by giving money without affecting our “comparable moral significance” 

(Little,2003: 667).  In saying this he assumed that absolute poverty which cause that death for 

million people is bad and he assume that it is in the power of the affluent nations to give aid by 

which they avoid pain from poor people and maximize happiness. In doing so, the affluent 

nations do not sacrifice any “comparable moral significance” to themselves. So that the affluent 

nations have an obligation to help those people in absolute poverty and by this we can maximize 

the happiness of our brothers. If the affluent nations fail to do so, they would be morally wrong 

and responsible for the loss (Lopez, 2009).  By the same saying, I can say that it is morally 
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wrong for European countries to refuse to accept the refugees from Middle East and African 

countries.  Accordingly, utilitarian theory has always been part of the ethics of aid. 

However, Singer‟s argument to give aid can be found in our practical life. Nowadays because of 

globalization, no one is an island that the suffering of one community belongs to other 

communities. Some problems that are recognized as local problems are getting an international 

recognition. In general, there is the sense of “global society” among the people. Accordingly, one 

country can involve in what is happing in other part of the world. He further argues “the 

suffering and death that are occurring some were now are not inevitable or not unavoidable in 

any fantastic sense of the term” (1990: 247). Anyone who considers the equality of people, 

justice and fairness does not hesitate to involve in poor countries to help them.  He says “it 

makes no moral difference whether the person I can help is a neighbor‟s child ten yards from me 

or a Bengali whose name I shall never know, ten thousand miles away” (Singer, 2003: 249). 

From this he concludes that there is no possible justification for discrimination on geographical 

ground.  

I think, what Singer wants to argues in general is that, if it is in our capacity to prevent any kind 

of evil, we have to prevent it .Unless we held responsible for the evil and our action is similar 

with killing people because we are letting people to die by suffering caused by absolute poverty. 

Accordingly, all people who have a capacity to contribute to the alleviation of poverty must 

contribute their part. In doing so they should not sacrifice any “comparable moral significance.” 

The question is all about why we would allow people to death when we could save them.                                             

3.4.1.5 Deontology 
 

 Deontology is an ethical theory that focuses on duties, characterized by principles concerning 

specific kinds of acts as a foundation for moral conduct.  This theory states that ethical action is 

defined by the act regardless of the potential consequences of the given action. Within this idea 

of morality, the ethics aid relates respect as an end in itself and we are duty bound to help others 

(Schwartz et al. 2010).  

 The German Idealist philosopher Kant believes that by applying reason peoples could act 

morally without outside aid, notably, without religious interference or guidance (Kant cited in 

Veronique Fraser, 2013). Similarly, Kant argues that the only thing of fundamental moral worth 
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is the Good Will. The Good Will depends upon human beings choosing to do something because 

it is a moral duty and that duty is determined only by reason (Kant, 1993).  According to Barnett, 

(2011), “the ethics of aid came to determine moral justification in Kantian based imperatives in 

which actions are: (1). intrinsically good regardless of consequence, and (2). required as a by-

product of humanity” (cited in Veronique Fraser, 2013: 26).   He argues the principles that serve 

as the foundations for aid action and the rhetoric surrounding human rights thus have their basis 

in a Kantian conception of duty (ibid).  Accordingly, (Fraser, 2013) sates that aid often directly 

formulates this Kantian notion of duty-based imperatives, in which actions are intrinsically good 

apart from their consequences.  

In his Ground work of the Metaphysics of Morals (1785), Kant establishes a necessary condition 

of moral equality among all rational beings. Kant writes that “the human being … exists as an 

end in himself,” and should be treated as such, as one among equals (quoted in Gabriel S. 

Morris, 2005: 4). Moreover, the duty for each person to act rationally “applies to every person … 

and indeed to all in equal measure” (ibid).  Kant defines a moral obligation for the promotion of 

equality among people. It is this bases developed by Kant on which virtual human equality 

becomes a moral necessity. In this regard, I think, Kantian argument on the equality for all 

rational beings justifies the view of developed nation have a moral duty to assist to the needy in 

the developing countries. 

In short, I argue that, the analysis of ethical arguments that supports the view that the developed 

nation gives aid to the poor; having deep awareness of sympathy for other suffering, the act of 

compensating for service loss or injure and response to disaster and urgent needs.  

              3.4.2. Donor Self-Interest 
 

Efforts to advance a suitable basis for giving aid have not been restricted to ethical arguments 

and their rationalizations. There has been an argument about the self- interest of the rich 

countries to give aid in reducing poverty and enhancing economic development in poor 

countries. It is the argument that defends the view that developed countries should give aid to the 

developing countries. This theory implies that “it is clear that the rich countries give aid for the 

reason of enlightened self-interest” (Little, 2003: 174). This argument is often brought in formal 

and general statements in defense of developed nation‟s assistance budgets (George Shultz, 
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1984).  The giver self-interest argument has also been made by the critics from the left who 

declare that aid influences negatively political and economic development in the developing 

countries (Teresa Hayter, 1980). In relation to this point the empirical evidence indicates that 

contributor self-interest plays a relatively great role in bilateral aid while recipient need plays a 

larger role in multilateral aid (Alfred Maize and Machiko Nissanke, 1984). This analysis implies 

that when developed countries have a special interest in the developing countries. 

 Indeed, the current global economic system creates interdependency between different nations 

regardless of its weight of dependency. Since a more just world is a safer world, and since the 

poor countries think that they are treated unjustly in different political, social and economic 

affairs, the rich countries must do something to solve this problem. The problems in the poor 

countries directly or indirectly affect the security of the rich countries. Thus, for their own 

interest “the rich countries are obliged to design a smooth process of economic growth, poverty 

alleviation and improvement of the circumstance of justice in the developing world” (Little, 

2003: 174). 

What is inferred from the above analysis is that the problem of the poor in one way or other 

affects the life of people in the developed world. For example many developed countries refuse 

to give aid for poor countries such as Eritrea due to sanction. Through gradual process this 

countries affected by many problems like; hunger, unemployment and migration to other 

countries. As result, people migrate in huge number from these countries to developed nation and 

create many challenges there.  I argue that had developed countries helped the poor in their 

countries, such problems would not have happen. Therefore, the problem of the poor in one way 

or on other ways is the problem of the rich as well and assisting the needy is a global problem 

and it also needs global solution from the developed countries, hence, global solutions to global 

problems. 

 In short, the analysis of the argument from donor self- interest justifies the view that affluent 

nations give aid to the poor nations from the view of mutuality, development aid and cooperation 

in maintaining international human security.  
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 Generally, the preceding discussion revealed that different ethical theories that defend the view 

that developed nation have a moral obligation to give aid for the developing countries.  It also 

shows that how these ethical arguments justify the reason why aid is given for the developing 

countries.   

In this chapter, I have discussed the ethics of aid. I have showed the moral importance of aid.  In 

this regard, I have critically examined major issues under the ethics of aid and I have looked at 

the nature of moral dilemmas on aid. I have also discussed the important issues raised in the 

ethics of aid and moral principles that support my claim in giving aid to the poor in developing 

countries. Finally,  I have argued that the developed nations have moral obligation to provide aid 

for the poor and vulnerable needy in the developing countries within the ethical frameworks of 

altruism, justice, and utilitarianism, common sense of morality and deontology. 

 

. 
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Chapter Four: Conclusion 
 

In this thesis, I examined the ethics of aid.  I showed the moral controversies on aid and the 

weaknesses of development aid. I have discussed argument for and against giving aid for the 

developing countries. Accordingly, I have argued that, the question of the ethics of aid and 

development aid is enduring and consistent question which needs to be reevaluated and answered 

frequently, because development is an indispensable objective of most of the people in the world.  

The concept of development, as discussed in second chapter is more of multidimensional and 

multidisciplinary concept. It includes both descriptive (quantitative) and normative (qualitative) 

aspects of human development. It also deals with the overall social well-being, which covers 

economic, social, political, cultural, attitudinal and spiritual transformation. Indeed, the very idea 

of development lies in the heart of human wellbeing. If we agree that development promotes the 

wellbeing of human being, it would be irrational to restrict it to a particular place, to a particular 

group of people or to a particular race. Authentic development, as a number of writers like Denis 

Goulet and Amertya Sen argued, must include ethical reflection on the strategies, policy and 

other techniques that facilitate economic progress and human wellbeing. In this regard, I have 

argued that ethical consideration has an important role for a genuine development.  

In this same chapter, I have discussed the concept of aid. It is seen as a transfer of resource from 

the rich nations to the poor nations. However, I have argued that aid is not only the transfer of 

resource from the rich to the poor nations, but the interest behind the aid should be given 

attention. In addition, I have discussed the notion of development aid.  The term development aid 

emerged over a long period of time following significant debates and controversies. As a result, 

it became difficult to unanimously define it. This in turn has led to the existence of various 

definitions of the term. As I have showed earlier, development aid is the assistance that is given 

for the development purposes. It is an external  aid  to  low-income  countries as  offered  in clear 

concessional  resource,   allotments  to   increase welfare  in  those countries. I have argued that 

development aid should be regarded as a collective human action to create a more just and safe 

world. In order for these things happen, rules, norms, and methods should play an important role 

to guide ourselves in overall development process. 
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Different theorists have different interpretations of development aid. There are supporters and 

opponents of development aid. The opponents argued that “development aid” and other related 

concepts with “development” are the invention of Western capitalists who intended to create a 

good way to exercise their power over Third World countries. Therefore, they stated that 

development aid has not played a positive role in developing countries, but it makes them poor 

and weak. They also argued that development aid creates dependency. But the supporters of 

development aid argued that development aid can positively contribute to the development of 

recipient countries. They further argued that development aid can be a means to alleviate poverty 

and enhance democratization. Thus, the supporters concluded that aid indeed is useful. 

Similarly, the World Bank worried that development aid works only in the conducive economic, 

political and social policy. I would also like to state that we have to be very careful when we 

receive development aid, because development aid can be spoiled by different factors such as 

leadership styles, political system and policy options.  

In the same chapter, following Carol Lancaster, I have tried to scrutinize the shortcomings of 

development aid in to three areas i.e., economic, political and social problems.   Economically, 

development aid most of the time is criticized because of it is free to alleviate the poor from 

poverty. The donors, by using different conditionality, forced the recipient countries to purchase 

goods and services from donor countries. Some writers like Spero argued that conditionality that 

is attached to development aid most of the time does not consider the “comparative advantage” 

of the recipient countries. In this regard, I have maintained that the political reasons of donor 

countries are not suitable to poor countries. These pressures create an interest gap between the 

government and the poor people and ultimately create ill political system and lack of patriotism 

and national unity. This is because of lack of intensive study about the problems of the poor 

countries and failure to identify the real problems of the poor. In addition to the political and 

economic problems, development aid sometimes is used to substitute indigenous knowledge by 

foreign experience. This can be exemplified in the use of particular language and adherence to 

particular culture and religion.  

Logically, when we think about these problems at the same time we are required to identify the 

source of these problems. In this regard, Cassen and associates stated that the source of this 

problem arises from two approaches. The first problem comes from the donor countries and the 
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second one comes from the recipient countries.  The recipient countries most of the time suffer 

because of lack of good governance and the failure to implement what they proposed and to 

enforce their policy confidently. But why did they fail?  I think that there is a lack of skilled 

manpower, good governance, confidence and good policies.  

When we critically examine these problems they are not genuine problems of the poor people. 

The donor countries have contributed to the problems of poor countries. Most of the donor 

countries want to benefit more than what they give. I have argued that the political, economic 

and religious motives make aid ineffective.  In this regard I have stated that the problems from 

the donor countries come because of their failure to understand what development is all about 

and the role of development aid. 

Moreover, I have presented different arguments against providing aid for the needy in the 

developing countries. Some writers state that the poor people in developing countries do not 

have the right to get aid from the developed countries. In contrast to this view, there are writers 

who argue that “we have no moral duty to help the poor countries.”  

In the third chapter, I examined arguments that were forwarded to defend the view that 

developed nations have a moral/ethical obligation to provide aid for the needy in the developing 

countries. I have also examined the ethical dilemma on aid from the perspectives of applied 

ethics. This implies that, giving and taking aid could be taken as a controversial ethical issue, 

since it could be evaluated in terms of right or wrong and good or bad. Further, there is the 

question whether saving people‟s life or building a military base is more important. In 

connection to the question of priority, there are two related answers. The first reason is morality 

is essential to assist the people who suffer because of underdevelopment and poverty. The 

second reason is the self - interest of donors that necessitates donors to give aid to poor countries, 

because the problems in poor countries may directly or indirectly affect the long term security of 

the rich countries.  

I have argued that the main reason to give aid is moral necessity. This may raise a question that 

what kinds of moral theory is justifiable regarding the action.  There are several moral theories or 

principles that help us to argue that the developed nations have ethical or moral obligation to 
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give aid to the poor. I have argued that we can use different moral codes that obliged us to give 

aid.  

In general, in this thesis I have tried to show two things. The first one is many people live in 

absolutely poor countries and suffer from hunger, malnutrition and widespread disease. The 

second one is, there are people who live in absolutely affluent countries which have a capacity to 

alleviate the poor from poverty. Then I have scrutinized the question that do the rich countries 

have moral duty to give aid to poor countries? And should moral standards play a role? Some 

groups argued that we have a moral duty to assist whereas some other groups argued that we 

have no moral duty to assist the poor people. 

It is hoped that policy makers, nongovernmental organizations and researchers can benefit from 

the findings of this thesis. Ethical considerations should be given attention when we give and 

accept aid.  

As I have tried to show earlier, the question of the development aid and ethics of aid is very 

complex. In this regard, this thesis does not aim to provide a final solution. It reflects on the 

ethics of aid by identifying the major elements that are involved in the ethics of aid. It also raises 

issues that help to shape our understanding regarding the concept. Thus, the whole aim of the 

study has been to examine the perceptions, controversies and challenges that ethics of aid 

involves. It stresses that development aid should be guided by ethical principles. It also suggests 

that further research should be conducted by focusing on the impact, effectiveness, rationality 

and feasibility of the ethics of aid in the world.  

One of the limitations of this thesis is a lack of specific case study that might have substantiated 

my conclusions.  It would have been better to utilize a quantitative methodology in support of 

my argument. However, lack of finance and time limitation hindered me to conduct such a 

research. It is one of my future objectives to apply what I have failed to conduct in the present 

work.         
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