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My name is Lisa Shahin from the Arab Group for the Protection of Nature. I am a 
member of the CSIPM Coordination Committee, facilitating for the West Asia region.

Much has already been said today about the importance of better data for food security 
and nutrition. I would like to focus instead on what is too often avoided from these 
discussions: the governance of data in contexts of war, occupation, and protracted 
crises.

CSIPM has consistently raised this concern since the negotiations on the CFS Policy 
Recommendations on FSN Data in 2023. We must not forget that data is never 
objective or neutral. Every stage of its collection, analysis, ownership, and use reflects 
particular assumptions, interests, and power relations. Data can be manipulated to 
serve political, military, or corporate objectives, at the expense of the rights and 
livelihoods of the very people from whom it is collected. 

Without human oversight, data collection technologies can also risk becoming 
instruments that entrench the appropriation and exploitation of land, water, seeds, and 
other resources essential to sustaining life. 

We have a collective obligation to guarantee that human rights are at the center of data 
governance. This means that rights holders determine how their data is produced and 
used. Yet across many contexts, we witness non-consensual data extraction and 
sharing without meaningful rights to access, correct, transfer, or delete it, and increasing 
surveillance by both governments and private actors. In contexts of wars and 
occupation, these risks become exponentially greater, where data itself can become a 
weapon and humanitarian information can be used to facilitate starvation, displacement, 
and genocide.

We are witnessing precisely these dangers in Gaza. The cyberattack targeting the 
World Food Programme exposed the personal information of approximately 600,000 
households, collected through humanitarian assistance registration systems. This 
should not be viewed simply as a cybersecurity incident. It was a targeted attack against 
an extremely sensitive humanitarian database concerning a population enduring 
genocide, manmade famine, and pervasive surveillance; a population who is required to 
surrender personal information to access even the most basic necessities of survival, 
such as food, water and humanitarian aid. 



The risks do not end with the breach itself. They also raise broader questions about how 
humanitarian data is governed, who has access to it, and the partnerships through 
which it is managed. These concerns are further compounded by WFP's partnership 
with Palantir, a software company with a publicly documented relationship with the 
Israeli occupation. In her 2025 report, UN Special Rapporteur Francesca Albanese 
stated that there are "reasonable grounds to believe" Palantir has provided predictive 
policing technology, core defense infrastructure for military software, and an AI platform 
enabling real-time battlefield data integration for automated decision-making. Against 
this backdrop, reports indicate that Palantir provides WFP’s data platform which 
integrates humanitarian beneficiary data, raising profound concerns about the security 
and potential for weaponization of this data.

Humanitarian organizations have an obligation to apply the highest possible standards 
of data protection and due diligence. Partnerships with entities complicit in facilitating 
serious violations of international law are incompatible with these obligations. Our call 
for accountability is directed at the institutional decisions that permit such partnerships 
and fail to adequately protect the highly sensitive data entrusted to humanitarian 
organizations by populations seeking life-saving assistance.

Finally, we call for a new governance regime for data, grounded in human rights and 
data sovereignty. Such a framework must define the legitimate boundaries of data 
collection and prohibit forms of data processing that undermine or deliberately attack 
individual or collective autonomy, dignity, and self-determination.

Within this framework, we urge the adoption of much stronger safeguards to prevent the 
exposure and weaponization of humanitarian data, together with a thorough re-
evaluation of partnership and procurement processes to ensure full compliance with 
international law.

Thank you.


