The Impact of Funding Cuts on Children and their
Protection in Humanitarian Contexts:
An Analysis One Year On
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The Scale and Trajectory of Child Protection Funding Cuts
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Funding reductions are now widespread and deepening over time, representing a contraction
in child protection in humanitarian action.
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Rising Child Protection Violations Since January 2025

Percentage of respondents reporting increase in harms
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Child Protection Violations in Conflict Settings

53% of respondents in active conflict settings report significant increases in
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child protection violations since 2025, compared to 26% in other humanitarian settings.
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How Organisations Are Adapting to Reduced Child Protection Funding

Percentage of respondents reporting each adaptation strategy
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Child Protection Prevention and Response Interventions Impacted

% respondents reporting impacts of child protection interventions
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Impact of Funding Cuts on Child Protection Staffing

Average reported impact on child protection staffing capacity (scale 0-5)
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Impact of Funding Cuts on Community-Based Child Protection

Systemic underinvestment
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child protection approaches organisations report/A\ protection funding /AN coordination =
disrupted funding cuts . structures

Community-based child protection structures are:
¥ Facing budget cuts but growing operational reliance

¥ Taking on more responsibility without matching investment
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Impact of Funding Reductions on Child Protection Capacity

Technical gaps and operational impacts reported by respondents

Top technical gaps within remaining staff capacity
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Key Recommendations

s Stabilise and Protect o — @ <= Protect Quality and Technical Capacnty
- Child Protection Financing = | as Core Protection Functions -

i

v Avoud disproportionate reductions to child

v Fund supervision, safeguarding & technical advisory -
protection funding

functions

v Ensure prioritisation within resource allocation .. v Invest in adaptive local technical support models

v Provide longer-term, predictable funding cycles v Maintain quality assurance & accountability

v Prioritise funding for local & communlty-based actors
v Protect community-based child protection approaches
v Sustain technical support & partnerships

v Undertake risk-based prioritisation processes

+ Balance response services & preventive approaches
v Enhance coordination & information sharing

Coordinated action is required across donors, governments, implementing partners,
and coordination bodies to protect critical child protection services
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