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1. The CAADP Domain

1.1.Introduction

1.  This appendix maps current donor support to ARBSA to the CAADP mandated agencies
from the perspective of programme and project ik&eeping at continental level through NEPAD
(see sub-sectioh.2), at the regional (SSA) level through FARA$) and at the sub-regional level
through three Sub-Regional Organisations (SROe JROs are ASARECAL(4), CORAF (1.5),

and SADC-FANR 1.6).

2. With respect to CAADP Pillar 4, SROs are both #apients of donor funds to implement
networks, projects and programmes (NPP) that aimpoove regional cooperation and coordination
in ARD; and they act as sub-regional donors digbgrgrants (on a competitive or non-competitive
basis) to fund research programmes and projeetsational level, build the capacity of research
institutions at a national level, and support atities for inter-national research cooperation,
collaboration and sharing findings.

3. The national level ARD activities are captured tigio the activities of continental and
international actors, and SROs in Sectlon National Agricultural Research Systems (NARS)
include national agricultural research institutgsyersities, civil society organisations including
farmer and pastoral groups, the private sectomamndgovernmental organisations.

4.  As the central domain in the Study the CAADP donthaStudy’s strategy was to rely
primarily and substantially on information fromepresentative contact person, guided and
supplemented by information from their organisatiomebsite and its associated documentation.

5.  This appendix has three aims:

» The first is to map existing policy support to AR summarising the relationship between
CAADRP Pillar 4 and NEPAD, FARA, the SROs and NARS&d on the statements made by
these organisations and their level of engageméhttihe CAADP process.

» The second aim is to map existing investmentsaihport ARD through primary self-reported
data and secondary data on organisations’ welzmigé annual and strategic reports, where
these have been publicly available.

* The third aim is to contrast and compare policyestents of support with actual levels of ARD
investment and, in doing so, highlight the extdrdanor alignment and harmonisation with
ARD priorities at a continental and regional level.

1.2.NEPAD and the CAADP

1.2.1.NEPAD policy on CAADP and ARD

6. The New Partnership for Africa’s Development (NEPA®a programme of the African Union
and a partnership of African member states to dsqorioritise, plan and coordinate development
cooperation across the continent. Agriculture faad security is one of six thematic areas that the
NEPAD Planning and Coordination Agency (NPCA - feriy the NEPAD Secretariat) actively
supports. The Comprehensive Africa Agriculture 8epment Plan (CAADP) is one of NEPAD's
most important initiatives under this theme.

7. A specific goal of the CAADP is to attain among&mber states an average annual
agricultural growth rate of six per cent and insepublic investment in agriculture to ten per ag#nt
their national budgets. The CAADP’s four completaey pillars (see Appendik0) are designed to
enable member states to meet this target. CAAD& Biarticulates NEPAD’s strategic commitment
to agricultural research for development (ARD).

1.2.2.NEPAD’s ARD portfolio

8. Under NEPAD's Agriculture and Food Security thernere are four key programmes/
initiatives (in addition to the CAADP) that complent and broadly support the CAADP, although
none have explicit ARD agendas. The four programare: TerrAfrica; the fertiliser support
programme; Africa biosciences initiative, and fises.
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» TerrAfrica is a multi-donor platform that: strengtis the implementation of the United Nations
Convention to Combat Desertification (UNCCD); sugp®NEPAD’s Environment Action
Plan; and is the platform used to deliver on CAABIFar 1 -Land and water management.

* NEPAD Fertiliser Support Programme feeds into CAARIFars 1 and 3. The programme
aims to affect change at the country and regianallto result in private sector led fertiliser
markets in Africa and to improve the availabili&ffordability and incentives to use fertilisers
by small scale farmers thereby enhancing food #gamd poverty alleviation.

* NEPAD's two other programmes are, first, the Pasigp for African Fisheries (PAF) which
aims to improve policy and action in African fiskeer by focusing on good governance, illegal
fishing, trade and access to markets and aquaeul®econd, the Africa biosciences initiative
which is a platform for bioscience networks acrafgca. Both programmes cross-cut
CAADP’s four pillars.

9. NEPAD provided additional information on three geis which it considers part of its ARD
portfolio. Two of these projects are a part of fgwtiliser support programme (fertiliser policyidies
and fertiliser policy peer review) and have agtiatd research components. Only one project directl
supports the CAADP: the Policy Training Programriiéis is a small project of USD 10,000 (funded
by AGRA/IFDC/USAID) which aims to strengthen natbmagricultural policy systems within the
CAADP framework; it is implemented only in Ghanaldalozambique.

1.2.3.Analysis of NEPAD’s ARD policy and portfolio

10. NEPAD’s ARD portfolio, from publicly available datnd the limited data provided by
NEPAD, is very small. NEPAD’s main contributionA®RD in SSA is to accelerate the
implementation and adoption of the CAADP by encgiimg African countries not yet signed up to a
CAADP Compact to sign up, and coordinating withtagmmtal actors (e.g. FARA) to ensure the
implementation of the CAADP

1.3.Forum for Agricultural Research in Africa (FARA) an d the CAADP

1.3.1.FARA policy on CAADP and ARD

11. The Forum for Agricultural Research in Africa (FARI& the lead institution of CAADP Pillar
4. FARA coordinates and facilitates the implemgateof agricultural research, technology
dissemination and adoption in Africa through ite@xing arm the FARA Secretariat. FARA works
directly with SROs and NARS who implement ARD; aid-ARA’s objectives is to build the
capacity of these organisations. FARA presengsfits a continental player capable of networking
SROs and NARS with non-African ARD organisatiomsist brokering international linkages. These
linkages, FARA claim, enable donor harmonisatiafgrimation sharing and dissemination.

12. FARA'’s approach to implementing the objectives &{ADP Pillar 4 is detailed in the
Framework for African Agricultural Productivity (PP, issued in June 2006). Compliance with the
guidelines laid out in FAAP and its underlying miples is, in this assignment, treated as a measure
of the harmonisation of agricultural research agsrat a national and regional level with research
agendas at a continental and international level.

13. FARA's strategic priority, as laid out in FARA’s @0-2016 long term strategic plan, is to
support partners through enabling five networkingport functions: advocacy and resource
mobilisation; access to knowledge and technologgional policies and markets; capacity
strengthening; and partnerships and strategimalid. Recently, FARA was requested to expand its
portfolio to include continental priorities in baigty and biotechnology — the SABIMA project
(funded by SFSA) is an example of FARA'’s expansitta this field.

1.3.2.FARA’s ARD portfolio

14. FARA returned eleven programme/ project informasbeets providing further detail on its
ARD portfolio. This data (marked by *) along witihogramme/ project information on FARA'’s

2
! NEPAD, 2010, ‘CAADP Review: Renewing the commitrn&nAfrican agriculture’, March 2010, p.16
2FARA, 2007, ‘FARA Strategic Plan 2007-2016: EntiagcAfrican Agricultural Innovation Capacity’, June
2007, p.10
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website informs the content ®&ble 1 which shows how FARA’'s ARD activities are struetd
around its strategic priorities.

Table 1 FARA's Programmes/ projects by networkpsuwpfunction
Advocacy and Resource Mobilisation [CIDA]*

« Framework for African agricultural productivity (FA#)

Access to knowledge and technologies (I A2K& T)*

* Regional agricultural information and learning gyst(RAILS [AfDB])*
» Dissemination of new agricultural technologies ifniga (DONATA [AfDB])*
e African forum for agricultural advisor services

Regional policies and markets [AusAl D]*

e African biotechnology and biosafety initiative

Capacity strengthening

» Strengthening capacity for agricultural researath @evelopment in Africa (SCARDA [DFID])*
» Building Africa’s scientific and institutional capigy (BASIC)
« Universities, Business and Research in Agricultlmabvation (UniBRAIN [DANIDA])*

Partnership and Strategic Alliances [WB]*

e Sub-Saharan Africa challenge programme (SSA-CPtjMoihor via CGIAR])*

* Platform for African-European Partnership in Agftaual Research for Development (PAEPARD
[EC])

Biosafety and Biotechnology

e Strengthening Capacity for Safe Biotechnology Mamagnt in Sub-Saharan Africa (SABIMA
[SFSA])*

NB: * project information directly from FARA

1.3.3.Analysis of FARA’s ARD policy and portfolio®

15. FARA's ARD portfolio concentrates on programmesijects with significant capacity
building components (sdegure 1). This is unsurprising given one of FARA'’s objees is to build
the capacity of SROs, NARS and other organisatiovaved in the implementation of ARD.

2

% The data in all figures and tables in this secisobbased on the eleven programme/ project infaonatheets
returned by FARA.
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Figure 1 Count of programme/ project purpose(d)tarir area of support to ARD
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16. Across sectors, FARA's portfolio is dominated byidties in the environment, plant/crop, and
animal/livestock sector (sdggure 2.

17. In FARA's portfolio there is evidence of donor hamisation in two out of the eleven
programme/ projects (séagure 3. The SSA-CP has three European donors (EC,dradyUK in

2088 and 2009) who contribute to this programmeuph the CGIAR challenge programme
mechanism. The other eight donors (to the SSA&B@African national donors from countries that
are also recipients of SSA-CP funds. The usedablalenge programme to channel research funding
implies a flexible approach to meeting national eeglonal ARD needs.

18. FARA's ICT programme to improve access to knowledgd technologies — also a networking
support function (shown as IA to K&T iRigure 3, has multi-donor support. AfDB, CIDA, the EC,
DFID and DGIS (NL) together contribute a total dc8D1m directly to FARA to implement the
programme through direct budget support. Agais,ithplies FARA has flexibility to direct the use
of funding to best meet continental priorities.
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Figure 3 Number of donors per programme/ project
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19. Donor support to FARA disaggregated by FARA'’s netartg support functions reveals
international donor support is widely disbursedasrall FARA activities (seEigure 4. The
function supported by the greatest number of itiéonal donors is ‘knowledge and technologies’
which is supported by CIDA, EC, DFID, Netherlanasi ahe African Development Bank.
Networking support functions with the fewest donam®: advocacy and resource mobilization (CIDA
only); regional policies and markets (AusAID onlghd biotechnology and biosafety (Switzerland
only). While this may be interpreted as indicatiog levels of donor harmonization, this does not
have to be so if this structure of support meetRREA needs and preferences and achieves the
required outcomes. In this interpretation theinglhess for donors to ‘mix and match’ is taken as
harmonisation. However, overall, all of FARA's iaities are well supported by the donor
community.

Figure 4 Donor support by networking support fiorct
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Figure 5 Distribution of implementing organisasiaacross FARA’s ARD portfolio
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20. Interms of the alignment of continental priorit@ARA’s networking support functions) with
regional and national ones (the priorities of SRO3 NARS) Figure 5shows that 75% of FARA's
portfolio is implemented by African regional or iwettal organisations. This implies alignment
between FARA's strategic research priorities amddhorities at regional and national level.

21. Figure § which disaggregates implementing organisationsARA’s networking support
functions, illustrates the fifteen per cent of Eagan and other non-African implementing
organisations are concentrated in providing acttekeowledge and technology, building
partnerships and strategic alliance, and to alesgent capacity building. The dominance of Adric
regional and national implementers suggests wided ‘ownership’ of research outcomes.

22. Overall FARA’s ARD policy and strategy is adheredand supported by a wide range of
international and national donors, and internaticregional and national institutions responsilae f
implementing FARA'’s continental strategy for ARD.

1.4.ASARECA

23. The Association for Strengthening Agricultural Resh in Eastern and Central Africa
(ASARECA) is an association of research institieet®n countries in east and central Africa. As an
association ASARECA sees itself as a flexible, partisan, forum that is ideally placed to promote
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ARD in the region, and strengthen relations betwdARS and international agricultural research
systems.

1.4.1. ASARECA policy on CAADP and ARD

24. The ASARECA 2007-2016 Strategic Plan articulate A\RECA’s strategic approach to ARD.
However, at the time of writing the Plan, the CAARBSs an emerging framework for political and
technical agendas, it is therefore infrequently tiomed'. The plan balances the aggregated research
priorities for the region and the national pria#iof its members, which do not always coincide and
calculates agricultural potential, access to mar&at population density to determine the besbfise
finite research investments. The answer: highmitte low access and low population density (HLL)
sets the strategic priority of ASARECA. This me&SARECA will support national or regional
research projects and programmes that match theddtdria and thus meet its purpose to generate
significant returns from ARR

25. Interms of support to sectors, sub-sectors arehrel themes, ASARECA's strategic priority

is organised thematically around seven researajrgnames: staple crops, non-staple crops, livestock
and fisheries, agro-biodiversity and biotechnologtural resource management, policy analysis and
advocacy, and up-scaling and knowledge management.

1.4.2.ASARECA'’s ARD portfolio

26. ASARECA returned 30 programme/ project informatstieets, providing detailed information
on projects implemented under four of ASARECA'&sdgic research programmes (marked by * in
Table 2. Table 2lists ASARECA’s ARD portfolio in 2009 by the sevassearch themes that outline
ASARECA'’s strategic priority.

1.4.3.Analysis of ASARECA'’s ARD policy and portfolio’

27. ASARECA's ARD portfolio is focused on coordinatiagd implementing agricultural research
projects. For 2009, ASARECA reports no extensictiviies and limited uptake promotion (see
Figure 7).

28. Disaggregated by sector, ASARECA'’s 2009 portfadia@lominated by activities in the
crops/plants sector. However, these activitiessaut at least three of ASARECA's research
themes: staple crops, natural resource managearghggro-biodiversity (SeEable 2.

7
* ASARECA, 2007, ASARECA 2007-2016 Strategic Plau35

® Ibid pp.8-9

® Different webpages on ASARECA’s website contaiffiedeént information on current and recent ASARECA
projects. For example, the webpaltp://www.asareca.org/index.php?page&ast&2 five projects under
the ‘staple crops’ programme that were implememezD09; the details of these projects do not appea
http://www.asareca.org/staples/index.php?page&adsigh lists 16 projects under the ‘staple crops’
programme. The 16 projects on the second webpagaare consistent with the information provideckdily
by ASARECA to the Study team on the organisati@?69 ARD portfolio. Because of this and other
inconsistencies, in all instances project inforoafrom ASARECA’s website is only given where indae
partially or wholly verified by information providiedirectly by ASARECA to the Study team.

" The data in all figures and tables in this sectiomased on the 30 programme/ project informastoeets
returned by ASARECA.
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Table 2 ASARECA'’s project portfolio by thematicsearch programme
Staple Crops

» Upscaling of soil-water management technologiesdandght tolerant varieties for increased maize*

» Sustainable Management of Banana Xanthomonas WiitnnBanana Cropping Systems of ECA*

* Integrated Striga Management for Improved Sorghuodéctivity in ECA*

« Enhancing utilization of quality seed potato by 8nsrale farmers*

« Development and dissemination of quality proteiroagnterprises for improved household income*

* Integrated management options for sustainable lmvtece legumes cropping system*

» Integrated improved pearl millet variety with cragrsd NRM practices for improved productivity*

e Livelihood improvement through integrated managenpeactices for rain-fed lowland rice*

» Increasing sorghum utilization and marketabilityotigh food product diversification*

* Improved banana technologies for market and incgemeration in Rwanda*

» Evaluating markets of banana and its products foiogia*

» Integrated technologies for drought mitigation émteasing small holder sorghum productivity*

* Integrated management of CMD and CBSD diseasestitanee productivity and utilization of
cassava*

« Enhanced Management of Banana Xanthomonas Wiidstainable Banana Productivity in ECA*

Non-staple Crops

No projects listed.

Livestock and Fisheries

No projects listed

Agro biodiversity and biotechnology

» Establishment of Cassava Genetic Transformatioje&tro

» Diagnostic and control tools and strategies fomla&olium Cysticercosis*

* Applying tissue culture to improve access to caasmd sweet potato planting materials for farmers*

* Fighting Striga: Resistance Genes Deployed to BSosghum Productivity*

» Conservation for sustainable availability of cassamd sweet potato germplasm through
biotechnology*

e Genetic Engineering of Maize for Drought Tolerant&astern and Central Africa*

» Integrating Agro-Diversity with Conservation to Ingpe Livelihoods in Savannah Ecosystems*

» Transfer of Banana Tissue Culture Technology tolBseale Farmers

» Eastern Africa Plant Genetic Resources Project

* Regeneration and Safety Duplication of Regionatipitized Crop Collections Project

Natural Resource Management

» Promoting sustainable NRM through effective govao@aand farmer market linkages in ECA sub-
region*

* Innovative approaches for mainstreaming integr&tRi in AR&D institutions in ECA*

» Making the best of climate - adapting agricultwelimate variability in ECA sub-region*

e Methods for Valuation, Attribution and CompensatfonEnvironmental Services*

» Efficient use of crop residues: Animal feed versasservation agriculture in ECA*

« Accelerated Uptake and utilization of soil ferfilinanagement best-bets practices in ECA region*

Policy Analysis and Advocacy

e Addressing the food price situation in COMESA*

» Rationalisation and harmonisation of seed polidass and regulations in Eastern and Central Africa

» Regional Approaches to Biotechnology and BiosaRailcy in Eastern and Southern Africa
(RABESA)*

» Combating Hunger-Enhancing Effectiveness of Agtimall input and output markets in ECA

» Facilitating collective marketing best practiceKienya and Uganda

e Strategies for adapting to climate change

Up-scaling and Knowledge Management

e Best practice database
NB: * project information directly from ASARECA
8

8 http://www.asareca.org/index.php?page=prg&{a2cessed 01/11/10)
® http://www.asareca.org/index.php?page=prg&{aécessed 01/11/10)
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Figure 7 Count of programme/ project purpose(d)tarir area of support to ARD

27
17
14
5
A A

Policy Research Uptake Capacity  Extension All other

Promotion Building for non-ARD
ARD support to
agriculture
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29. Disaggregated by sector, ASARECA'’s 2009 portfadi@lominated by activities in the
crops/plants sector. However, these activitiessut at least three of ASARECA's research
themes: staple crops, natural resource managearehggro-biodiversity (sdéigure §.

30. Given that ASARECA provided detailed information mojects in only four of their research
themes, the figure below (s€ggure 9 illustrates the extent of donor harmonisation alighment
with ASARECA's strategic priorities in only foureas: staple crops, agro-biodiversity and
biotechnology, natural resource management, andypmhalysis and advocacy.

31. All four research themes (NRM exclusively) are sagd by a multi-donor trust fund (MDTF)
of CIDA, the EC and DFID. In three of the reseattedmes USAID complements the MDTF. The
use of a MDTF and USAID support is evidence of ddrermonisation. At a project level, funds
from the MDTF are disbursed regionally and natiyngirough a challenge fund. In 29 (out of 30)
projects in ASARECA's portfolio challenge funds ameuse. This suggests a flexible approach to
meeting national ARD agendas. All 30 projectsragarded by ASARECA as a part of the FAAP
and are designed/ implemented according to FAABRdaimes, further suggesting harmonisation of
ASARECA'’s regional research agenda with internati@nd continental research priorities.
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Figure 9 Research theme by Donor support
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32. Atthe national level, ASARECA's role is to enaldepport and build the capacities of NARS.
Figure 1Q illustrates a significant way in which ASARECAfils this role. Some 84 per cent of
ASARECA'’s reported ARD portfolio is implementedthe national level by NARS.

Figure 10 Organisations implementing ASARECA’s ARartfolio

European Other African regional
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research institutes &
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33. However, when the ‘NARS’ category is disaggregdtgdountry, a dominance of three
countries is apparent: Kenya, Tanzania and Ugasek{gure 1). This dominance is possibly at
the expense of ASARECA members with limited agtioall research infrastructure.

10
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Figure 11 NARS implementing organisations by coglfit
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34. This dominance of implementing organisations igoned in where ASARECA projects are
implemented (sefigure 13. Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania, and to a lesser ekthntpia, are the
greatest recipients of ASARECA (and therefore MIQiFfd USAID) funds and support. The largest
notable gap is between Kenya, where 21 ASARECAegtsjwere implemented, and Eritrea where
only three projects were implemented.

Figure 12 Country-based implementation of ASARESARD portfolio
21

19

35. Overall, ASARECA'’s ARD portfolio does not fulfilststrategic approach to ARD with the
main gap being the limited activity in three of ABBCA’s seven research themes. The four most
active research themes are well supported by haseslonors via the MDTF. ASARECA'’s
flexible approach to supporting national agricudtuesearch priorities (through the use of chakeng
funds), suggests national ownership of ARD agend#tamrvever, the dominance of four countries (in
implementing projects and being the recipient gilemented projects) suggests ownership of the
ARD agenda in concentrated only with a few of ASARES members.

11
10 Burkina Faso is not one of the ten ASARECA members

11
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1.5.CORAF

36. CORAF is a sub-regional organisation of 21 members west and central Africa. The
agricultural research capabilities of CORAF membmiry considerably. Many members are affected
by issues including limited budgets for operatiand a difficult political environment, which affact
the ability of NARS to invest in ARD.

1.5.1.CORAF policy on CAADP and ARD

37. CORAF estimates 70 per cent of inhabitants (310anipeople) in the sub-region are farmers
dependent on agricultural activities for subsistead livelihood'. The research priorities of
CORAF reflect the food security needs of the regwinich stem from population pressures,
biophysical constraints (drought, soil acidity gtmd conflict.

38. CORAF’'s 2007-2016 Strategic Plan replaces the ZgH3t Strategic Plan to reflect the
introduction of the CAADP initiative by NEPAD anldg consequent realignment of CORAF
priorities with the CAADP strategy. The new stogt@laces a greater focus on intra-African
agricultural trade; adapting farming practice aaahfer’'s knowledge to the challenges of climate
change, diseases and pests, and changes to nmarkit (e.g. biofuels); and food security.

39. The 2007-2016 Strategic Plan commits CORAF to deligur results: (i) appropriate
technologies and innovations developed; (ii) striatdecision making options for policy, instituten
and markets developed,; (iii) sub-regional agricaltuesearch systems strengthened and coordinated,
and (iv) demand for agricultural knowledge frongtrgroups facilitated and met.

40. CORAF identifies eight technical research prograsitoedeliver these results: livestock,
fisheries and aquaculture; staple crops; non-staples; natural resource management; biotechnology
and bio-safety; policy, markets and trade; knowdedgnagement; and capacity strengthening and
coordination. These programmes are cross-cut withthemes pro-poor economics, gender
sensitivity, HIV/AIDS appropriate development, agrvironmental sustainability.

1.5.2.CORAF’'s ARD portfolio

41. CORAF returned seven information sheets in tobed: 6f these are project-level information
that directly relate to CORAF’s thematic researabgpamme (marked by *, iflable 3. The data in
the table is otherwise populated by project anganmme information found on CORAF’s website.

12
' CORAF/ WECARD, 2007, CORAF/ WECARD Strategic PR007-2016, p.iii

12
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Table 3 CORAF projects by thematic research progra
Livestock, fisheries and aguaculture

< Building livelihoods resilience to alleviate poweih semi-arid areas of West Africa*

Staple crops

e Supporting the response to food insecurity in Wdsta*

» Sustainable and Ecologically Intensification ofniYy roduction with Acceptable Quality for
Processing Consumption in Benin, Togo and BurkiasoF

* Potential use of botanical extracts on Vegetakdestarnative to chemical in peri-urban zones of
Benin, Ivory Coast, Ghana and Togo

Non-staple Crops

e Impact of Rhizobia Inoculation on the ProductivifyGum Arabic Plant and Dynamic Factors on Soil
Bio-Functions

Natural Resource Management

e Combining Water Harvest Techniques and Nutrient &fgment to Sustain Food Production in the
Dry Lands of West Africa

« Promoting use of Indigenous Phosphate Rock forfedility recapitalization in the Sahel

< Fertilizer micro-dosing and drought tolerant vaesttechnology transfer for small farmer prosperity
the Sahel

Biotechnology and bio-safety

No projects listed.

Policy, markets and trade

* Regional Integration, Market Access and Diverstfaaof Agriculture within the UEMOA zone:
Policy Options for Competitive and Sustainable Milkb-Sector
« Promotion of agricultural products processing tedbgies in Benin, Togo and Burkina Faso

Knowledge management

» Regional Agricultural Information and Learning Symsis (RAILS)*

« Dissemination of New Agricultural Technology in &fa (DONATA)*

e Capitalisation and sharing of agricultural reseantiovations and results in West and Central Africa
« Dissemination and extension network for improvenwtivestock technologies

Capacity strengthening and coordination

e Strengthening Agricultural Research for Developme#frica (SCARDA)*
NB: * project information directly from CORAF

42. In addition to the projects listed by thematic sesl programme, at least two further
programmes form part of CORAF’s ARD portfolio. Ware: Support to the implementation of the
CORAF Operational Plan (2008-2013); and the WestafAgricultural Productivity Programme
(WAAPP 1A) (further discussed below).

1.5.3.Analysis of CORAF’s ARD policy and portfolio

43. The low rate of data returns from CORAF means contsnen CORAF’s ARD portfolio are
limited to broad statements based primarily onrimition on CORAF’s websitelrigure 13
illustrates a count of CORAF’s ARD project portfoldy sector. The data is frofable 3 It seems
CORAF’s ARD portfolio is biased toward activitigsthe plants and crops sector. It is not
meaningful to interpret project/ programme purposierms of its contribution to ARD research,
policy, uptake promotion, capacity building andesdion from this small sample.

13
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Figure 13 Count of CORAF programme/projects by Asdotor
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44. The most important of CORAF'’s projects/ programmaesthose which do not appear to come
under a thematic research programme. Accordif@ABRAF the programme to support the
implementation of the CORAF Operational Plan, fiva year programme of GBP12m, and is funded
by DFID. The funds are used to provide institutioand programme support to CORAF, however, it
is unclear if and/or how these funds filter throdglCORAF’s technical research programmes, i.e. do
funds from this programme directly support CORAfgional ARD strategy? Also, from DFID’s
records on ARD investments, this programme isdisie a five year programme of GBP 10m, two
million pounds less. DFID is also one of six donotise EC, USAID, World Bank, African
Development Bank and ECOWAS, being the others laisdstipport is assumed to be the CORAF
MDTF competitive grant fund to fund research prtgeagainst regionally defined demand.

45. The WAAPP is a two-phase, 10 year sub-regionajnamme coordinated by CORAF with the
aim of improving agricultural productivity throughe promotion of regional integration as an
instrument for accelerating broad based growthpanverty reduction in West Africa. The objective
of WAAPP1A is to generate and disseminate impragucultural technology of priority value
chains including roots and tubers in Ghana, riddati and cereals in Senegal. According to
CORAF, this is a USD 120m World Bank programmeonkiVorld Bank records (se@r2.2),
WAAPP1A is a USD51m programme over five years; Bltas WAAPP1B is a USD119m
programme over six years. CORAF is the implemengigency for both phases. The second phase
began September 2010. While it is clear that COREE as the implementing regional agency for
both phases of WAAPP, it is unclear where, howf,dhis programme is aligned with CORAF’s
stated regional ARD strategy. The programme ctlyraits outside CORAF’s structure of eight
thematic research programmes, which alongsideatige lamounts of funding involved, suggests poor
regional ownership of ARD strategy.

1.6.SADC-FANR

46. The Southern African Development Community - Fobgriculture and Natural Resources
(FANR) — Directorate is the curredé factosub-regional organisation of Southern Africa.Jémuary
2007, Southern African Development Community - Fogriculture and Natural Resources (SADC-
FANR) commissioned a study to review SRO optionthabthe Southern African region can benefit
from a dedicated regional agricultural researctaoigation like ASARECA and CORAF. The
Centre for Agricultural Research and Developmer@onthern Africa (CARDESA) is the name of
the new SRO. This new SRO is not yet operatidtakgtablishment is funded by SDZ5.4]), so

in the meantime, Southern African policy for ARDdisected through SADC’s FANR Directorate.

1.6.1.SADC-FANR policy on CAADP and ARD

47. The FANR Directorate’s priority ARD areas are idéed in the Regional Indicative Strategic
Development Plan (RISDP). The FANR has six pryoaiteas for intervention, they are: to ensure
food availability; ensure access to food; promatfety and the nutritional value of food; disaster

14
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awareness and preparedness; sustainable envirairapdtnatural resource use; and strengthening
institutional frameworks and capacity building. €TRISDP is CAADP compliant, and the FANR
implements all four pillars of the CAADP througtetkix priority areas for interventiéh The
Agricultural Research and Development Unit withie FANR is responsible for coordinating and
implementing the ARD portfolio.

1.3.3.2 SADC-FANR'’s ARD portfolio

48. The SADC-FANR returned two project/ programme infation sheets (marked by * rable
4). From this data and information on SADC-FANR'shsite, Table 4lists SADC-FANR’s ARD
portfolio. However, it is not possible with thetdahat is available to list this portfolio against
FANR'’s (RISDP) six priority areas for interventias there appears to be little correlation between
projects and FANR'’s reported strategic ARD priesti The table instead lists all projects/
programmes and relevant basic information abouattieity.

Table 4 SADC-FANR’s ARD Portfolio
I mplementation and Coordination of Agricultural Research and Training (ICART)*

« Afive year regional project from 2003 to 2010

«  Funded by the CEC"EDF

e Total project funding Euro13.9m

* FANR manages and disburses a competitive grargsytst enable a flexible regional response to
national ARD needs

« The project funds regional research, training agtgvarking activities implemented by institutionsdan
scientists/researchers from SADC member statesheirdcollaborating partners.

Fund for Innovative and Regional Collaborative Project (FIRCOP)

No further information is available.

Land and Water Management Programme

* The programme develops land and water managenwmntdimgies that are appropriate to the needs of
resource-poor farmers

SADC Multi-country Agricultural Productivity Programme (SADC MAPP)

This programme has not yet been implemented (buiDnding is available).

Strengthening Capacity in Agricultural Research and Development in Africa (SCARDA)

*  SCARDA supports the RISDP of 2002 on Research, f@olgy Development and Dissemination (this
is different from FANR'’s six priority areas)

The SADC Plant Genetic Resources Centre (SPGRC)

* The Centre collects plant genetics for long-teronegie and coordinates regional plant genetic resour
activities

Regional Agricultural Information and Learning Systems (RAILS)*

» Afive year regional project from 2007 to 2012

e Funds for RAILS are passed from FARA (SADC-FANRgiges a share of USD6m that FARA
identified as the total funding for RAILS)

e« SADC-FANR disburses funds from FARA to NARS in tlegion, the mechanisms for disbursement
are not clear

NB: * project information directly from SADC-FANR

1.6.2.Analysis of SADC-FANR’s ARD policy and portfolio

49. SADC-FANR’s ARD portfolio, as presented Trable 4 is seemingly incomplete and so far
inconsistent with SADC-FANR policy on ARD. Instascwhere other continental or international
organisations/ donors identity support to SADC-FA&IB., FARA's UniBRAIN project, have not
been acknowledged by SADC-FANR in either matenmite website or through the completion of
programme/ project information sheets.

15
2 EANR, 2010, ‘Food, Agriculture and Natural Res@s®irectorate — Annual Report, April 2009 — March
2010, p.4
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1.7.NARS

50. A map of ARD support to SSA countries, nationaltfwios of ARD programmes/ projects, is
presented in the Main Report, Figure 2. Presdmyaggion, the figure illustrates the SSA countries
in which ARD projects were implemented and whereR$Amplemented ARD projects. The data is
based on all (234) records of ARD programmes anggts as recorded by this Study at
international, continental and regional level.

16
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2. Donor Domain — EIARD members

51. This Appendix reports the ‘mapping’ of EIARD memesonor support to SSA ARD based
on member countries’ 2009 programme/ project phbotfol he results of the rapid survey of the
member countries’ ARD-related development policied strategies and of those for ‘aid
effectiveness are also reported.

52. The purpose of the mapping, which is common tahihee domains, CAADP (see Appendix

1), EIARD and International (see Append, is to identify existing and planned donor suppor

the CAADP, focussing on Pillar 4, and more wideyARD at the sub-continental (SSA) level,
against the agreed ‘support types’ and geograptiiceensions. Analysis of the results of the
mapping is used, if possible, to identify the ekxterwhich the donor support meets the requirements
of aid effectiveness, and to propose the countsg studies for Phase 2.

53. The Study’s original plan was to assemble the mtdion for the EIARD domain primarily
from InfoSys+ (IS+) systenhftp://www.infosysplus.org/supplemented by information from NCPs
or project implementers. The IS+ provides a shesgégtence database of ARD programme/ project
activity for the EIARD, the ERA-ARD and the FARA dineir respective website's Details of the
EIARD and other donor support to the CGIAR is aafalié from CGIAR financial reports for 2008
and 200%" and details of CGIAR implemented ARD in SSA froiGIBR research onling.

54. Since the IS+ database, which had been poorly ptgalisince 2008, provides an inadequate
record the information on EIARD members SSA ARDtfmbio, and this information is not available
from the other common sources (e.g. OECD-StatsAatidata), it was necessary to collect the
information needed from the EIARD member countviestheir NCPs. The Information Sheet used
to collect project level information in the CAADRmain was used for the EIARD domain with some
modification to include the additional project dateluded in the IS+ format. Details of the method
of information collection and review are given ietMain Report, Section 2.3. The Information
Sheet used in the EIARD domain is given in Apper&lix

55. The response by EIARD (NCPs) members to the Stuéyjsest for information was partial.
Two NCPs replied that they did not provide dongrpsart to SSA ARD or the CGIAR, four NCPs
provided details of their portfolios, four NCPs lied that they did not support a SSA ARD portfolio
beyond their CGIAR funding, and project detailsvirone member was collected from their website
project database.

56. The resulting dataset from these nine membersigfinient to permit the consolidated
analysis and presentation of the variation in EIA&RIDor support to SSA ARD by support type,
means, activities, sectors and geographical digidb anticipated by the Study ToR under Task 3.
Within the limits of the data/ information this dysis is made within the portfolios from Belgium,
Germany and Switzerland.

57. To make the best use of the available informatiowl, provide some guidance on country-case
study selection and on aid effectiveness, this agigeconcentrating on identifying the contrasts
between reported portfolios and contributing asakapossible to a map of donor support to SSA ARD
in 2009 (see the Main Report, Table 3). The appdradlivided into five country groups based on

the amount of information provided on, and thecpé#ited extent of, the EIARD member country’s
SSA ARD portfolio.

58. The findings and implications of mapping in the RIB. domain are brought together in the
main report as appropriate. For the mapping sbe&eT3 for the assessment and improvement of ‘aid

17
3 EIARD at: http://www.eiard.org/index.htmI ARD-ERA at:http://www.era-ard.org/ FARA at:
http://www.fara-africa.org/

14 For 2008 statements see:

http://www.cgiar.org/publications/annual/pub_ar2@@8 ar09 final files/index.html

For 2009 statements séwtp://www.cgiar.org/publications/annual/cgiar-aaireport2010/cgiar-
annualreport2010/

15 Seehttp://ongoing-research.cgiar.org/
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effectiveness’ see Section 6, and for the courasgestudy selection and for the conduct of Phase 2
see Section 7.

2.1.EIARD members reporting no support to SSA ARD

59. Cyprus and Lithuania reported that their countries providing no dongrport to SSA ARD
or the CGIAR.

60. Luxembourg reported that its only support to SSA ARD was tigtoits contribution to the
CGIAR. This was a contribution of $M 0.84 as (C®I¥estricted funding to two centres, IPGRI
and CIP. Since these centres have a relativelyploportion of their total expenditure in the SSA
ggnean of 39%), Luxembourg’s support to SSA ARDthia CGIAR is estimated at $M 0.33 in 2009

2.2.Non-respondent EIARD members with no anticipated S& ARD portfolio

61. No response to the Study’s requests for informatiaa received from the NCPs for tBeech
Republic, Estonia, Greece Hungary andSlovak Republic The Study anticipated that these
countries would have only a limited SSA ARD poritbadince they are not recorded as contributing to
CGIAR funding in 2008 or 2009. The lack of respoisthe Study’s request is taken to confirm this
assumption.

2.3.Non-respondent EIARD members with anticipated SSA RD portfolio

62. The EIARD members anticipated as providing sigaificdonor support to SSA ARD but who
did not respond to the Study’s request for inforargtwere Austria, EC, France, Ireland,
Netherlands, Spain and Sweden.

63. Austria made a small contribution to SSA ARD via its CGlAdstricted funding of eight

CGIAR centres (US$M 1.08) in 2009. The majoritytlué Austrian support is to IITA and ICARDA
which have respectively the highest (along with WD¥R and lowest proportionate CGIAR centre-
level proportional spends of their total fundinghe SSA — as opposed to other geographical regions
—and an estimated 48% of Austrian CGIAR fundingttabuted to the SSA. This is close to the
CGIAR system-wide average of a 51% SSA spend.

64. The Austrian Ministry of Foreign Affairs developmeoperation English pages are currently
outdated (2008) and do not deal specifically wiRDA However, the Austrian Development Agency
(ADA) does’ and, in its 2008-10 policy documéhtincludes the CGIAR and CAADP as partners
with whom the agriculture and agricultural reseazsmponents of (ADA/ Austrian) rural
development/ Africa policy and programmes will tigreed. Based on the policy and programme
information available it is assumed that any AasttSSA ARD portfolio outside their CGIAR
support is small.

65. In 2005, Austria had an explicit action plan fopiroving aid effectiveness till 2008. In
common with other EIARD member countries actiomplaeen in the review, the Austrian action
plan interprets the OECD’s 12 PD indicators (Apperéll, andBox 5). The more relevant of these
indicators to this Study’s focus on donor suppoBSA ARD are illustrative of the wider use of the
indicators within these plans:

* Increasing ownership in partner countries by suigppgthe PRS or other strategic development
(indicator 1).

» Contribute to alignment by making partners’ indieatprogrammes and national systems the
basis for donor programming (indicator 2).

18
18 The information for all EIARD members’ contribaitis to CGIAR funding and their support to SSA ARD i
collated in Main Report Table 3, unless given otlise. All estimates of funding for CGIAR SSA ARD
activities are taken from the CGIAR 2009 financggort and unless otherwise stated, donor fundiagl$ for
each centre have been adjusted by the proportitrabtentres funding that is spent in the SSA pinoportion
varies markedly between centres. Thus Luxembotiogiging for SSA ARD via the CGIAR is recorded as
39% of its CGIAR funding.

7 Austrian development cooperation pagesaf://www.entwicklung.at/development-policy/auaten/

18 See 2008-10 programme http://www.entwicklung.at/uploads/media/ThreeYeadtamme08-10_05.pdf
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» Increase effort and means to enhance capacity@@weint and institution building in partner
countries (indicator 4).

* Increase the proportion of programme-base aidtlergugh sector budget support and the use
of SWAPs (indicator 9).

» Better harmonise theji.e. the donor]policies and programmes with those of the EU (also
indicator 10).

» Incorporate recommendations of recipient counirigmlicy guidelines, for Africa from
NEPAD or the AU (indicators 2-4).

» Use mutual review and reporting of proves and teguidicator 12).

66. TheEC’s contribution to the CGIAR was to all 15 cent(aad the CGIAR Partners) but only

as CGIAR restricted funds (which for all CGIAR desdncludes contributions to the CGIAR
Challenge Programmes [CPs]). In 2009, the EC rttaeleecond largest (after the BMGF)
contribution to the CGIAR Challenge Funds: for Wated Food (W&F-CP), Generation (G-CP) and
SSA-CP of US$M 3.4, 10.2 and 2.2 respectively. ase the EC funds all 15 centres its contribution
to SSA ARD (US$M 20.18 in 2009) via the CGIAR ib0f its total CGIAR contribution.

67. The EC’s support to the CGIAR is equivalent toldrgest individual EIARD EU state
member’s (the United Kingdom) but it is importantrecognise that the CEC support to SSA ARD,
via CGIAR or directly to projects, comprises ‘calliwe indirect support’ mechanism from the EC
member countries via the CEC budget. This mechaaizd intention is consistent with a widespread
and explicit component of EIARD member countriesDARIated policies which emphasise
alignment and harmonisation with the EC and, a&salt or not, providing their SSA ARD funding

via the CGIAR as a component of heir policy suppgrimproved ‘aid effectiveness’.

68. Despite the lack of response by CEC NCP to they&udquest for information, evidence for
the EC support to SSA ARD is strongly aligned WitRADP and specifically to Pillar 4 is recorded
in returns from NEPAD and CAADP, FARA and SRO raments (see CAADP domain report, e.g.
sub-sectiorl.3.3. Partly this due to the EC’s support to the S3A partly to its contributions to the
multi-donor trust funds that support ASARECA andRAF, and to SADC/ FANR ICART and
partly to direct project funding (e.g. for PAEPARBZh FARA, and PRINT with SADC-FANR),
variously from the FP6, FP7 and EDF.

69. France's contribution to SSA ARD via the CGIAR is estiradtat $M 2.04 in 2009; 60% of
this via restricted funding and to eight centréds. France’s main contributions are to CIAT and
IWMI (which have low proportional SSA spends) 088% of France’s contribution to the CGIAR in
2009 is estimated as attributable to the SSA.

70. Although France’s CGIAR funding is ranked™@f the 16 EU members, figures from OECD
and AidData (based on OECD) for 2005 — 2007 shamée making some of the highest of DAC
ODA contributions to agricultural research in S®#ough its (assumed) bi-lateral and country
programmes.

71. Ireland’s estimated contribution to SSA ARD through thel8&is $M 5.49 in 2009, ranked
7" of EU members. Some 60% of this contributionsi€are funding of eight centres although 60%
of the funding is to three centres, IFPRI, ILRI d686RAF which have a high SSA proportional spend.
This gives Ireland an above average CGIAR propoali®&SA spend of 57%.

72. Ireland is committed to spending at least 50%oflgvelopment aid in Africa and is an
established and distinctive supporter of ARD atliaeeficiary interface through its NGO-led
programmes. At the 2010 MDG Summit, Ireland reficored its commitment to supporting the
CAADRP process at both international; and natioeatls, by providing funds through the multi-donor
trust funds and working to ensure that there issmadespread donor commitment to the (CAADP)
programmé®.

73. TheNetherlands contribution to SSA ARD via the CGIAR is estimatdbM 4.96 in 2009; to
10 centres; about average CGIAR funding by continigulEIARD members. The Netherlands SSA

19
19 See Irish Aid websitattp://www.dci.gov.ie/article.asp?article=1718
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proportional CGIAR spend is estimated at 38%, primdecause 35% of the Netherlands CGIAR
funding is to IPGRI which has a low (31%) SSA prdmmal spend.

74. Like Ireland, the Netherlands makes an establigimelddistinct contribution to ARD,
particularly to the farmer-oriented dimensionsptigh its programmes (e.g. core funding of the
Prolinnova Initiativé®) and it is assumed that it is making a significzottribution to SSA ARD
through its bi-lateral and country programmes. Ne¢herlands Ministry of Foreign Affairs website
and the development cooperation-related (DGIS) gfageake no searchable reference to CAADP,
and CAADP is not mentioned in the key developmetitp and strategy publications provided on
the site.

75. Spain makes small contributions to nine CGIAR centresked 12/16 of CGIAR European
members), almost exclusively as restricted funding its total contribution to SSA ARD through the
CGIAR in 2009 is estimated at $M 1.15. The SSApprtional spend of Spain’s CGIAR contribution
is 44% because 40% of its CGIAR funding is to Ciclu has a low SSA proportional spend.

76. Swederns contribution to SSA ARD via the CGIAR is estimdtat $M 7.31 in 2009; the fifth
largest of EU CGIAR members. This funding is sdraaross all 15 centres and equally balanced
between restricted and core funding, and 49% ofd&heCGIAR funding is attributed to the SSA.

77. Although Sweden did not respond to the Study’s estgifor information, SIDA’s 2009
summary of funding in agriculture and food secdfitgcords that it continues to support the
CAADP. This includes increasing investment in egjture (including related infrastructure),
aligning donor contributions with the needs and aeds of African governments, and in promoting
regional trade and food security. Current SIDAmupon these themes is best described as
‘development’ rather than ‘research for developmefbe SIDA website shows ARD relevant
capacity building/ partnership projects with Ethapuniversities (current in 2007) similar to those
reported by Belgium and Switzerland @rb.2and2.5.4). On this evidence and in absence of a
response from the NCP, it is assumed that Swed&asr@aminimal contribution to non-CGIAR SSA
ARD.

78. Sweden’s policy for bi-lateral support to agricutiand food security is based on responding to
the development strategy of the partner countmesragional cooperation organisations (including
CAADP). SIDA patrticipates actively in Global DonBtatform for Rural Development (GDPRD) for
which supporting CAADP has become a major focusothAer aspect of SIDA’s support for GDPRD
is inclusion of the forum'’s joint principles forfettive assistance in agriculture and rural
developmerft into SIDA’s own action plan for aid effectivend8909-11).

20
2 See Prolinnova websithttp://www.prolinnova.net/aboutprolinnova.php

21 See MFA DGIS website &ttp://www.minbuza.nl/en/Key Topics/Development @ertion.

22 5ee SIDA website:
http://www.sida.se/Global/About%20Sida/S%c3%a5%RBe&r%20vi/SIDAs%20Portfolio%20insights,%20Si
das%20distursements%20to%20agriculture,%20fore &ogtd % 20food%20security.pdf

2 See GDPRD websitéttp://mww.donorplatform.org/component/option,coracthan/task,doc_ view/gid,900/
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Box 1 GDRD Joint Donor principles for ARD programsn

Joint Donor Principles for Agricultural Research and Development Programmes

“Adjusted to the principles of the Paris Declaratiand the Accra Agenda for Action — namely
ownership, alignment, harmonisation, managing &suits and mutual accountability — the Joint
Donor Principles for ARD Programmes highlight theed (i) to include key stakeholders in decisign
making processes, (ii) to ensure coherent poli¢igsto recognise the importance of inter- and
intra-ministerial coordination, (iv) to support ‘farnal alignment’, and (v) to focus on donors’
alignment with decentralised levels of government”

The GDPRD encourages development partners at thergdevel to use these principles as a
benchmark that can be used when preparing and ringpittng country-specific partnerships.

http://www.donorplatform.org/component/option,comcishan/task,doc_view/gid,900/

79. These principles (see above) include programmedbase sector-wide approaches to
agriculture, SIDA’s ProAgri project in Mozambiquea quoted example, including to ARD capacity
building.

80. The inability to include the confirmed non-CGIARraw support to SSA ARD form these
seven EIARD members is regretted, particularlyt deiracts from the Study’s ability to achieve
critical mass in analysing and interpreting paseshEIARD (and wider) donor support to SSA ARD.

2.4.EIARD members with no, or with limited, non-CGIAR SSA ARD portfolio

81. The CGIAR was reported &nland’s only support to SSA ARD. Finland’s estimated
contribution to SSA ARD through the CGIAR is $M Q.5 2009, ranked $0of EU members. Some
90% of this contribution is as core funding whisteivenly distributed across four centres — CIFOR,
IFPRI, ILRI and ICRAF. Although CIFOR has a lowoportional spend in SSA (37%) the other
centres have high spends, giving Finland an aveC&J&R proportional SSA spend of 52%.

82. Finland’s current development policy for agricuétiand food securif§ is characteristic of
others more widely across EIARD members. The padiico support partner countries’ own
development programmes and especially the CAAD® summarise this for ARD:

ARD is an important component of achieving CAADdlves. In order to improve aid
effectiveness and impact [of ARD], cooperation tdl“via larger, multi-lateral initiatives
and organisations and with the EU".

For Finland, this support is identified as throdlgh CGIAR system and specifically CIFOR, ILRI
and ICRAF®.

83. National policy on aid effectiveness aims to ackiaunore efficient division of labour between
donors and to identify those areas in which Finleawl bring added value to common development
efforts on the basis of its development history explertise (which puts Finland’s support to CIFOR
and ICRAF into policy context). Based on the doeuata seen Finland’s support to SSA ARD is
consistent with its national policy and the PD &#dA principles.

84. ltaly’s estimated contribution to SSA ARD through thel@R is $M 2.05 in 2009, ranked 10
of EIARD members. This contribution is evenly distited between core — IPGRA, ICARDA, IFPRI
and ILRI — and small restricted funding to a furtfiee centres. This allocation provides a low
proportional CGIAR spend in the SSA (39%) becatelg’'s largest contributions are to IPGRI and
ICARDA. As part of its support to the CGIAR, Itadyso provided funds to the SSA-CP in 2008
(US$M 0.8) and 2009 (US$M 0.9) but CP funding luded within the CGIAR restricted funding.
21
4 See: Development Policy Guidelines on Agricultanel Food Security. Ministry for Trade and Developime
Government of Finland, 20 pp at
http://formin.finland.fi/Public/default.aspx?cont&+203183&nodeid=15457&contentlan=2&culture=en-US
% See Africa in Finnish development Policy. Finlamdevelopment policy framework programme. Minisify
Foreign Affairs. Ministry for Trade and Developmeg@overnment of Finland, 44pp .
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This SSA-CP contribution was reported to the Staslyhe only project in Italy’'s SSA ARD 2009
portfolio.

85. ltaly’s entry on the ERA-ERD websffefrom 2008 reports that different organizationsfine
projects focussing on ARD or that have an ARD congp, and that ‘as such’ there is no ARD
programme. However, the Italian National ForumAgricultural Research for Development hosted
by IAO provides a platform for advocacy, informatisharing and networking. The current MFA
Guidelined’ gives priority to agriculture and food securitye tmulti-form strategy includes multi-
lateral funding to the CGIAR; this includes donatido trust funds for agricultural research and bi-
lateral programmes mediated through Italian instins. Guidelines are not specific enough to
include mention to CAADP. Italy’s 2009 guidelinies improving aid effectiveness are based on
specific recommendations made to Italy by its OEZDD4 and 2009 peer reviefis

86. Norway’s estimated contribution to SSA ARD through thel&&is $M 7.88 in 2009, ranked
4™ of EIARD members. Some 82% of this contributisms$ core funding; 56% of SSA core funding
is evenly distributed across five centres — CIF@RISAT, IFPRI, IITA and ILRI — and the balance
in funding to all centres except WARDA. This alition gives Norway an average proportional
CGIAR spend in the SSA.

87. Skeleton details of four NORAD-funded projects werevided to the Study. All projects have
universities as the coordinating implementing orgation (though only one is Norwegian — UMB)
and in Malawi one (BCDP) is a capacity buildingjpod and one (ARDEP) an ARD focussed project,
both with Bunda College of Agriculture (BCA) as cdimator. In Tanzania support is for a multi-
institutional project focussing on NRM within NORAdclimate change theme with SUA as
coordinator; and in Ethiopia, an institutional etibration project with two universities (Hawassd an
Mekelle University) coordinated by UMB. The comiihAFF for these four projects is $M 5.08 pa
— this is 65% of Norway’s CGIAR contribution andnmapped under Partnership Programmes.
NORAD information suggests that there are additid8A ARD’ activities in other NORAD

funding to NGOs and in the World Bank trust fungelg,. Trust Fund for Environmentally and Socially
Sustainable Development (TFESSD) that Norway jgifithds with Finland.

88. The NORAD website provides limited details of thmae projects mentioned but a statement
of current development cooperation policy, parclyl as related to SSA ARD, was not found in a
website search. The most relevant of NORAD's ‘themareas’ is ‘Climate Change and the
Environment’ and within this the sub-theme of ‘Mgament of biodiversity and natural resources’.

89. Although a policy statement on aid effectiveness wnat found on the website, NORAD has
published an effective substitute, the Practicab€&wo Delegated Cooperatinincluding principles
and a template for arrangements, on behalf oftleedic Plus’ countries (Denmark, Finland, Ireland,
The Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and the United #ang to enhance aid effectiveness. This is a
more practical and parallel with the Belgian (saeapl04) and Austrian (see pafi8) action plans

on aid effectiveness.

90. Portugal’s estimated contribution to SSA ARD through thel€&is $M 0.15 in 2009, the
smallest of the EU members. Some 70 % of thisritariion is as core funding which is mainly to
three centres — IPGRI, ILRI and IRRI. This pattaend the small funds involved gives a proportional
spend in SSA (27%). Portugal’'s NCP was unableliec and collate other Portuguese SSA ARD
funding and support due to travel commitments.

22
** See ERA-ARD ahttp://www.era-ard.org/documentation/leaflet-ita091201sn.pdf

2" See DGDC, MFA, Italy website
http://www.cooperazioneallosviluppo.esteri.it/pdifesiano/LineeGuida/pdf/Linee_Guida2010-2012_epdj.

% See OECD: http://www.oecd.org/datacecd/54/59/4988%df

2 AFl is Annual Funding Intensity in US$M per yeakFI for a programme/ project is calculated as ¢PRroj
total funding [in funding currency]/ funding peridd years) * average funding currency exchange watte

UD$ for 2009.

30 See NOARD: http://www.norad.no/en/Tools+and+putliens/Publications/Publication+Page?key=109585
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2.5.EIARD members reporting significant non-CGIAR SSA portfolio

91. Information sheets were submitted or completedtHeir 2009 SSA ARD portfolios by four
EIARD members — Belgium, Denmark, Germany and Saslitnd — and by the Study (from the DFID
R4D website) for the United Kingdom. This sub-getexamines these portfolios in more detail and
the available information is used to map suppofB3%@ ARD in the Main Report, Table 2.

2.5.1.Denmark

92. Denmark’s estimated contribution to SSA ARD through thel&&is $M 4.04 in 2009,

ranked 8 of EIARD members. Some 85% of this contributisms core funding which is evenly
distributed across five centres — CIMMYT, IFPRT A, ILRI and ICRAF — and the balance in small
restricted funding to 11 centres. This centre-wgilb@cation means that Denmark has the highest
proportional CGIAR spend in the SSA of 63% of aBIBR members; just ahead of the USA at 61%.

93. The Danish non-CGIAR SSA ARD portfolio compriseg@roject, the UniBRAIN —
Universities, Business and Research in Agriculttmabvation — project. UniBRAIN is part of the
FARA portfolio (Table 1 and is one of FARA'’s three ‘Capacity Building'tnerk support function
projects along with the SCARDA and BASIC projeataded by the United Kingdom and
unidentified donors respectively. The UniBRAIN&uf year funding of $M 20 means that its AFI of
$M 4.0 pa is similar to Denmark’s 2009 supportite tombined CGIAR.

94. Denmark’s new stratedyfor Denmark’s development cooperation 'FreedormfRoverty -
Freedom to Change' highlights the need to focugwer partners, prioritises Africa and stresses the
importance of agriculture, and increasing its putigity, in reducing poverty. Although neither
CAADP nor agricultural research are mentioped se the strategy is framed in terms of the five
Africa Commission’s five initiatives, of which tHith is to “Make universities more business-
oriented within the field of agriculture and impmthe business and vocational programmes in order
to get more graduates into the labour matkekhere is no explicit content to the policy #8RD

which is stated as driven bgemands from partners within the sector programport or the

IARCs that receive Danish suppoft’ References to CAADP on the Danish DevelopmeseReh
Network (DDRN) websit& demonstrate from internal documents that programmeatation and
planning is strongly influenced by alignment witA&DP as an objective. The DDRN also plays an
important role in consensus governance by the Dateselopment community of the DANIDA ARD
programme and partnership programmes.

95. In summary, the level and structure of Denmark’psupto the CGIAR and the focussed
funding of CAADP Pillar 4 via UniBRAIN, with its lgih degree of devolution, suggests strong
application of support to ‘SSA ARD’, specifically Africa, following national policy, and
commitment to improve aid effectiveness consistetit the principles of the PD and AAA.
Absolutely and relatively (to an individual donottdtal contributions to SSA ARD) the UniBRAIN
project is the single largest and most focusedstearof ‘ownership’ to CAADP4 stakeholders
identified in the Study.

23
31 See MFA Denmark’s strategy for development codjmtat MFA website
http://www.um.dk/NR/rdonlyres/3FB1B856-83D3-48EFB0939EC47121A/0/FreedomfromPoverty.pdf
32 See ERA-ARD website http://www.era-ard.org/docutagan/cp_denmark_070612.pdf.

33 See DDRN website at http://ddrn.dk/sitemap.html.
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Programme/ Project ARD Purpose by Portfolio
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Figure 14 Programme/ Project ARD purposes by EIAREMber reported portfolio
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Figure 15 Programme/ Project ARD Themes by EIAR&nber reported portfolio

2.5.2.Belgium

96. Belgium’'s estimated contribution to SSA ARD through thel8&is $M 5.65 in 2009, ranked
6" of EU members: some 90% of this as unrestrictedifig. The majority (75%) of Belgium’s
CGIAR (SSA) funding is to the four centres (IITAIRC IPGRI, and CIAT — in order of importance),
who are partners in the three CGIAR coordinategepts funded by DGDC (Appendikl). The
balance of the CGIAR funding (i.e. unrestricted¢dmially divided between WARDA, ICRISAT and
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ICRAF. It is estimated that 53% of Belgium’s to@&GIAR funding (US$M 10.64) goes to SSA,
marginally above the system-wide average.

97. The Belgian reported portfolio comprises 18 prgeadthough one (the PRINT project) is
funded by the EC EDF, coordinated by the Belgiatitute of Tropical Medicine (ITM) and
managed by SADC-FANR. The three CGIAR coordingtegects include the CIALCA project
which is a 3-in-1 project managed by CIAT, IITA aGRI as a consortium. These projects are
funded through DGDC'’s multi-lateral budget as utrieted funding and are mapped as CGIAR
support in the Main Report, Table 3.

98. All the CGIAR-coordinated projects reported aligmneith CAADP Pillar 4 and two projects
also with links to CAADP pillars 3 and 2 (see Apgenll for details). Reported project purpose
(Figure 14 is multiples of ‘policy’, ‘research’, ‘UP’ and apacity building’ with non-ARD support
(to Extension and Development) reported in projedisre project (as judged by project title and
summary objective) shows that purpose is relatdidebhoods and a research-farmer interface.

99. The remainder of the Belgian portfolio comprisesoiider SSA region or country-focussed
projects and (appear) funded through DGDC's ‘inttii@operation’ budget line. For three of these,
CIRDES in Burkina Faso, DVTD in South Africa anddT WCA (which is jointly funded by the

EC and Germany) the coordinator is the ITM (Belymnrking with National Research Institutions
(NRIs) in the implementing countries; NRIs are wwfied in the (ITC) regional project. Project
purpose is research and capacity building for CIBREd DVTD and UP and capacity building for
ITC; again reflecting the project scopes. All gaip report alignment with CAADP Pillar 4.

100. The balance of the portfolio are partnership prsjbetween a Belgian university and a
national university in Burundi (2 projects), Seng@a, DRC (3), Tanzania (1), Cameroon (1),
Madagascar (1) and Central African Republic (LighEof these projects receive joint funding from
their Belgian university partner (which also th@bnating implementing organisation). Consistent
with the partnership arrangement, all projects regapacity building as ARD purpose and policy,
research and UP depending on project scope (asdualgtitles). All projects report themselves as
part of FAAP and CAADP Pillar 4: three of the fqarojects reporting links to CAADP Pillar 3 report
UP as ARD purpose.

101. Belgium’s reported non-CGIAR SSA ARD portfolio hmgombined 2009 funding intensity of
US$ 3.15 pa: this is equivalent to 55% of Belgiu@GIAR funding. In the SSA ARD Donor
Support Map this funding support is allocated urgietnership programmes or under CAADP Pillar
4 ARD.

102. Form and use of funding for the portfolio reporiedirect funding (100% of projects) and TA
(12% or 2/18 projects) with this being used forechimding (25%), operational costs (78%), capital
(12%) and in kind (33%). The pattern of ARD thehwsctors supportedrigure 15 reflects the
Belgium’s diverse portfolio’s with six themes beirgported by a third of projects. The most
important theme/ sector being Environment (14/Xjquts), followed by Food/Nutrition (10/18),
Socio-economics (8/18), Plant (8/18) and Farmingt&ys (7/18).

103. Again consistent with the purpose of the projettajning (16/18 projects), Research (14/18)
and Institution Building (10/18) are the most imigoit Activities reportedRigure 16. In terms of
implementation countries, the Belgium portfoliolimtes two ‘1 donor per country’ countries, Chad
and Central African Republic. In comparison to Bank’s and Germany’s portfolio, project focus is
towards WCA and to countries with low number of dienand projects per country, i.e. away from
Kenya, Tanzania and Ugandéiqure 18.
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Programme/ Project Activities by Portfolio
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Figure 16 Programme/ Project activities by EIARBmber reported portfolio
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Figure 17 Programme/ Project coordinating impletmenby EIARD member reported portfolio

104. Belgium’'s NCP reported no explicit ARD policy. Hewer, the next best ‘development
cooperation’ policy documents on the MFA websitdese strong commitment to agricultural
development, and within that to increasing proditgtibased on research, as central to the
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development objective of reducing poverty. Themisiructural interventions’ identifi€d to
achieve this are bilaterally to work in collabooatipartner country governments and support the
expansion of private companies active in the afjtical sector. Multilaterally to funding
development via the European Union, through theARGNd the specialised UN agencies (IFAD
and FAO). Finally, funding NGOs active in the agttural sector. In terms of its policy on aid
effectiveness, the Belgium government has an ek@le07) H&A plan for the improvement of the
effectiveness of its bilateral &t

105. In summary, the Belgian portfolio is characteribgda balance between CGIAR support with
research and capacity building through partnergfogrammes with national research institutes and
universities concentrating on West and Centralo&fand the relevant CGIAR centres. Although the
policy and governance of the partnership progransmet explicit and Belgian partners dominate
coordinating implementing organisation, this offisgthe high level of reported linkages with
CAADP 4 and 3 and joint funding from Belgian unisiies. Although it may be within the CGIAR
funding envelope the CIALCA project is strong exdengf ‘inter-implementing agency’
harmonisation.

2.5.3.Germany

106. Germany's estimated contribution to SSA ARD through thel&&is $M 11.86 in 2009, the
second largest EU and EIARD contributor to the C&J&venly distributed between core and
restricted. Germany funds all CGIAR centres (IP@Rich had restricted funding only) — the main
recipients are CIMMYT, ICRSAT, IFPRI, IITA and ILRIThis means that an estimated 50% of
Germany’s CGIAR funding goes to the SSA; closehtogystem-wide average.

107. GTZis contracted through the BEAF (Advisory Seevior Agricultural Research for
Development) project to manage BMZ's project linkedds for development oriented agricultural
research. BEAF, whose role includes selectiomunfiéd projects against research themes, advocacy,
governance and communications, reported 44 projedctee BMZ 2009 SSA ARD portfolio

(Appendix 11); funded through CGIAR restricted (now ‘Targeted{sermany fund. Twenty three
projects against six established research thenzesf(these funded as either small grant (SG-CGIAR)
or post-doctoral programme (PDP-AIRC) projectsy] aime against the recent theme ‘Adaptation of
African Agriculture to Climate Change (AAC)'.

108. The BEAF websité® provides document-based listings of projects, iinpdetails,

implementing organisations and implementing coestriHowever, it is not clear whether these
would all fall with the CGIAR funding reported ihé CGIAR financial statements and therefore how
to map these within this Study. It is assumed tiafunding of projects with AVRDC and ICIPE are
non-CGIAR and this funding (US$M 2.12 pa) is mappedon-CGIAR SSA ARD IRACs.

109. One aim of the CGIAR targeted funding is to strlegtthe cooperation between German and
international research institutions and all IAR@sg AVRDC and ICIPE, are partners in these
projects. Predominantly this is as the coordimpitmplementing organisation (36 of the 44 projects)
with German-based research institutions being dloedtnator on the others. The 186 project partner
slots on these projects are dominated by the I1ARB4 slots — followed by the NARS — 44 slots with
21 taken by NARS in Kenya or Tanzania — and 40riyarsities — 25 of these Germany-based.
Comparison of these partnership patterns with #lgi8n and Swiss portfolios is givenkigure 17

110. Projects covered 22 countries mostly in ECA and WiBAng 130 project x country slots with
five countries accounting for 45% of these: Ken8g14%), Tanzania and Uganda 12 (9%) each and
Ghana and Mali 8 (6%) eaclrigure 18compares this distribution with the Belgian andsSw
portfolios.

111. BEAF did not report on ARD purpose and CAADP aligmnhh Form and use of funding for the
German portfolio follows the pattern of the Belgemd Swiss portfolios with direct funding and

27
% See MFA website
http://diplomatie.belgium.be/en/policy/developmerttoperation/topics/agriculture_and_food_security/
% See http://diplomatie.belgium.be/en/binaries/plarmonisation_alignment_aid_tcm312-65613.pdf
% See BEAF website: http://www.gtz.de/en/thememiiiehe-entwicklung/1815.htm
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operational costs dominating but with less variatipthe German portfolio. This pattern is
consistent with the CGIAR related funding mechandrthis portfolio.

112. The pattern of ARD themes/ sectors supportadure 15 reflects the portfolio’'s CGIAR-
oriented objective with three dominating, i.e. PI&Y%), Environment (18%) and Socio-economics
(16%). Similarly the main activity is Research¥60f projects) with Training (20%), Information
(20%) and Management (27%) the other importantisiets (Figure 16.

113. In summary, the reported German portfolio is cdesiswith BEAF's mandate and the Study
assumed that there is other SSA ARD support by @eyrthat has not been included in by the Study.
Anecdotal evidence suggests much of this suppaoutoueze classified under partner programmes.

2.5.4.Switzerland

114. Switzerland's estimated contribution to SSA ARD through thel@&&is $M 8.70 in 2009, the
third largest EU or EIARD national contributor teet CGIAR. Contribution is evenly distributed
between core and restricted funding. Switzerlamdi§ all CGIAR centres except WARDA. The
main recipients are CIAT, CIMMYT, CIP, IWMI and théPGRI. As a result an estimated 44% of
Switzerland’s CGIAR funding goes to the SA, sigrifitly below the system-wide average.

115. The reported SSA ARD portfolio comprised 57 praggechpart from being the largest country
portfolio reported to the Study it is also the mdisterse. Thirty of these projects are projecthini
three partnership programmes between Swiss iregtitatd universities and SSA countries’
universities or research centres. These projectbme an ARD capacity building purpose with a
research purposéigure 14 and have a combined AFI of $M 3.53 pa. Theymaapped under
partnership programmes in the Main Report, Table 3.

116. Although SDC was the dominant donor within the Svgertfolio in terms of amounts and
project numbers, seven other Swiss donors weraded. The largest of these is the Syngenta
Foundation for Sustainable Agriculture (SFSA) dmel $wiss National Science Foundation SNSF)
although three other national organisation andftwmdations also contributed. There was also a
high degree (15 projects) of joint Swiss funding.

117. The most substantial ‘mainstream’ ARD projectseitieer SDC and Syngenta funded. The
SDC funded projects include: establishing CARDE®A with the CGIAR, the Biodiversity platform
with CIFOR and ICRAF, IPM with IITA and NSIMA prog with CIMMYT. It is not clear whether
these are from CGIAR (restricted) funding budgetsot and they are not mapped separately from
the CGIAR funding. SDC also funds the Pan-Afri&@an Research Alliance (PABRA) which has
joint donor funding (with CEC and including CIDA).

118. Although funding levels are not given for most Sgna funded projects, based on project
descriptions, the most substantial are IRMA (CIMMYithe SABIMA project which is part of the
FARA portfolio (seeTable 1), a Harvest Plus project via IFPRI (CGIAR Foundatiunding) and the
IFAD biofuels facility. Projects without fundingethils are only mapped as tick marks in the Main
Report, Table 3.

119. The reported non-CGIAR portfolio for which fundimgormation was complete (the minority
of projects) has a combined 2009 funding intersit$M 5.46 pa which is 60% of the total Swiss
CGIAR funding. This suggests that had completaiiug information been available for the non-
CGIAR Swiss portfolio its funding would be greatiean the CGIAR portfolio.

120. The form and use of funding for the Swiss portfaianore restricted than the Belgium
portfolios with direct funding the only form (10086 projects). This is used for core funding (10%),
operational costs (96%), capital (16%) and in KitdP%6). The pattern of ARD Themes/ Sectors
reported Figure 15 is that while the themes reported are as divasda the smaller Belgian
portfolio, projects are less heterogeneous withaetsto themes covered with only six themes being
reported by a third of projects: plant, environmamd socioeconomics. In terms of Activities the
difference between the Belgium and Swiss portfijgorts is that institution building is less
important Eigure 16.

121. The distribution of Implementing Organisatiosgure 17 in favour of European Research
Institutes and Universities is surprising given ldrge capacity building programmes but probably
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reflects the concentration of the partnership @ogne on a few African universities. The Swiss
portfolio includes four ‘1 donor per country’ coums, Botswana, Cape Verde, Somalia and
Zimbabwe. Across the portfolio, project focusasards WCA with Kenya, Ethiopia, Tanzania and
Uganda dominatingHigure 18.

122. Although a specific strategy for Switzerland’'s soggo SSA ARD was not found, information
on policy, strategy and guiding principles for @ within Swiss development policy and
cooperation is available on the SDC webSind includes the current SDC Research ®lafhis

and the SFIAR website (the information platfornSefitzerland on ARD) show that policy, strategy
and principles are strongly aligned with the PIhgiples. These emphasize capacity development to
strengthen research systems, partnerships andandesniven, systematic and transdisciplinary
approach to meet needs and priorities of recigieantries and strong support for the CGIAR.

123. In summary, the reported Swiss portfolio is digivein its diversity and structure. Some of
the distinctiveness relates to funding sources witimajority of non-CGIAR portfolio having joint
SDC and institutional/ foundation/ private fundin§ome is related to the high proportion of
partnership programmes comprising small projectdioerse themes. It also contains the PABRA
and NSIMA ARD projects which are distinguished lopperative and coordinated structure and
function with joint donor funding.

29
37 See SDC website:

http://www.deza.admin.ch/en/Home/Themes/Rule_of LIaamocracy/Process_and_methodic_competencies r
esearch/Research

38 Seehttp://www.deza.admin.ch/ressources/resource erl Ab@dfand
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2.5.5.United Kingdom

124. TheUnited Kingdom’s SSA ARD portfolio described here (see Appendi¥) was assembled
from the DFID R4D websif& rather than via the completion and return of StinfiySheets. This
method was used partly because a recent review B§idulture programme had contributed to
completing the R4D website’s records. Partly, sinde the DFID R4D provides the most
comprehensive description of its ARD portfolio difthe EIARD members’ websites, to test this
‘website-based’ method for collecting informatiamm tomparable mapping studies. A consequence
of this approach is that the information on projeBRD purpose, themes and activities is based only
on the R4D summaries of project information nopooject stakeholder knowledge and so is not
interpreted in detail.

125. The majority of DFID’s support to SSA ARD is pafttbe DFID Strategy for Research in
Sustainable Agriculture (SRSR)which has four components;

i International Research.
il Getting Agricultural Research Into Use to ReduceaRBoverty,
iii Advanced Research Programmes, and
iv Regional Research Programmes.
Two projects are also listed under a Multifundedt8imable Agriculture Research heading.

126. The majority of the International Research is i@ CGIAR Centres and Challenge Programs.
For 2009 DFID’s funding of CGIAR funding of SSA ARP estimated at $M 19.79 with half of this
as core funding. At $M 3.45 the UK was the sedangest funder of IFPRI (twice as much as to any
other centre). After IFRPRI, the main centres fhdre CIAT, ICRISAT ILRI and IWMI. The UK

is also the third largest donor to the CGIAR CRpans after the World Bank and CEC. An
estimated 48% of UK’s total CGIAR funding is attitbd to the SSA.

127. The composition of the DFID’s CGIAR restricted fumglis not clear from the R4D listings but
the International Research on-CGIAR componentc¢haatbe attributed to SSA includes funding
support to ICIPE (US$M 0.79 pa]. Some of the DEUpport to AVRDC (total of $M 0.80 pa) can

be allocated to the SSA. As there is no infornmatio the R4D or AVRDC websites to disaggregated
funding for SSA from that to AVRDC'’s Asia and Globales, 50% is assumed. ICIPE and AVRDC
support is mapped to non-CGIAR IARCS. It is alsb clear from R4D whether support to IFPRI
(US$M 0.85pa) to coordinate the project on HPAkistricted CGIAR funding or not but as this
project is listed in CGIAR Ongoing research it @ mapped in the Main Report, Table 3.

128. The sole programme in the ‘Getting Agricultural Baxsh Into Use’ SRSA component is the
NRI implemented Research into Use (RIU) project$M®.62 p4"). This project is strongly
aligned with CAADP Pillar 4 purpose and procesg (SAADP Pillar 4 webpagéd and is mapped
to CAADP P4 aligned ARD.

129. The SARID and CIDLID projects managed by BBSRC cosgthe Advance Research
Organisations component of the SRSA. Both programane co-funded by one UK partner; SARID
by BBSRC and CIDLID by the Scottish Executive th& programmes have similar parallel purposes
to support high-quality basic and strategic biatayjand biotechnological research into infectious
diseases of the principal livestock species in Sabaran Africa and South Asia (CIDLID) / in crop
science and sustainable agriculture (SARID), thilitestablish productive partnerships between
scientists in the UK and developing countries (CIDand SARID).

130. These programmes allocate funding using the BBSB&&arch council’ (competitive) grant
management system. CIDLID and SARID are GlobalaA&frica programmes and in absence of a
response from BBSRC to the Study’s request forsamate of the proportionate allocation of

31
39 See R4D website at : http://www.dfid.gov.uk/R4D/

0 See DFID websitenttp://www.dfid.gov.uk/R4D/AboutDFID.aspr
http://www.dfid.gov.uk/R4D/researchTopicWithNewsHessp?topic=Sustainable%20Agricultdioe a
summary and in detdilttp://www.dfid.gov.uk/R4D/pdf/articles/SRSA summandf

*IIn response to the Study’s request the RIU manageprovide an estimate that the R4D RIU fundiggife
could be attributed 78:22 to Africa: Asia.

2 See CAADP Pillar 4, seemingly out of date, webditgp://www.nepad-caadp.net/pillar-4.php
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funding to SSA within the programmes the 50% figused has been used for calculating the AFI
given (CIDLID $M 1.26 pa and SARID $M 1.04 pa).

131. Some of the projects funded in the CIDLID and SARIDgrammes are listed on the BBSRC
website but since this makes no mention of CAADIRIP4 it seems unlikely that the CIDLID and
SARID SSA projects are purposively CAAP4 alignddhe CIDLID and SARID programmes appear
the UK equivalent of the ‘partnership programmegarted by Belgium; Norway and Switzerland
although in proportion to the respective EIARD mendbtotal SSA ARD investments, the CIDLID
and SARID are less well funded. The Study hasfarmation to make an assessment of the
distribution of CIDLID and SARID SSA country partse

132. The SRSA’s Regional Research Programme is basaeiking with key partners and donors
on a harmonised approach to providing supporteatricultural and natural resource sectors
through organisations based in Africa. In practige programme is structured around the CAADP
and support to the three SROs. These projeciSRIR’s direct funding support respectively to
FARA in the regional SCARDA project (US$M 4.12 pejh DFID as the sole donor, and to the
SROs WECARD-CORAF (US$M 3.13 pa) and ASARECA (US$M9 pa) with DFID as one
contributor to their multi-donor trust funds (MDT)EsThe other donors to the MDTFs are listed by
R4D as AfDB, CEC, COMESA, ECOWAS, IFAD, USAID andBN The management and
implementation of the SCARDA project by FARA aneé MDTFs by the SRO’s MDTFs, and in
relation to aid effectiveness are considered irfQAADP Domain report (Appendix 1). By definition
these projects are strongly CAADP4 aligned and osimp is strongly devolved.

133. DFID’s support to the CGIAR Challenge ProgrammeS&A (SSA CP) crosses between the
International Research and the Regional Reseaogrgmmes since, although funded through the
CGIAR, the SSA CP is managed by FARA. The ‘chakfund’ mechanism means that donor
contributions may be intermittent and for the pwgmof this Study the SSA CP contributions as
recorded by the CGIAR financial statements for 2808 2009 are included in Appendit to

provide an AFI estimate of support to FARA. The bildde a contribution of USD 2.3M in 2008 but
none in 2009 giving an AFI of US$ 1.15M. In thed8&2009 period the SSA CP was co-funded by
CEC and by ltaly (paré4). A feature of the FARA InfoSheet returns (sele-sactionl.3.3) is that
FARA records donor contributions to the SSA CP fittv African national governments who host
the SSA CP test sites. If this is correct thes ihia good example of donor support and devolved
project governance stimulating other donor contriims and cost sharing.

134. The two projects listed under ‘Multifunded SustdileaAgricultural Research’ are both
relevant to the SSA. These are the GALVmed prdjeEtD $M 0.70 pa) co-funded by BMGF
(US$M 3.75pa) and the AATE project (US$M 3.26 pa). The GALVmed is mappedeaseral SSA
ARD and the AATF specifically to the AATF as it aptes independently as a substantial funding
sink for SSA ARD (see sub-secti@rb.2).

135. Six further DFID SSA ARD projects lie outside thRSA components. The first are five
projects with a conventional project structure afittacted to DFID (as sole funder) to provide prbje
implementation. These are three small projeatsl@ss than $M 1 pa) with FAO, IPLAS,
WRENmedia; two larger projects (US$M 2-3 pa) wiitiPM and IDS. These projects cover a range
of topics from livelihoods, through mainstream agltural research to policy-focussed projects and
include regional (SSA) or subregional (WCA, ECA,)$%ojects. Funding for these projects totals
$M 6.45 pa and so is equivalent to ca 30% of thesWEGIAR contribution and are mapped to
general SSA ARD. The funding for the non-Interoaéil Research components of the SRSA is US$
26.8M pa; ca 30% greater than UK’s CGIAR funding.

136. Two final SSA ARD projects are identified by R4Dhe first is the Climate Change
Adaptation in Africa (CCAA) project funded undeetRlimate Change priority of the DFID
Research Strategy. The second is the AECF-RIBprdjut since the AECF does not fund primary
agricultural research itself it is not included it this Study’'s ARD-focussed mandate.

137. The CCAA s a joint IDRC (also manager) and DFIBegarch and capacity development
program aims to improve the capacity of African miies to adapt to climate change in ways that

32
43 See AATF websitehttp://www.aatf-africa.org/en/
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benefit the most vulnerable. The program is dbedrias run and executed in Africa by Africans and,
to the extent possible, involving the whole of A&riand a priority theme is rural livelihood which
covers agriculture and livestock. Thus althoughpaot of CAADP it is CAADP4 relevant. No
details of the programme or funding are given enR4D website and 50:50 IDRC:DFID funding is
assumed for this Study. The CCAA website listaitiebf 39 SSA country or regional projects but an
audit of these to establish their ARD relevancefanding is beyond this Study’s resources.

138. The Pan-African Bean Research Alliance projectd[idt7) website identifies DFID as a joint
donor but this appears a reference to earlier igidiThere is also no information on R4D to confirm
the statement that DFID provides core funding taR*Gon the programme’s website.

139. It was not possible to retrieve the “DFID MediunrifeAction Plan on Aid Effectiveness,
2007” listed on the DFID website. However, sindelD Country Assistance Plans have to include
an ‘aid effectiveness plan’ it seems probable tiate is one for the SRSA.

140. In summary, the UK’s support to ARD in SSA is distive firstly in having an explicit ARD
strategy and one that targets the SSA and expl€CNADP and its Pillar 4, by the scope and
innovative nature of many funded projects (e.g. FAWTF and potentially AECF-RIB) and its
frequent contribution to multi-donor arrangemetnimonly with the WB and the EC). This 2006
strategy pre-dates the 2008 ‘food price crisis’ tred2008 WDR.

141. The second distinction of the UK support is thdescé funding for SSA ARD which
(presumably) explains the range of project modefanding arrangements. The UK’s SSA CGIAR
funding is the largest of EIARD country members @athon-CGIAR SSA ARD funding is 50%
greater again. Funding to CAADP (FARA and SRO4%jal that of to the CGIAR and similar
funding support is provided to each of the CAADRgreed ARD and the (general) SSA ARD (see
Main Report, Table 3).
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3. Donor Domain — International non-EU

3.1.Introduction

142. This appendix sets out an analysis current supp@SA ARD, and to CAADP Pillar 4
specifically, by international donors outside thé, Based on material available on the internet from
donor websites, supplemented by returns from thdy&t request for information from CAADP,

FARA, SROs and EIARD members. Some donor webpitesent full listings of all projects
supported. AidData.Org holds data for some othBiane of the databases are structured to allow
rapid analysis of which projects support ARD, amaévhat extent. Most have the ability to click
through from the database to individual project suaries, which means that a more detailed analysis
would be possible for the majority of donors. Hee it would take considerably more time than
available for this assignmefit.

143. This appendix seeks, therefore, to provide twogin

* asummary of the extent to which each donor is gedavith CAADP, based on its published
policy statements, and

» an estimate of the volume of funding each donaalé towards ARD, which is mapped as
possible into the ‘Map of SSA ARD’ (Main Report,dla 3).

The International non-EU donors are divided in idalieral 3.2), bi-lateral 8.3), Foundations3.4)
and Other SSA-based organisatioB).

3.2.Multilateral Agencies

3.2.1.The African Development Bank

144. The African Development Bank’s (AfDB) Agriculturee&or Strategy 2010 — 2014 sets out its
current position. The new strategy aims to comtithe Bank’s engagement with agriculture but be
‘more focussed, selective and innovative’. Accogll, the strategy concentrates on two areas where
the AfDB sees its own comparative advantage: rebw@atural resource management agricultural
infrastructure; these are explicitly aligned witAADP Pillars 1 and 2. In other areas, including

ARD, AfDB expects to work principally through paertships with other organisations which have the
necessary competence and comparative advantagee Hiternational level only one partner is
envisaged in ARD, the CGIAR system. No mentiom&le of FARA or the SROs.

Box 2 African Development Bank agriculture secttmvelopment’ project example.

Capacity Building of Agricultural Institutions, wdh will cover the re-equipping and re-tooling oé th
Ministry of Agriculture ..... as well as the rehigtation and equipping of a seed laboratory for the
national research institution, in addition to faating farmers' organisational capacity througgutar
training; secondly, ..... Agriculture sector staffl be trained within the country and the region,
including 80 Extension Agents, 20 Water Manageri@chnicians; five Agricultural Research
scientists; 15 Subject Matter Specialists....

Liberia Agriculture Sector Rehabilitation ProjectStarted March 2010

145. The Agriculture Sector Strategy presents an intiegdipeline of 62 projects and studies,
2010-12, for a total value of approximately $2.#idn. The majority of these have broad titles.
Variations on ‘Agriculture and Rural Sector Suppartd ‘River Basin Development’ are commonest.
Some of these, especially those in the NRM sentay, include R&D componentsBox 2 shows a
typical example. However, in line with the strategitlined, no projects appear to be specifically
targeted on any aspect of CAADP 4.

34
44 At least one month.
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146. AfDB'’s indicative lending programme for 2010 inck&l189 projects of which 20 are for
agriculture. At UA 345 milliof° this represents only 6.2% of the Bank’s total paogme. As before,
none of the agriculture projects target ARD. Untherheading ‘Multisector (Including Budget
Support, Support to Reforms and Governance Suppojécts)’ the programme allocates: UA 1.3
billion, 25% of the total programme. Some of then@ral Budget Support element here may go to
agriculture and then to ARD. However, a brief rewiaf the projects indicates the emphasis is on
public expenditure and other high level reforms.

147. The AfDB'’s earlier approvals which remain in itsO2010 portfolio are more strongly oriented
towards ARD. The AfDB website database and thislstdentified four projects in which AfDB
provided substantial and direct support to CAADRaP# and a number that provide support to SSA
ARD within the framework of wider ‘agricultural delopment’ projects.

148. Details of these projects are given in Appenbls Study database listing, mapped as
applicable into the Main Report, Table 3 and sunmedrin the following points:

e Support to ASARECA as part of the MDTF with six etldonors. The AfDB reports its
contribution as (an AFI of) US$ 1.03M pa.

» Equivalent support to CORAF as part of the MDTHwite other donors. Information on this
contribution comes from the DFID R4D website angl $fze of the AfDB contribution is not
known (viz. it could not be traced on the AfDB wids Thus its quantity is not mapped in the
Main Report, Table 3.

» AfDB funds two of the FARA network function projectDONATA and RAILS. The
DONATA project was not traced on the AfDB websiteé BARA puts the AfDB contribution
to DONATA at US$ 2.44M pa. The RAILS project izoeded by AfBD, FARA, CORAF and
SADC-FANR but not by ASARECA. FARA reports a RAIFI of US$ 1.00M pa
presumably as funding is spread across SROs ardmdhtners and the AfDB an AFI of $M
6.81 pa. The AfDB figure is mapped in Main Rep®dble 3.

» Other earlier and small (less than UAC 3M totaldiung or US$ 0.10M pa) AfDB agricultural
development oriented projects which have an ARDgmment (<20%) focussing on the NARS
are a ‘Fisheries development project — Uganda’butainhd valleys rice development project —
Ghana’ are listed given on the AfDB website. THBB also funds the large NERICA
dissemination project with UAC 20M over seven ydaes AFI of US$ 4.18M pa) but its ARD
content is difficult to estimate from the availaBlemmary project description.

149. Finally there is the Tanzania Agriculture Sectorv&lepment Programme (TASDP), a large
sector budget support programme started in 20G8, ather donors totalling some US$300 million.
This is characteristic of how similar multi-lated@nor projects provide support to SSA ARD:
support that is either general SSA ARD or ARD naatljnaligned to CAAP 4. . The main focus of
the TASDP is on supporting local government sess/aad promoting ‘pluralism’ in service
provision. Only one of eight components, titledridgltural Services — National Level, seems likely
to make a small contribution directly to ARD.

150. In summary, some AfDB funding goes to ARD dire¢dyCAADP4 via MDTF to the SROs
and some indirectly to general SSA ARD as paraadér agricultural development sector projects.
While funding is significant for individual projexit is perhaps only some 10% of the AfDB’s
agriculture sector lending. For 2010, that wouddate to some $50 M across all of Africa. Only
some US$9.5M pa can confidently be mapped by titidySn Main Report, Table 3.

3.2.2.The World Bank

151. The World Bank’s (WB) strategy for agriculture & sut in its Agriculture Action Plan 2010 —
2012 (AAP). The APP is designed to ‘operationalise thinking set out in the 2008 World
Development Report: Agriculture for Development (WR008). Subject to demand, the AAP
proposes to raise WB lending to agriculture fron$43B pa to between US$6.2 and $8.3 B pa:
around 15% of total bank commitments. The aino ivdrk across the range from regional

35
“5 AfDB Group — The 2010 — 2012 Programme and Budyenex 3
%6 $520 million approx. The AfDB Unit of Account ampximately = $1.5.

35



EIARD - Analysis of donor support to CAADP4 — Phasé
Appendix 3 Donor Domain — International non-EU

programmes, through country-level PRSPs and doworumunity-driven development. (CAADP is
the example quoted of a regional programme).

152. The AAP sets five key areas: i) agricultural praduty; ii) markets and value chains; iii)
risk/vulnerability; iv) ‘facilitate agriculture ent and exit, and rural non-farm income’; v)
environment/sustainability.

153. Sub Saharan Africa (SSA) and South Asia are givianity, about half the AAP total: i.e.
US$3B pa. No expected split between Africa andiAsistated. For SSA, the focus is to be on
raising productivity, especially for smallholderEhe text states that WB has aligned its support
around the four CAADP pillars by giving priority &gricultural research and extension (15% of the
ongoing programme), crop development (14%), irfigaand drainage (9%). However, this is
somewhat misleading. Equally large, or largerppraons of the programme go to ‘General
Agriculture, Fishing, Forestry Sector’ (21%), irdteucture (9%), and public admin/law (10%).

154. The AAP’s position on research is perhaps impircthe fact that it is lumped together under
one heading with extension as ‘Extension & Reseé&trcMore explicitly, the focus seems to be on
adoption more than research. In SSA, “better ado@nd use of existing seed varieties can double
yields.” The AAP makes the following points abdgjricultural Innovation:

» The WB will focus orfimproving the relevance and responsiveness ofrogygtdge and
traditional research and extension through: empawent of end-users, encouraging pluralism
in delivery, and better linking research and exiens

»  WB will support biotechnology, its regulation aslvas its generation, recognising tha
“effects vary across years, institutional settingdeagro-ecological zones”.

* CGIAR needs reform but offers economies of scalpeeially for smaller countries. Research
performance contracts are proposed under a new R@IAd hosted by the WB.

155. The World Bank’s non-CGIAR support to SSA ARD maghy the Study into Main Report,
Table 3, derived mainly from the WB'’s website pobtgedatabase and are given in Apperidils
listings. All projects selected for mapping havéeast a 20% research content estimated from the
WB declared ‘Ext&Res %’ modified (by the Study) fingroject description information, typically
using project component descriptions.

156. The key features of the mapped projects are:

» Support to FARA provides ca (AFl) US$ 8.7M pa fr@f09-2013 from a (FARA) trust fund.
FARA also reported smaller WB funding (US$ 0.17N foa partnership and strategic
alliances for 2009 only but this support may bestaftom the trust fund. Only the trust fund is
mapped to FARA.

» The WB support to ASARECA MDTF is US$ 3.12M pa. AMEECA is also the coordinating
implementing organisation for the EAAPP, in Etheydlenya, Tanzania and Uganda, which
has a substantial research component (50%) anihfwktE$ 90M over six years. This support
(US$ 7.88M pa) is mapped to P4 aligned SSA ARD.

e The two East African country Agriculture ProdudiywviProjects (APPs) — Kenya (US$ 4.4M pa)
and Uganda (US$ 2.66M pa) have a 25-50% researparent and are mapped to P4 aligned
SSA ARD although both countries will only sign CARZompacts in 2010. A large (US$
38.18M pa) WB funded agro-technology and agribussingoject coordinated by NARO is due
to start in Uganda in 2010 but is not mapped infM@eport, Table 3 (since it distorts 2009
estimates).

» The WB website does not list support to the CORA#ivalent to that to the ASAREC Trust
Fund but it is possible the WAAPP for Ghana, Malil &enegal includes the WB funding
contribution to the CORAF MDTF (which the DFID wetlasrefers to as its funding
destination). CORAF's report of the WAAPP-1A fundi(also for Ghana, Mali and Senegal)

36
*" This classification, which is also used on the WBject database, is a good example of where srhatiges
to how donors could improve the usefulness andilityatf data/ information on funding allocations
considerably with a small effort. In this examgg,designating research and extension ‘markers’ fo
programmes/ projects separately and using OECRIatds; viz. 31182 Research and 31166 Extension.
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is double the WB report (US$ 9.00M pa) and mayerfthe recipient countries matching
funding. The WB contribution is mapped to CAADRigaed SSA ARD.

* Two WB funded agricultural development projectshwat20-30% research component, one in
Ethiopia (rural capacity building — US$ 2.65M papan Senegal (agricultural services and
producer organisations — US$ 3.08M pa) are mappegedreral SSA ARD.

» A feature of the WB portfolio is that three SLM j@cts have been approved and start in 2010.
These are in Uganda (US$ 13.30M pa), Mali (US$M.pa) and Senegal (US$ 0.51M pa).
Although only Mali has signed a CAADP compact (20@8ese projects fit under CAAP
Pillar 1 whether or not this is purposive or noig @re mapped as such.

157. On the basis of this analysis, the WB'’s supportdo-CGIAR SSA ARD is ca US$ 70M pa —
three times that to the CGIAR — with half to CAAQ#tlars 1-4 and the SROs) and half to
potentially Pillar 4 aligned (??? P4) ARD via thBRs (see Main Report, Table 3).

3.2.3.GEF

158. The Global Environment Fund has a sizeable poetiofiprogrammes with agricultural
component$?; 20 in the agriculture sector (US$554 M: US$1104); mnd a further 46 in other
sectors (US$1.2 B: US$ 250M pa). It would appkat GEF interprets its environment brief broadly.
It has some very large agriculture and fisherieglbgpment programmes (up to UKE85M) with few
or no explicitly environmental components.

159. None of the 20 agriculture sector projects incladgpecific element for research or extension.
Instead, most activities are coded under broadedihgs such as “Agriculture Development, activity
unspecified”. The 46 programmes outside the afjuisector fall into four main categories: water
resources; environmental protection and policy:diiersity; and rural development. Some of these
are very large (up to $95 million), but none in@wpecific research or extension activities.

160. It hardly seems likely that major environmental senvation and rural development
programmes can succeed without research and esttenisiis likely, therefore, that some, even
substantial ARD funding may be hidden in the gelnsetivity codes shown in the GEF portfolio,
perhaps 10% of the 20 agriculture sector projeets$10 million per annum.

3.2.4.IFAD

161. From 2000-2005, IFAD was an active supporter of NBERand the CAADP process, starting
from the 2003 commitment to pledge at least 10%ovrnment resources to agricultdtelt is not
clear how far this commitment has carried through turrent engagement with CAADP. The IFAD
website does not present a statement of its custeategy in agriculture or rural development, owh
its programmes are tailored to fit CAADP.

162. IFAD has a similar portfolio to GEF: 18 agricultusector programmes (US$539 M: US$

108M pa) and eight programmes in other sectors agticultural elements (US$271 M: US$54M

pa). Only three of the agriculture sector prograsmave a specific research element, two of which
also have an extension element as well. Thersasome programme with extension but no research.

163. With one exception, the impression is that IFADgreonmes focus on community

development, food security and support to vulnergipbups. ARD does not appear to be seen as a
key component in this work. The exception is afgupProject for the Strategic Plan for the
Transformation of Agriculture in Rwanda. On theles shown, this does present a coherent package
of agricultural policy, research, extension andpsupservice activities focussed substantially on
ARD.

3.2.5.FAO

164. The Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) hayetha significant role in CAADP since its
beginning and continues to provide technical eamscst to the NEPAD Planning and Coordination
Agency (NPCA) and the AUC’s Department of Rural Bmamy and Agriculture (DREA). In 2003,

37
“8 Source: AidData.Org, on same five year basis a8Vi®

49 IFAD, the African Union and the New Partnership Adrica’s Development Working together to enableafiholders to
influence rural development policies in Africa, IBAMay 2006
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FAO carried out a two-year programme to assishfiitan countries to prepare National Medium

Term Investment Programmes, in the CAADP framewark] to estimate the financing gap in the
agriculture sector to 2008. (Later reviewers julitieat this may have led to an over-emphasis on
CAADRP as a process to mobilise resources for aliuieu)

165. At the country level, FAO assisted pre- and postjgact processes in Rwanda, Sierra Leone
and Togo during 2009, and expected to do the sarmother countries during 2010-11. As Cluster
Convenor, FAO represents UN organisations, inclgidie World Bank, on the CAADP Partnership
Platform, a continental forum designed‘tally commitment and partnership as well as aligemb

and harmonisation of efforts supporting African iagiture.” FAO, along with WFP, is named as
one of two Supervising Entities for Technical Atmike under the recently launched US$1B Global
Agriculture and Food Security Programme. Africaintries are only eligible for this programme
once they have signed a CAADP compact. In thedutinis may be one of FAO’s most important
roles in the CAADP process.

166. FAQ's current strategy is set out in its Mediummd?lan 2010-13, which is presented
together with its Programme of Work and Budget 2010 The plan sets out 11 Strategic Objectives.
These objectives have a sectoral focus, which miakif§icult to judge how much emphasis is placed
on Agricultural Research for Development. For eplenl7% of the budget goes to emergency
preparedness and response, a sector where ARD seékady to play an important role. The 11
objectives are:

A. Sustainable intensification of crop production (11% of 2010-11 budget)

B. Increased sustainable livestock production (8%)

C. Sustainable management and use of fisherieagumeitulture resources (6%)

D. Improved quality and safety of foods at alggtsi of the food chain (2%)

E. Sustainable management of forests and trees (5%)

F. Sustainable management of land, water and igeesburces and improved responses to global
environmental challenges affecting food and agtiral (6%)

G. Enabling environment for markets, improvedliiv@ods & rural development (4%)

H. Improved food security and better nutrition (7%)

I. Improved preparedness for, and effective respda, food and agricultural threats and
emergencies (17%)

K. Gender equity in access to resources, gooddces and decision-making in the rural areas

(1%)

L. Increased and more effective public and privatestment in agriculture and rural

development (4%)

167. As an organisation, FAO places most emphasis agidgtsal work, with 73% of the proposed
2010-11 budget allocated to Headquarters/Globaly OS$183 over two years is specifically
allocated to Africa. A brief regional strategysest out which mentions the 2003 Maputo
commitment to raise government expenditure on aljuie to 10% of the total budget. There is no
mention of CAADP or any specific strategy for ARIhstead, the strategy for Africa retains the
focus on FAQO’s 11 sectoral objectives.

168. Following the closure of a separate Research atehBon Division, Office of Knowledge
Exchange, Research and Extension (OKERE) now Ad¥'s brief for supporting ARD It will
assist countries in the development of efficieifécéve and sustainable national agricultural
research and extension systems, and the strengthehiinkages between them and the agricultural
producers for the effective assessment, adaptatiohadoption of appropriate technologies in
agriculture, forestry and fisheries. This will incle close interactions with global entities in
agricultural research for development such as th&b@l Forum on Agricultural Research (GFAR)
and the Consultative Group for International Agticmal Research (CGIAR).”

169. FAOQ itself is not a donor and FAO projects arelisped on any of the main donor aid
databases. Unlike most major UN organisations, BA€s not appear on OECD DAC lists of
multilateral donors. This makes it difficult toayse which donors contribute most to FAO or to map
what proportion of donor funding goes to CAADP loe individual pillars via FAO. A complete
analysis of FAO’s own project database would beegsary to get a clear picture. However, OKERE
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have provided the Study with a table setting oatlh active FAO projects which are linked to

CAADRP pillars (Table 5.

170. Making simple assumption ofao-rata split s between the different pillars, these prbje
represent an AFI (i.e. average annual expendiafre)5$ 23.2pa to CAADP Pillar 4 and 0.6pa and
6.5pa to pillars Il and Il respectively. In theall of donor support to SSA ARD (Tble 3 in the main
Report) these (FAO related donor contributions)iackided as references to the known projects (tick
marks) rather than as definitive funding valuesiirte there is inadequate information to apply the
same screening process as for other table entfias.reason for this screening is to avoid the
significant risk of double counting with fundingats. For example, the FAO website states that the
agriculture and forestry research project in thenDeratic Republic of Congo (US$ 3.43pa) as led by
IITA and CIFOR which therefore will presumably haaleeady been included in the CGIAR figures.
This example well illustrates the risk of doubleiotng when the project databases are so
incomplete, and donor funds run through so manylapping channels, even when they are directed
at a relatively limited objective like SSA ARD il Saharan Africa.

Table 5 FAO projects supporting or linked to CAApiRars |, II, Il or IV (FAO Pers. Comm.)
Title of Project/Programme Dates | US$M Overall Objective CAADP Country
Total Pillar
(AFID
Post-emergency accelerated| 06/08 - | 0.43 | Post-emergency capacity building Il Liberia
capacity building for Liberia’s| 05/10 | (0.22)
national food security
programme
Support to Agriculture and 06/09 - | 0.70 | Strengthen Agricultural and I, v Sudan
Forestry Development Project 01/11 | (0.44) | Forestry Support Services and
Institutions.
Amélioration de la 12/07 - 1.0 Improvement of research and v Mali ,
productivité agricole par le 03/10 | (0.44) | extension systems and inter Mauritania
renforcement de capacites des country cooperation for & Senegal
systemes de recherche et technology adoption
vulgarisation agricole
IFAD/FAO Rural knowledge | 04/07 - 1.4 Application of knowledge to \% Kenya,
network 03/10 | (0.34) | development of rural markets Tanzania &
Uganda
Food Security through 04/08 - 15 Agricultural productivity, I, 1 Liberia
Commercialization of 03/11 | (0.78) | marketed output & incomes of
Agriculture Farmer-based Organizations.
Diversification, intensification| 04/08 - 15 Participatory support through I, 1, v Guinée
et valorisation des produits 06/11 | (0.60) | producer organisations to Bissau
agricoles dans Oio et Bafata diversify and intensify crop and
animal production.
Food security & 05/06 - 3.0 Improve food security and reduce I Burundi ,
modernization of agriculture | 06/13 | (0.42) | rural poverty Rwanda, &
under NEPAD Uganda
Intensification de I'agriculture] 09/08+ 7.0 Food security. Support to v Niger
06/11 | (2.55) | extension & farmer organisation
Relance de la recherche 12/06 - | 10.0 | Rehabilitation of agricultural and A% DRC
agricole et Forestiere 11/09 | (3.43) | forestry research system
Increased equitable economi¢ 01/09 - | 19.5 | Smallholder production , 1, v Swaziland
growth and development 01/14 | (4.00) | marketing for food security and
rural livelihoods
Sudan Productive Capacity | 06/07 - | 24.1 | Consolidated peace with I, v Sudan
Recovery Programme 05/11 | (6.00) | sustainable and equitable
development.
Support for reorganisation of| 07/09 - | 32.6 | MINAGRI restructuring, v Angola
agricultural research system of 07/12 | (11.00) | reorganize agricultural research.
Min. Agriculture
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171. The USA is assessed as the largest single coraribEAO’s providing 22% of the regular
budget , with Japan second at 17%. However, Earopeuntries as a group contribute 39%. Over
50% of FAQO'’s total budget comes from Extra Budggtae discretionary contributions. Here it
appears that the EC is the large single contribespecially through the €1 billion Food Facility,
which is channelling US$315M through FAO. In 2069% of EC support to FAO went to Africa:
US$78M out of US$123 M. However, the following suary of the Food Facility’s activities may
indicate that relatively little of that has goneARD:

» expanding certified seed production

* ensuring access to quality inputs and appropriension

» strengthening existing farmer-based organizations

* improving storage infrastructure

 facilitating linkages to markets

» establishing and strengthening community-manageghtion schemes
* increasing livestock production

* promoting conservation agriculture

3.2.6.0ther Multilaterals

172. The AidData database includes records for threerottultilateral donors: the Arab Fund for
Economic and Social Development; the Islamic Dgwelent Bank and OPEC. Taken as a group,
they have a portfolio of 22 agriculture sector pemgmes (US$712 M: US$142M pa) and 18
programmes in other sectors with an agriculturaingnt (US$1.1 B: US$ 217M pa).

173. The portfolio includes two small programmes focdsselely on research: some US$ 400,000
each in Djibouti (capacity building for an analgiidaboratory working on oil palm) and Sudan
(IsDB) for an oilseeds programme. One larger tivels development programme in Mali has an
extension component.

3.3.Bilateral Donors

3.3.1.AusAID

174. AusAID expects to spend AU$ 201 million (US$ 183d) aid to Africa in 2010/11. A
substantial proportion of this is under its fouageAU$ 100 million, Australia-Africa Food Security
Initiative (AAFSI) which is explicitly aligned witlCAADP. This has three components: lifting
agricultural productivity; improving rural livelilams; and building community resilience. The fobt
these is focussed on agricultural research, wittraphasis on CGIAR for which Australian funding
is to be doubled.

175. The AusAID website indicates that AAFSI will starith an initial engagement with CAADP
Pillar 4. “Together, AusAID, the Australian Centre for Intational Agricultural Research (ACIAR)
and Australia’s Commonwealth Scientific and Rede@oganisation (CSIRO) will work with African
institutions for improved agricultural research aptbductivity in Southern, East, Central and West
Africa.” ACIAR is leading on a maize-legume programme W8ARECA and CIMMYT: to
increase productivity and reduce downside risk ®p&r cent each within a decade, for at least
500,000 farmers in Ethiopia, Kenya, Malawi, Mozagua and Tanzania. CSIRO will establish a
partnership in West and Central Africa to fostéegmated agricultural research for development. In
East and Central Africa it will support capacityilding and research to improve animal health and
the nutritional quality of food. AusAID emphasisesearch that is relevant for smallholder farmers,
and building capacity in African institutions. sitates that it will work closely with FARA.

176. Details are not given of how AAFSI resources waldplit between its three components but
the fact that it is starting with ARD implies thattleast 25% will be to support CAADP4: some AU$
6.25 million a year (US$ 5.6 million).

177. The ACIAR website indicates that it is currentipporting two projects in Africa. The largest
is SIMLESA - sustainable intensification of maizgdime cropping systems for food security in
eastern and southern Africa. It has a budget 032956 million and runs from 2010 to 2013. Partner

40



EIARD - Analysis of donor support to CAADP4 — Phasé
Appendix 3 Donor Domain — International non-EU

countries are “Ethiopia, Kenya, Malawi, Mozambiq@ianzania and Australia, with input from South
Africa. CIMMYT, as commissioned organisation, wilanage the project in collaboration with the
Association for Strengthening Agricultural Researckastern and Central Africa (ASARECA),
partner country research entities, other CGIARresnand Australian partners.” Based on the
‘CGIAR Ongoing Research’ website information, SIMEA is part of Australian (restricted) funding
contribution to the CGIAR.

178. ACIAR’s other project is much smaller, AU$ 550,58dm 2006 to 2011, it supports Pasture
Development for Community Livestock Production msECape Province, South Africa. As far as
can be discovered, these two ACIAR projects ardralia’s only current contributions to ARD in
Africa. SIMLESA alone will use up the suggested$\€l25 M pa and may constitute Australia’s
sole contribution to the sector. (CSIRO appeagxctqust as a high-level research resource, not
implementing separate projects for Africa.)

179. FARA InfoSheet returns to the Study (Seable 1) gives AusAID as the donor to the Regional
Policies and Markets Project (RPM) with funding UB%2M pa. AusAID is also a donor to the
AECF-RIB but this does not conduct research &8&e3) and is not mapped in Main Report, Table 3.

180. AusAID has three programmes supporting Australiaoh African NGOs. These have food
security components which may include elementxt&rsion and farmer services, on the boundary
between development and ARD, or even some reseamth However, it does not seem that these
are at all large.

181. Areview of AusAID’s earlier Africa programme indites that AASFI represents an increase
on earlier levels of support to ARD. Since the 1980s, ACIAR has implemented 14 prsjecSouth
Africa and 20 in Kenya, mostly small and focussadighly technical issues. A handful of
researchers from these two countries have alsodmeéllowships.

3.3.2.CIDA

182. CIDA has a major portfolio of support to Africanraglture. It is also a major contributor to
FARA (CA$ 22.4 million, 2009 to 2014).

183. The CIDA website database shows 111 African opamatiprojects with agricultural
components? These range from very large budget/sector sugpogrammes entirely focussed on
agriculture, e.g. CA$ 110 million to Ghana, to dsato Canadian NGOs working across many
developing countries, not just Africa, where asdlias 3% of the total funding is for agriculturEhe
total value of this portfolio is C$ 1.23 billion 8% 1.2 billion). Of this, 51% is allocated to
agriculture and 6.2% to agricultural research (D&@e 031182). On an annual basisome CA$
113 million (US$ 109 million) is allocated to agsiture and CA$ 10 million (US$ 10 million) to
research, excluding contributions to core CGIARgpammes.

184. CIDA's support to SSA ARD is detailed in Appendig and non-CGIAR support mapped into
Main Report, Table 3. The appendix shows the pliotbf 13 CIDA projects’® with an agricultural
research component (Code 031182). CIDA has seasfcountries in Africa: Ethiopia, Ghana,
Mali, Mozambique, Senegal, Sudan and Tanzania. edewy only three African countries have
projects in which research is supported directly:

» Ethiopia — 4 Projects, CA$ 7 million a year foriagtture, of which CA$ 2 million research
» Ghana - 2 Projects, CA$ 24 million a year, CA$ Riam research
¢ Mozambique — 1 Project, CA$ 3 million a year, CA®00 research

185. The Mozambique and Ghana projects are sector bsdgebrt to Government. They include a
full package of agricultural policy, extension,itiag, input supply, cooperative and other
components, as well as research. One large Eémapbject is implemented through the World Bank
and the other through ILRI. They include the sdmuad package of agricultural development
components. Only one project, a relatively sma# managed by IFPRI, is focussed only on policy

41
0 AusAID - Annual program performance report for idfr 2007-08

*1 Using the DAC sector classification, i.e. not irdihg fisheries and forestry.
*2 Calculated by dividing total project value by y®af operation.

>3 Some projects are made up to two or more sepiaeats in the CIDA list.
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(031110) and research. Even here nearly half (45%3 to policy. The result is that the reseasch i
allocated only 10% of the budget in Ghana and Mdzque and just under 30% in Ethiopia.

186. Three quarters of the total C$270 million allocatethese research-content programmes goes
to the three country programmes. The remainder7@#iillion) goes to seven multi-country
programmes. Three of these are implemented by Gitatitutes, one by FARA (although it is
classified as being managed by the World Bank),ign@SARECA and one by a Canadian
university. The last is a challenge fund managethb International Development Research Centre:
the Canadian International Food Security Reseauctl FOn average, just over half the funds
allocated to these multi-country programmes iscalled to research. Agricultural policy is the othe
major focus.

187. CIDA'’s support to agriculture comes under its F&aturity priority theme, for which the
framework is set by a Food Security Strategy. CHI¢0 has a Pan African Programme. A number
of the multi-country programmes in the agricultpogtfolio fall under this, including two with
research components: support to FARA and to theAaran Bean Research Alliance (joint funded
with SDC).

188. The CIDA website presents an Aid Effectiveness Algeand there is a commitment to work
with partners, in particular NEPAD and the AU irtibthe Food Security Strategy and the Pan Africa
Programme. However, CAADP is not mentioned eitirethe website or in the Strategy. Itis
referred to in just four of the project documemsioe database. This is surprising given the lefel
support to FARA. Given the scale of CIDA’s supporagriculture, it indicates that there is a long
way to go before full alignment with CAADP is reach

189. Ethiopia, which has a CAADP compact and a largeACjiPogramme with a relatively large
research element, would make an interesting casgg.st

3.3.3.USAID

190. USAID has been a major supporter of CAADP, prinltypdharough its Presidential Initiative to
End Hunger in Africa (IEHA), its principal progranenn African agriculturé* The most recent
available material on IEHA is from the 2007 AnnBalport>® The budget for 2007 was US$192
million, of which US$72 million was for developmeadsistance. (The remainder was under PL480
and a Famine Fund.)

191. As with other donors who express support for CAADBAID’s objectives under IEHA do
not map easily onto the four pillars. Three intediate results are set out:

» Enhanced productivity of smallholder-based agrioelt
* An improved policy environment for smallholder-basagriculture; and
* Increased agricultural trade.

IEHA has six focus countries — Ghana, Kenya, Mdbzambique, Uganda, Zambia, two food
security countries — Malawi, Niger. The former seen as being “on the cusp of becoming
transforming countries”, i.e. beginning to reduceit dependence on agriculture. South Africa and
Nigeria are named as ‘Science and Technology’ cesyt.e. as foci for work on bio technology.
Apart from the country programmes, IEHA also supgpthree sub-regional programmes and work
supported from Washington.

192. The programme is split between Agriculture SectodBctivity and Enabling Environment
Investments. Under the first heading, some 28%@tountry programmes go to Research and
Technology Dissemination and 58% of central prognas. Unfortunately, the budget split between
the two categories and between country and cgmtbgrammes is not recorded. On heroic
assumptions, that PL 480 and Famine Fund Monegtispent on ARD and that the majority of the
development assistance funding is spent in-couittcgn be estimated that USAID contributes

42
> Other programmes are the Sustainable Tree Cragtiire through IITA, Cameroon and the Regional
Strategic Analysis and Knowledge Support Systenouitth IFPRI.

%5 possibly indicating that the new US administratias moved on, although the website still leadh VEiHA.
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between US$20 million and US$25 million a year &s&arch and Technology Dissemination in
African agriculture®®

193. To this must be added support to ARD through a rmrmbother channels. Biotechnology is
supported through CGIAR, the Programme for BiogaBsistems (IFPRI), the Agricultural
Biotechnology Support Program (a consortium of judshd private sector institutions managed by
Cornell University), African Agricultural Technolgd-oundation and the Donald Danforth Plant
Science Center. USAID also supports links betwé8runiversities and NARS through eight
Collaborative Research Support Programmes.

194. USAID commissions a substantial proportion of itsrkvas contracted projects. There is no list
available which is easy to analyse. AidData.Gstslb28 US agriculture sector projects startecesinc
2005 in Africa. Unfortunately, the records showvitmer the funding involved nor the activity codes t
allow a breakdown of what support this implies A&D.

195. The USAID funded projects detected by the Studyliared in Appendixi1’s listings. USAID
supports ASARECA and CORAF nominally through the M3 although the USAID funding is
accounted separately. This explains the many ASZ¥\REanaged projects listed (these are projects
commissioned by ASARECA using USAID [Trust Fundhdling) and probably the sole USAID
funded food security project implemented by CORAFSAID funds a policy training programme
with NEPAD and is reported as a joint funder onBPHWBRA project and to the AATF. No USAID
specific funding details are available for thesaquts.

3.3.4.China

196. China’s Department of Aid to Foreign Countries astpf the Ministry of Commerce. The
statistics page of the department’s website iskbleéBome outside research gives a picture of the ai
programme, although it is not up to datelt suggests that the bulk of China’s aid is moverectly
classified as investment on concessionary ternsigded to give China access to African resources
and win work for Chinese construction firms andeotbontractors. By far the largest proportion goes
to Africa, some $18 billion in 2007. However,stunlikely that more than a small part of this
contributes to ARD. That said, the Department iof website names CGIAR as China’s ‘largest
agricultural development partner’ with, accordingdGIAR financial statements a 2008 total
contribution of US$ 3.1M (US$ 2.4M as restrictedding): so there is some engagement with the
sector.

3.3.5.India

197. India’s Technical and Economic Cooperation progran(tiEC) does not provide major
bilateral funding. Instead it focuses on playiadrdia’s strengths by providing “skills of manpawe
and technology more appropriate to the geographitdlecological conditions and the stage of
technological development of several developingwoes.” Training is a major element, together
with the supply of Indian expertise. The annualdmi is small: Rs. 500 million equivalent to US$11
million. Despite India’s well developed agriculliresearch network, there is no specific mention o
support to the ARD sector.

198. ITEC apart, India’s aid appears to mirror Chingpa#t from contributions to multilateral
organisations, the majority is confessional finalmtieed to investment in developing countries.

199. AidData.Org does show data on Indian developmasjepts in Africa. Five projects are listed.
Values are not shown but none includes a spee$earch or extension element. Instead the
emphasis is on crop production and the supply @iaimmanufactured farm equipment.

3.4.Foundations

3.4.1.BMGF

200. The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation’s support'&gricultural development’ is the largest
(in funding) initiative under the ‘Global DevelopmieProgramme’. Measured on grants paid in 2009,

43
*%|.e. Between 30% and 35% of $72 million.
*" See China’s Foreign Aid Activities, US CongressioResearch Service, Feb 2009
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BMGF gives priority to health (US$1.8 billion) follved by agricultural development (US$316
million).>® CAADP is mentioned in BMGF literature, but nat four pillars. There is a strong focus
on technically led improvements in yield et©ne recent study shows that doubling the scant
current spending on agricultural research for Suh&an Africa and South Asia alone over the next
five years would enable 282 million people to owetre poverty by 2020>*

201. The Agriculture Development initiative focuses omifinvestment areas: Farmer Productivity;
Market Access; Science and Technology; and Policy&tatistics. These do not map easily to the
CAADRP pillars. Farmer productivity includes elentenf Pillar 4 and as well as Pillar 1, Market
Access maps to Pillar 2, while Pillar 3 seems taross-cut if it is anythin§?. However, the Science
and Technology area fairly clearly maps to Pillasdpporting‘efforts that work with small farmers
to develop and distribute more productive crop eaes ...... [and] varieties that have enhanced
nutritional value. Our partners employ a ranggethniques — from conventional breeding to
biotechnology ...."

202. The BMGF website lists all grants made by Prograrteng Global Development) and Topic
(Agricultural Development). However, it is diffitdo extract and summarise the data due to tke lis
structure and search optiéhand, within the time available to the Study, ihét possible to do this
adequately given that BMGF is one of the biggesibd®to SSA ARD. It is clear that the majority of
the agricultural development funding goes to Afifd&s$ 1.32B or US$ 263M pa in 177 grants in
total since 2005, versus just 17 grants for ASiajlow the funding breaks down between BMGF’s
four agricultural areas is not stated, beyondtafishe five largest grants in each sector on
explanatory webpages. In the full listing, there o African grants in agriculture classified as
‘research and development’; all are classifiedagsicultural development'.

203. If all African agricultural grants are in propontido the total amongst the five largest grants,
the greatest share goes to Farmer Productivity J4&Howed by Market Access (27%) and Science
& Technology (23%§? Of these by far the biggest single amount goésedilliance for the Green
Revolution in Africa (AGRA) - US$M 330 since 200&. US$ 65M pa.. Two AGRA grants

highlight the difficulty separating Pillar 1 fromllar 4 within BMGF support. The Soil Health
Program is to renew depleted soils through impraabmanagement practices and the program for
Africa’s Seed Systems is to develop as well asidige ‘locally adapted seeds’. These are clasifi
under Farmer Productivity but some form of reseaartent would seem essential for either of them.
Judging from the five largest programmes in Sciefadeechnology, the BMGF sees this as being the
same as plant breeding: conventional, marker-askmst GM.

204. With the exception of AGRA and AATF, the majority BMGF funding is channelled through
CGIAR or DC institutions, universities or NG®%s. Of the largest 20 agricultural development grants
since 2005, half (US$ 64 M) of the funds have eeAGRA and half (US$ 55M) to the CGIAR
centres (CIMMYT, CIP, CIAT, ICRAF, ICRISAT, IFPRha IRRI). Most CGIAR centres hold

other grants as well. There are no national lmstitutions or NAROs holding one of the 52 largest
grants (of 177 grants in total).

205. Given the scale of its funding and its focus, BMiGan important contributor to ARD in

Africa. To illustrate how important BMGF suppostrnapped in Main Report, Table 3, based on the
best estimates derived as describeBox 3. These estimates for 2009 which are conservgtiaee
the BMGF, at US$M 45, in the top five donors to SSRD after the World Bank (US$M 94) and
equivalent to the USA (USAID - $M 49 pa) and UK (D~ $M 52 pa).

44
* BMGF Annual Report 2009

%9 Perhaps not surprisingly the Study quoted was BYAR/IFPRI.

%It can be argued that this is true of P3 anyway.

®1 The list of grants is classified by Program, Ydegion and Topic: for agriculture the relevantgseanme is
Global development and topic options are ‘Agrigtdt Development’ and ‘Research and Development'.
62 Count from BMGF Grants Listing on Website

3 BMGF Agricultural Development - Strategy Overview

% Eg. Imperial College doing school feeding !11?2??
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Box 3 Apportioning BMGF donor support to SSA AR26809 case study

Since 2005, average annual BMGF grant totals foicAf+ Agricultural Development are US$

265M pa. If 25% is assumed to go to ARD (see 28%dience and Technology as p&@3) this is
an AFI of US$ 65M pa. In 2009 BMGF’s contributitmthe CGIAR was $M 29 leaving potentially
$M 35 pa to be accounted for by AGRA, AATF and othe

AATF’s funding from BMGF is ca US$ 7.5M pa (baseda2008 grant of US$ 27.75M for five
years to develop drought tolerant maize). Basegrants of US$ 329M since 2006, AGRA’s AFI
from BMGF is US$ 12.66M pa giving (assuming 33%esearch) US$ 4.22M pa for ARD. With
the BMGF contribution to GALVmed (US$ 3.75M pa)dis US$ 15M pa, leaving up to ca US$
20M pa to others (which cannot be verified withfurther analysis).

Thus, BMGF’s donor support to SSA ARD in 2009 isservatively estimated as ca US$ 45M pa
US$ 29M via the CGIAR and US$ 16M via AGRA, AATFhGALVmMed.

3.4.2.Ford Foundation

206. The Ford Foundation’s main focus is on issues agaflemocracy and human rights.
Agriculture might be expected to contribute to twats nine social justice issues: Economic
Fairness, which includes Livelihoods, and Sustdm8®gvelopment. As far as can be established
from the website database, it has no African pisjacthese sectors with a clear link to agricatur
productivity and hence ARD.

3.4.2.1.Rockefeller Foundation

207. The Rockefeller Foundation is a significant conttdy to AGRA and to the AATF, but it does
not publish information on the size of its gramtst do AGRA and AATF publish details of their
receipts. It does not appear that it has any qitegrammes dealing with African agriculture.

3.4.2.2.Syngenta Foundation

208. The Syngenta Foundation for Sustainable Agriculsui8FSA) mission is to create value for
resource-poor small farmers in developing counttiesugh innovation in sustainable agriculture and
the activation of value chains. It works with pets in developing countries and emerging markets,
in Africa in Western and Eastern African countrigsd pays special attention to developing Public-
Private Partnerships in agricultural research. diheis to help small farmers become more
professional growers and sustainably improve tloeid security. This is done by extending science-
based know-how, facilitating access to quality ispand linking smallholders to markets.
Agricultural extension projects are complementea pprtfolio of partnerships in advanced crop
science.

209. SFSA strategy focuses on smallholders, productasity markets through three closely-linked
activity areas: Knowledge, Tools and Opportuniti@sowledge refers to projects that directly
support farmers ‘on the ground'. Major pillars ageicultural services and know-how transfer. ool
comprise initiatives in agricultural R&D and produlevelopment. The focus is on technology and
relevant products, including crop varieties. Opyaities refer to policy, financial mechanisms,
market development and thought leadership. AlthdD4ADP is not referred to on the SFSA
website its strategy as described their maps oA®OP pillars 4 and 2.

210. SFSA funded projects, some joint-funded with SD@ some managed by the CGIAR (SFSA
2009 contribution of US$ 1.07) and one by FARA (@ABIMA project), were reported as part of the
Swiss portfolio (see pard16) and have been mapped into Main Report, Table tB®basis of those
reports, although for most no funding figures wavailable.
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3.5.0ther SSA-based organisations

211. The nascent organisation that have emerged in #ke wf the African Union and NEPAD
development initiatives for agriculture, primariyrough CAADP, and that are relevant to donor, and
other implementation, support to SSA ARD are regdun this sub-section.

3.5.1.AGRA

212. The Alliance for a Green Revolution in Africa (AGR#S a partnership-based organization
founded in 2006 to achieve a smallholder-baseccafriGreen Revolution that will enable Africa to

be food self-sufficient and food secure. Its dighiment responded to measures taken at the African
Fertilizer Summit 2006 to help ensure smallholdenmfers had access to the agricultural development
services they needed to achieve food securitympdaved incomes. AGRAaligns its work with

the CAADP and supports the political will it embesli by working closely with the African Union

and the NEPAD Secretariat, and others who supp®/P’s goals.

213. AGRA was founded through a partnership betweerRfhand the BMGF. The BMGF has
continued to provide substantial funding since tfeguivalent to ca US$ 12.66M pa) for a range of
purposes. Currently AGRA also receives core fupdiiom the DFID and other partners have
collaborated with AGRA to launch special partngpshitiatives, including the Africa Enterprise
Challenge Fund (AECF), IFAD, DGIS, Coalition forridan Rice Development CARD and JICA.
AGRA is governed by a board which includes repregermres of the African agricultural development
partners and AGRA'’s international stakeholders.R*3s based in Nairobi but has offices in
Nairobi, Kenya and Accra, Ghana.

214. AGRA's funds an integrated program in seeds, soifrket access, policy and partnerships
and innovative finance work to trigger compreheesianges across the agricultural system through
a competitive grant scheme. Brief descriptions lkandinformation of “currently-funded” projects

are listed on the website. There are about 1@&etisting, which includes those under the Furrd fo
the Improvement and Adoption of African Crops amd Health Research, from which a sample
suggests about half of the total number are ARepts. However, funding levels are very variable
and to a mixture of national and international jtevs, so 30 - 50% to ARD seems a reliable
estimate. Whatever the funding levels it seem&BRA funding footprint will be particularly
influential with SSA ARD since it provides a widgnge of grant sizes to a wide range of providers
local, regional and international.

215. Other AGRA programmes are the development orieftgtb-dealer Development, Education
for African Crop Improvement, Seed Production fdridga and Markets. It is beyond the Study’s
resources to calculate the ARD funding intensityhalse projects but, given adequate resources, this
is straightforward task.

216. In summary, AGRA is a major actor in SSA ARD fordgd main reasons. Firstly, because of
its influential ‘funding footprint. Secondly, bacge it combines funding ARD with providing an
enabling environment for its uptake and applicatidhirdly, and distinctly, because of its linkages
including in governance, with donors and similarl¥R actors (e.g. AECF and AECF-RIB), and
NEPAD and CAADP, that contribute to AGRA’s high file.

3.5.2.AATF

217. The African Agricultural Technology Foundation (ARYis a not-for-profit organisation based
in Nairobi, designed to facilitate and promote je/ptivate partnerships for the access and delivery
of appropriate proprietary agricultural technolagier use by resource-poor smallholder farmers in
Sub-Saharan Africa. Its mission“iBo access and deliver affordable agricultural tectogies for
sustainable use by smallholders, and in particuésource-poor farmers, in Sub-Saharan Africa
through innovative partnerships and effective tetbgy/product stewardship along the entire food
value chain” The AATF has three strategic thrusts:

» Negotiating access to proprietary technologies ecihg African agricultural productivity

» Managing partnerships to introduce innovative agtiral technologies to African farming

systems
* Managing knowledge and information
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218. The AATF website search facility gives two retufosthe CAADP from AATF internal
sources. One is a statement by a DFID Advisenen®ATF Inaugural Report (2004) supporting the
establishment of the AATF noting that the AATIE tonsistent with the commitment of African
leaders to generate growth through agriculture mder to benefit the poor — a strategy embraced by
the Comprehensive Africa Agriculture DevelopmemtgPamme (CAADP), which we [DFID] are

also pleased to suppdit DFID has funded AATF Phase 1 since 2004 (USBM pa) and will for
Phase 2 (2011-2014). The second reference i®iIAMTF Strategy 2007-2014 which identifies
CAADP as an example organisation to which the AAWIFprovide information on its products.

219. AATF’s donors are listed as B&MGF, DFID, HGBF, RFSAID and HGBF although donor
funding or AATF project-wise funding amounts we found on the AATF website. Five AATP
projects are listed; on striga control, the impraeat of cowpea, banana and rice and development of
drought resistant maize. The drought resistanzengioject is part-funded by the BMGF (US$ 7.5M
pa). Project briefs list individual project pantsi@vhich encompass the CGIAR, the agro-technology
private sector, regional, sub-regional and natiéis.

220. The AATF governance is by a Board of Trustees aBdard Advisory Committee (BAC),
comprised of representatives of various stakehadganisations in Africa as well as technology
providers and donors, who provide guidance bothe¢cAATF staff and to the members of the
Board’s Programme/ Product Development Commitiése FARA Executive Director, a NEPAD
Adviser and a DFID NR Adviser are included on th&@ Thus the AATF is relevant to CAADP
and specifically Pillar 4, although not explicitBAADP4 aligned.

3.5.3.AECF

221. The Africa Enterprise Challenge Fund (AECF) is &b8&100m private sector fund, backed by
some of the biggest names in development finandelenConsultative Group to Assist the Poor, and
hosted by the Alliance for a Green Revolution imié¢d (AGRA). The purpose of the AECF is to
make agri-business; rural finance and other rueaket systems work better for the poor in selected
African countries by encouraging private sector panies to compete for investment support for
their new and innovative business ideas that wiirove employment, livelihood opportunities and
incomes, and so reduce poverty. The AECF pro\gdasts, part repayable, against the recipients
matching funding. The governance and oversigh®AECF is provided by a mixture of AGRA

and AECF structures.

222. The AECF RIB Window, AECF-RIE, is a special (competitive) fund of the AECF tisat
open to business ideas based on agricultural @sedhe intention of RIB, is to facilitate accéss
and use of, (research) work already done althoogttnategy statement was found. The AECF
website does not have a search facility so theaeée to CAADP was not checked. Although listed
in the DFID SRSA portfoli®®, AECF does not fund primary agricultural resedrsélf so despite the
broad definition of ARD adopted for the Study thE@F-RIB is not included within this Study’s
ARD-focussed mandate. However, it is part of thabding environment for ARD product uptake.
DFID RA4D lists the other joint donors to AECF assAID, BMGF, DGIS-NL, IFAD and RF.

47.
% See AECF-RIB websitdattp://www.aecfafrica.org/rib/
% See DFID websitenttp://www.dfid.gov.uk/Global-Issues/Research-anittence/DFID-Research-2009-10/
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4. Terms of Reference

See following pages for Study Terms of Referensedd by Triple Line Consulting - 21 June 2010
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European Initiative for Agricutural
= Research for Development

Terms of Reference

For "Analysis of donor support (including EIARD members)
to CAADP (Comprehensive African Agricultural Development
Programme) Pillar 4”

Final, 21 June 2010
1. BACKGROUND

FSTP

FSTP, the Food Security Thematic Programme, is a programme of the European Union
that aims “to improve food security in favour of the poorest and the most vulnerable, and
contribute to achieving the first MDG, through a set of actions which ensure overall
coherence, complementarity and continuity of Community interventions, including in the
area of transition from relief to development”. The FSTP objective is to be pursued during
the period 2007-2010 (with a budget allocation of Euro 925 million) through the following
strategic priorities:

(1) Supporting the delivery of international public goods contributing to food
security: Research and technology;

(2) Linking information and decision making to improve food security response
strategies;

(3) Exploiting the potential of continental and regional approaches to improve food
security;

(4) Addressing food security in exceptional situations of transition, and in fragile and
failed states;

(5) Promoting innovation to combat food insecurity: this component aims to foster
innovative practices and approaches to food security and their South-South
upscaling/dissemination; and

(6) Fostering advocacy and advancement of the food security agenda, harmonisation
and alignment with development partners and donors. This component aims to
promote food security at international level and aid effectiveness, in line with the
OECD Paris Declaration.

The EIARD FSTP project

EIARD, the European Initiative for Agricultural Research for Development, aims at
coordinating European ARD (Agricultural Research for Development) policies. EIARD
members are the Member States of the European Union, plus Norway, Switzerland and
the EC. A more detailed introduction to EIARD, its governance and strategy is given in
Annex 1.

The EU, through FSTP, is supporting EIARD with Euro 1.3 million over 3 years (referred
to as the “EIARD FSTP project”) with the overall purpose of achieving “Coherent,
coordinated (at national, regional and global levels), relevant and effective European
policies for and investments in agricultural research for development that support the
food security agenda®™. The EIARD FSTP project will contribute to the External Relations
Policy, the Development Policy and the Research Policy of the EU by enhancing the
international agricultural research cooperation in Europe in favour of developing
countries. The project will contribute to the implementation of the Food Security
Thematic Programme (FSTP), with regard to the following strategic priority six (see
above):

EIARD FSTP project
c/o BEAF - Advisory Service on Agricultural Research for Development, Division 45 - Agriculture, Fisheries and Food
Deutsche Gesellschaft fuer Technische Zusammenarbeit (GTZ) GmbH
P. O. Box 5180, 65726 Eschborn, Germany, http://www.gtz.de/agricultural-research




"Fostering advocacy and advancement of the food security agenda, harmonisation,
coordination and alignment with development partners and donors, in particular
European ones, in the field of agricultural research for development (ARD)* ”.

The implementation of the EIARD FSTP project is supported by the EIARD PMT (Project
Management Team).

The logframe of the EIARD FSTP project is included in Annex 2. Specific objectives of the

project, in line with the EIARD strategy, are:

(1) Improved donors' coordination, harmonisation and alignment on ARD, in particular
at the European level (EU plus Norway and Switzerland).

(2) Participation of the Civil Society in international policy dialogue on ARD.

(3) Advocacy, awareness raising and education for a more effective contribution of
ARD to food security [food, environment, policy, health, climate change] in
developing countries.

The present assignment contributes to objective (1).

CAADP Pillar IV

CAADP, the Comprehensive African Agricultural Development Programme, is the Africa-
owned and Africa-led initiative working to boost agricultural productivity in Africa (see
www.caadp.net for details). It is a programme of the New Partnership for Africa’s
Development (NEPAD)? and consists of four pillars:

1. Land and water management

2. Market access

3. Food supply and hunger

4, Agricultural research for development

Pillar 4 aims to improve agricultural research and systems in order to disseminate
appropriate new technologies. Progress so far involves the development and adoption of
the Framework for African Agricultural Productivity (FAAP), prepared under the leadership
of the Forum for Agricultural Research in Africa. It has allowed a broad group of
development partners to start scaling up support to science and technology programmes at
the regional and national levels. An operational guide for FAAP has been developed and it
is envisaged that this guide will form the basis for ARD initiatives throughout Africa.

Pillar 4 and FAAP are supported by a range of European donors, as well as non-European
public and corporate donors (such as the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, the African
Development Bank, and non-European bilateral donors such as USAID and AusAid). This
support is either in the form of direct support to agencies mandated with CAADP
implementation (such as FARA and the sub-regional agricultural research organisations
ASARECA and CORAF), or through indirect support to national or regional ARD initiatives
following FAAP principles.

There is currently no up-to-date analysis of support to CAADP pillar 4 and the FAAP
available, which identifies strengths and weaknesses of, and complementarities or conflicts
between the support provided by the different donors involved.

1 Food Security Thematic Programme - Thematic strategy paper & Multiannual indicative
programme 2007-2010. Pages 2, 20 and 27
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/where/worldwide/food-
security/docu ments/fstp strategypaper en. pdf

2 As part of the process to integrate NEPAD into the African Union structures and processes, the

NEPAD Secretariat was recently transformed into the NEPAD Planning and Coordinating
Agency (NPCA).




2. OBJECTIVE OF THE ASSIGNMENT

This analysis will contribute to improving donor coordination, harmonisation and alignment
on ARD, and therefore to the following two results of the EIARD FSTP project:
1. Relevant European policies towards the MDGs in general, and food security
issues in particular, are strengthened.
2. Joint initiatives on ARD are developed by EIARD members and other (bilateral
or multilateral) ARD donors.

Specifically the analysis will provide EIARD with the knowledge and processes required to
better coordinate and harmonise support to CAADP pillar 4 both between EIARD members,
and between EIARD members and other major donors. By mapping existing support (both
in terms of policies and investments) to Pillar 4, areas where support is complementary,
coordinated and adequate, as well as areas where support is inconsistent, conflicting,
duplicating or insufficient will be identified. This will help EIARD members to re-prioritise
support in the future in order to maximise synergies between donors.

3. DESCRIPTION OF THE ASSIGNMENT

This assignment will be largely in the form of a desk study, including the review of
documents, email and phone correspondence, but also some face-to-face meetings with
key informants and stakeholders in Europe. No overseas travel is envisaged.

The assignment will be carried out by (a) consultant(s) with relevant experience and a
track record in working on ARD in Africa, who will ideally have linkages with key
organisations in Europe support ARD.

The assignment will be carried out in two phases, with phase 2 subject to satisfactory
completion of phase 1. Two separate contracts will therefore be issued to the consultants.

Phase 1 will involve the following:

[l Define ‘support to CAADP pillar 4’ in thematic (‘boundaries’ between research and
dissemination on the one hand, covered by pillar 4, and wider rural development on
the other hand, which is also addressed by pillars 1-3), operational and financial
terms (i.e. specific project / programme support, direct public budget support in the
form of sector support to agriculture, indirect public budget support through debt
cancellation and loan warranty, and other financial mechanisms) and thus define the
scope of the study.

[1 Based on an agreed definition, develop a typology / categorisation of ‘support
types’, which incorporate thematic (e.g. plant breeding, scientist capacity
development, dissemination of research findings, support to agricultural advisory
services), and process / institutional characteristics (e.g. core support to regional
organisations, country-level support, research partnerships, CGIAR in Africa).

[1 Map existing and planned future support of EIARD members and other major aid
donors (to include, among others, the World Bank, FAO, African Development Bank,
major private sector / corporate foundations such as BMGF and Rockefeller, and
other bilateral donors such as USAID, CIDA, the governments of China and India)
to CAADP pillar 4 against the agreed ‘support types’ and geographical dimensions
(by country, sub-region / region / continental level). This should include a
quantitative element, i.e. approximate financial layout by ‘support types'.

[0 Include a (nearly / as far as possible) exhaustive mapping of continental (NEPAD,
CGIAR, FARA) and sub-regional support (SROs), and a quick mapping of identified




support for all Subsaharan African countries. Consultants should then propose a

minimum of four "in-depth" country cases studies for phase 2.

If possible, make an assessment of the extent to which individual CAADP pillar 4

support investments at continental, regional and/or national level meet the

requirements of aid effectiveness (as defined by the Paris Declaration and the Accra

Agenda for Action — see

http://www.oecd.org/document/18/0,3343,en 2649 3236398 35401554 1 1 1
1,00.html for details).

Present the results in the form of a draft report, including figures, diagrammes and

maps as appropriate.

Circulate the report for feedback to EIARD members and other key stakeholders.

Incorporate feedback and finalise report.

Phase 2 will involve the following:

O

O

U

Undertake a tentative exhaustive mapping of support to CAADP Pillar IV in the
selected country case studies. If possible, this would include an assessment of the
approximate support to CAADP pillar IV vs support to other pillars of CAADP.

Based on the continental / sub-regional mapping and the country case studies,
analyse the emerging pattern to identify:

o Areas where support appears to be adequately coordinated between donors,
with some level of complementarity of actions, established and functioning
(either formal or informal) coordination mechanisms, resulting in
effectiveness and efficiency of support.

o Areas where support appears to be poorly coordinated, with duplication of
efforts or even conflicting agendas, resulting in low ‘aid effectiveness’.

For each of these two areas, document at least 3 examples in more detail with the
aim of illustrating where efficiencies or inefficiencies originated from and how they
can be avoided / overcome.

Make targeted recommendations for appropriate systems and processes to improve
donor coordination in relation to CAADP pillar IV.

Circulate the draft phase 2 report for feedback to EIARD members and other key
stakeholders.

Incorporate feedback and finalise phase 2 report.

An EIARD PMT member will be assigned as contact person / focal point. The consultant(s)
will report to this contact person, who will also be responsible for signing off on the
completion of phase 1 and 2. Either key documentation or a contact person who will
provide key information will be provided by each EIARD member country.

Consultants are expected to link with relevant networks, organisations or individuals
working on related aspects, such as:

U

U

the GDPRD, and initiatives they are involved in or aware of mapping support to

ARD;

GFAR and documents prepared in preparation for the GCARD conference,

including the European and African regional consultations (see

http ://www .egfar.org/egfarW/website/gcard/regional-consu lItations);

the ERA ARD project (see http://www.era-ard.org/, which has already carried out

a number of studies on European ARD systems;

the ongoing Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation-funded research project on “Africa

and Europe: Partnerships in Food and Farming), which attempted to map European
support to ARD in Africa (see http ://www3.

imperial.ac.uk/africanagriculturaldevelopment);

the consultants carrying out other studies contracted by EIARD, with themes as

shown in Annex 3 (consultants will be identified by September 2010).

4. SPECIFIC DELIVERABLES




The consultants will submit the following deliverables:

Phase 1:

[1 A report of a maximum of 30 pages, describing the typology used and the resulting
distribution pattern of donor support to CAADP pillar IV at the continental, sub-
regional and national level, and proposed country case studies for phase 2.

[1 The report should include detailed annexes with the data used, referencing the
source information, and presenting the resulting distribution pattern in a graphical
way (maps / diagrammes etc.)

Phase 2:
~ A report of a maximum of 20 pages, including the analysis of the emerging pattern
(from phase 1), the country case studies, case studies illustrating examples of poor
and good coordination, and the targeted recommendations for improving
coordination.

5. SKILLS REQURED

The consultant(s) is /are required to have

. a good understanding of the CAADP process and of African ARD institutions;

. an understanding of the principles of donor harmonisation and aid effectiveness;
. basic knowledge of the main aid donors supporting the CAADP process;

. good analytical and writing skills, good presentation skills.

Consultants are requested to demonstrate value for money (for instance by implicating a
research assistant to undertake the data compilation and the liaising with the EIARD focal
points and searching the Internet and other secondary data sources).

6. LOCATION, DURATION AND BUDGET

The study will be carried out from the consultants’ base, and the consultants involved are
expected to liaise with the EIARD PMT member in charge of this assignment by email and
telephone. The assignment will include the presentation of the report at a relevant forum
in Europe.

The assignment is expected to start in August 2010 and end in April 2011. Phase 1 will
take four months (i.e. August 2010 to November 2010). Phase 2 would also last four
months, anticipated to start in December 2010 until April 2011.

The maximum budget available for this assignment is Euro 20,000 for each phase 1 and
phase 2, so Euro 40,000 in total, including fees and all reimbursable expenses. Travel
expenses will be reimbursed for 2.4 class rail fare or economy class air fare, and for
accommodation / DSA according to GTZ regulations for agreed travel, payable against
proof of expenses. Only travel within Europe is envisaged.

This assignment will be contracted through GTZ, Germany. Both firms and individual
consultants are eligible. Interested consultants should send an offer for phase one only,
not exceeding 5 pages, which briefly outlines their capabilities, understanding of the
assignment, planned approach, proposed budget in Euro (including fee rate times person
days), and their CV(s), to Marc Witzel at GTZ (marc.witzel@gtz.de) as the contracting
agency, copied to the EIARD Executive Secretary Philippe Petithuguenin
(Philippe.PETITHUGUENIN@ec.europa.eu) and the EIARD FSTP project technical
coordinator Barbara Adolph (Barbara@tripleline.com) by 11 July 2010. If several
consultants work together, the proposal should clearly indicate responsibilities of all
consultants involved, including responsibility for delivery of the report. A proposal for
phase 2 can be developed towards the end of phase 1.




Annex 1 EIARD

Origins and members

EIARD, the European Initiative for Agricultural Research for Development, was initiated in 1995
with the aim of coordinating European ARD (Agricultural Research for Development) policies.
EIARD members are the Member States of the European Union, plus Norway, Switzerland and the EC
- represented by Directorates General (DGs) for Research and Technological Development (RTD),
Development (DEV), and Europe-Aid Office for Cooperation (AIDCO). Each member has a National
EIARD Network, consisting of ARD policy makers from the relevant Ministries and government
departments, and their advisers. Each National EIARD Network is coordinated by a National
Contact Point.

Governance mechanisms

EIARD is implemented by a European Coordination Group (ECG) consisting of up to three
representatives of each Member, appointed by their respective governments or the European
Commission. The ECG is therefore accountable to both individual European Governments (through
their representatives) and to the EU Council of Ministers and the European Parliament, through the
Commission. The ECG elects an EIARD Chair from among its members, to serve for an agreed
period of two to three years.

A smaller Working Group (WG) of about eight members ensures the continuing activities of EIARD,
and operates as a "Steering Committee". It meets about four times a year, and is fully accountable
to the ECG.

An EIARD Executive Secretary is provided by one of the members, and hosted by the European
Commission (DG RTD) as a Seconded National Expert. The Executive Secretary is responsible for
the day-to-day management of EIARD.

EIARD’s Guiding Principles

EIARD’s operation is guided by the following six principles:

« Alignment: European supports to ARD are aligned on DEEC (Development and Emerging
Economy Countries) own ARD policies, strategies and priorities according to EU commitment
on Aid Effectiveness.

» Relevance: To ensure relevance, ARD is demand-driven, fit the social, economic and
cultural conditions in which the results will be used in DEEC, and is demonstrably useful to
research users and partners.

+ Complementarity: European supports to ARD seek to promote regional/sub-regional
cooperation in ARD among DEEC where this is demonstrably cost-efficient and relevant. At
Community and European level, ARD supports complement and add value to existing
bilateral actions by European states.

« Subsidiarity: ARD activities are proportionate to the objectives to be achieved and planned
and executed at the lowest possible levels at which they can be carried out effectively.

« Partnerships: European supports to ARD seek to promote partnerships, equity and
balanced management responsibilities among partners in the South and in Europe. Such
relationships take account of opportunities offered by Europe’s research strengths and
comparative advantages, as well as the normative policies that frame European
development cooperation and related sectoral programmes. They aim to increase national
and regional capacities to plan and execute - effectively and efficiently — ARD activities.

- Participation: Collaboration is necessary to make research relevant to and for end users.
National partners and research users must be involved in the formulation of research
priorities, plans, implementation processes and in assessment of the results and their
usefulness. Therefore, an Innovation System Approach will be systematically encouraged.
This principle does not preclude the mobilisation of European research to address specific,
targeted problems.

EIARD’s Strategic Plan for 2009-2013




Goal: we seek to reduce poverty (i.e. MDGs); to promote economic growth, food security,
sustainable management of natural resources in developing & emerging economy countries; to
contribute to global development issues and knowledge generation, through more effective
European investments in ARD, and increased European ARD partnership with developing &
emerging economy countries.

Purpose: Coherent and relevant European initiatives with developing & emerging countries in
agricultural research activities and capacity development promoted and implemented in
coordinated manner at global, regional, sub regional and national levels, while giving a stronger
voice to those countries in the European and international decision making processes; and
providing their access to European knowledge by opening up the European Research Area.

Outputs: Four outputs of EIARD activities have been identified in order for the above purpose to
be achieved. These are:

1. Effective coordination of European ARD Policies

2. Effective coordination of European investments in CGIAR

3. Effective coordination of European investments in strengthening ARD organisations,
especially at global level and in Africa.

4, Effective coordination between European investments in ARD and investments in rural

development

At the same time as pursuing these four outputs, EIARD will support ways of ensuring DEEC have a
stronger voice in the ARD arena and more generally building up of DEEC ARD capacity, in particular
of institutions, and young & female individuals.




Annex 2

EIARD FSTP project logframe

Narrative

Activities

Objectively verifiable
indicators

Risks and
Assumptions

Overall objectives

Food insecurity and poverty through pro-poor
agricultural development reduced

Project purposes

Implementation of the Food Security Thematic
Programme (FSTP), with regard to the
following strategic priority: Fostering advocacy
and advancement of the food security agenda,
harmonisation, coordination and alignment
with development partners and donors, in
particular European ones, in the field of
agricultural research for development (ARD).
Promoting food security at international level,
as well as aid effectiveness in line with the
OECD Paris Declaration.

Coherent, coordinated (at national, regional
and global levels), relevant and effective
European policies for and investments in
agricultural research for development that
support the food security agenda

. EIARD members agreed on
common principles for ARD

policies and investments,
and apply these to their
national ARD support
instruments
. Information about EIARD
member ARD policies and
institutions is readily
available on EIARD

communication systems

Resu Its

Component 1: Improved donors'

Five activities will be developed:

coordination, harmonisation and
alignment on ARD (Objective 1)
Expected results:

Relevant European policies toward the
in general, and food security
issues in particular are strengthened.

MDGs

. Joint initiatives on ARD are developed

1.
and civil
development

society members
issues® and

Mobilise European and Southern scientific

on specific
international

initiatives® to provide informed elements, in

particular scenarios and
European

policy formulation.

policy makers involved

options, to
in ARD

1. Completion of 6 studies on
themes defined by EIARD,
that respond to EIARD

information needs, and that
synthesise relevant findings
from existing or ongoing

research and consultations

Risks
" Agriculture, and then
ARD, loose their

political priority in the

Rural Development
. agenda
The political

commitment of EIARD
Members for donors'

with other donors 2. Develop relevant joint policies and strategies |2. Six joint European policy coordination
at European level on ARD issues, to address briefs on ARD produced over harmonisatio’n and
proficiently MDGs at global, regional, sub-|3 years; comparison (in :
) : ’ alignment, as stated
regional levels, and national levels. number and quality) of in o Paris

Global Donors Platform for Rural Development http://www.donorplatform.org/

8

E.g. International Assessment of Agricultural Science and Technology for Development. http://www.agassessment.org/

E.g. ARD acuvities to be developed on the impacts of climate changes on food security in Africa, or activities to improving the delivery of research results to the poorest.




Narrative Activities Objectively verifiable Risks and
indicators Assumptions
3. Strengthen EIARD's voice in the CGIAR in policies existing at Declaration on Aid
order to support a reform toward a more 31.12.2008 with those in Effectiveness, is not
effective system; consolidation of a place at 31.12.2011 translated into actual
European Monitoring System of the CGIAR |3. Three position papers on initiative and actions.
co-funded projects. CGIAR reform and activities; |+ Too high transaction
4. Foster the coordination, harmonisation [three joint European CGIAR| costs of the political
and alignment of European ARD policies with | monitoring missions; number of| coordination at EIARD

5.

those of other bilateral and multilateral
donors.

Integrate ARD policies into the broader

EIARD members funding CGIAR
using the new funding system of
the CGIAR.

enhancing framework of the Rural|Document produced mapping
Development policies s. donor priorities and instruments
for ARD and summarising good
practices
in donor harmonisation; number
of EU joint initiatives to support
African and Southern ARD
organisations
Establishment with HARD and
GDPRD of a process and a
method to mainstream European
ARD policies into theEuropeanand
international rural
development policies.
Component 2: Participation of the | Three activities will be developed: +—Number of and active multi-
Civil Society in international policy - _ stakeholders bi-regional
dialogue (Objective 2) 1. Facilitate part'nershlp' between all ARD platforms: engaggment w_|th
stakeholders, in particular NGOs, farmers 1 platform with Africa
Expected results: organisations and private sector, in order to (PAEPARD); initiation of 2
1. Joint ARD priorities and actions implement European and developing platforms with Asia and Latin-
between European and Southern ARD countries” ARD policies by supporting bi- America.
stakeholders are identified and regional (Europe - developing & emerging|2. Farmers organisations and
translated into guiding documents. countries) policy  dialogues  between civilsociety organisations
2. Multi-stakeholders bi-regional European ARD stakeholders, in particular attend regularly key
platforms to facilitate policy dialogues those of the civil society, and their Southern international ARD events, and
and joint ARD initiatives between counterparts. influence the decision
European and Southern ARD| 2. Support participation of ARD stakeholders’ making processes by
stakeholders are supported. representatives, in particular NGOs, farmers providing recommendation
3. ARD stakeholder’s participation to organisations and private sector, in papers.
international dialogues on ARD policies international meetings on ARD policy

is facilitated.

dialogues.

level.

Assumptions
« Agricultural

development and ARD
remain political
priorities for EIARD
Members.

European financial
support to ARD is
maintained or increased
from actual levels
EIARD is able to

extend its
coordination know-how
for the European

support to CGIAR to the
support for other
ARD partners,
especially ARD Fora in
Africa.
EIARD mobilises all the
potential
and
effective partners which
are already identified,
in order to efficiently

implement
the different
components of the
FSTP EIARD.




Narrative Activities Objectively verifiable Risks and
indicators Assumptions
3. Complementarities and synergies will be
ensured with instruments provided under
the Framework Programme 7 (in particular
INCO-NET, and ERA-NET) to support bi-
regional dialogues.
Component 3: Advocacy, Three activities will be developed: 1. Participation to 4
awareness raising and education for a 1. Organisation and participation of both International events;
more effective contribution of ARD to donors from developed and developing communication materials
food security (Objective 3) countries in international events; (brochure, leaflet,
production of communication activities. presentation) are produced
Expected results: 2. AEF?I;:h_a?ge anf:l m_anagement ?f Elgropean o to highliggt Europegg ARD
International events are organised, information in support_ o. policy policies contribution
communication materials (brochure, makers and ARD partnershlp. Terms of toward _ MDGs and food
leaflet, presentation) are produced to Reference for the |mpler_nentat|on of a security.
highlight European ARD policies & European ARD.Informatlon _Stra_ltegy (ISs) 2. _A European ARD
contribution toward MDGs and food are devglop_ed, EIARD webS|Fe is updated information system strategy
security. and maintained; e-consultation in the area and frame_w_qu on European
The European ARD information system pf development are developed and ARD o initiatives and
on European ARD initiatives and 3 n;ple'rp_enteq.' . - activities is developed._ .
activities are further developed. ETARD . pecific training on ARD issues for decision | 3. _The EIARD website s
website is updated and improved. makers of developing countries . |mNpurg]vbeedr. o trainings
European Information Strategy (IS), organised on ARD Three

developed and implemented.

Awareness of decision makers in
developing countries raised.

seminars over 3 years (one
in each region Africa - Latin
America & Asia).

1C
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Annex 3: Studies and policy briefs to support the implementation of the EIARD

strategy

Theme / topic

Comments on relevance and issues to consider

1/ Making ARD
more pro-poor;
improving
accessibility of
results to the
poorest

~ All EIARD members see impact of ARD on the poor as a major goal of
ARD

investments (to contribute to poverty reduction and food security of the
poor). However, there is no agreement on the approaches to be used to
develop pro-poor research agendas, to identify the poor and to maximise
the impact of ARD for them, including issues such as targeting,
participation in research agenda setting and research design, etc. This
links also to topic 4 — impact assessment.

~ The study and resulting policy brief should help develop a common vision
within EIARD on linkages between research / ARD, innovation and rural
poverty alleviation. It should carefully explore how different EIARD
members view innovation (innovation systems, innovation brokers, private
sector involvement in innovation, commodity chain perspective) and how
this impacts on poverty reduction.

2/ Capacity
development for
ARD (both HR
and institutional
development)

1

Most or all EIARD members invest in capacity development for ARD, and
perceive this investment to be key to ensure that ARD has long-term
impact. Better coordination between EIARD members may lead to more
effective capacity building investments and programmes.

The mapping should look at who invests in what type of CD (formal
training, organisation development, etc.), in what sub-sectors and for what
target group. Also consider approaches to reduce brain drain / support re-
integration of HR into their organisations of origin.

EU has a key role because of long lasting bilateral cooperation and strong
linkages, in particular with SSA.

Crosscutting issues to consider include Gender and Youth aspect, as well as
new demands for capacity development due to climate change.

3/ Impact
assessment
policies and
practices of
EIARD
members

1

Impact assessment is at the core of recent reforms of ARD systems.
Different EIARD members use different paradigms / approaches / methods
for ARD impact assessment, and use the resulting evidence in different
ways. Reviewing and comparing the practices of different EIARD members
would help identify differences and communalities in approaches, and
pave the way for more coordinated impact assessment.

A key question for the policy brief would be to look at how results from
impact assessment actually affect decisions (on programming, on
investing in research etc.). This is a sensitive issue, but highly relevant for
the effectiveness of ARD support.

4/ Implications
on ARD of the
International
Assessment of
Agricultural
Science and
Technology for
Development

While not all EIARD members agree with all conclusions of the IAASTD, it
is nevertheless an important exercise with interesting conclusions. A policy
brief should explore the implications of the assessment for European ARD
policies and investments.

This would need to reposition IAASTD in the context of the GCARD process
- therefore this might be the last policy brief to be developed under this
assignment.

11
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5. Persons consulted

Name Title/ Designation Organisation

Yvonne Pinto Acting Deputy Investigator  Africa andripe: Partnerships in Food
and Farming, Imperial College

Nienke Beintema Programme Head Agricultural SciemzkTeechnology

Indicators (ASTI), IFPRI

David Radcliffe Senior Policy Adviser European Consios, Directorate
General — Development, Brussels
Philippe Petithuguenin Senior Advisor on European Commission, Directorate
Agricultural Research for  General - Research and Technology
Development, EIARD Development, Brussels

Executive Secretariat

Marc Bernard Knowledge Management, Federal Office for Agriculture and Food,
ISICAD Working Group Bonn, FDR
Barbara Adolph Agricultural Development Triple Line Consulting Ltd

and Livelihoods Specialist
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7. Method
7.1.Phase 1

Table 6 OECD.Stat CRS on-line: Agricultural ResbaDDA funding to SSA, 2006-09

e Flow[Offica Development Assstance
 Redpenje |
T Regomfsouhorsanen |
 tcomeGrwpan |
 seaedawin
 eolcyObjeawean |
T tyeotm@an |
 RoMakesjen |
 Chameelan
[ Purposecode|31167 Agrcturalresearch |
[ Amount|Disbursements gross (constant 2005 UsD milons) |

Year 2006 2007 2008 2009
Donor
(All) 113.310 341.782 65.715 4.584
(AIl) DAC Countries, total 88.255 328.204 49.640 4.084
DAC Countries, total Australia . . .
Austria . 0.011 0.048 2.051
Belgium 7.390 5.830 3.983
Canada 0.005 0.110 -0.004 .
Denmark 3.309 2.141 3.263 1.807
Finland 0.530 0.001. 0.846 0.016
France 68.597 309.399 32.749 .
Germany 0.792 0.322 0.102 0.210
Greece
Ireland . 2.063 0.026
Italy 0.047 0.154
Japan
Korea
Luxembourg . . .
Netherlands 1.569 1.462 0.750
New Zealand . . .
Norway 2.722 1.829 1.480
Portugal 0.083 0.106 0.111
Spain . 0.370 0.001
Sweden 1.442 2.415 0.419
Switzerland 1.816 2.047 0.830
United Kingdom . .
United States . 0.051 4.881 .
Multilateral, total 25.055, 13,578 16.075 0.500
Multilateral, total AfDB .
AfDF . . . 0.500
AsDB
AsDF
EU Institutions 25.061 13.583 16.075
GAVI
GEF
Global Fund
IBRD
IDA
IDB
IDB Sp.Fund
IFAD
Nordic Dev. Fund
UNDP -0.006 -0.005
UNECE
WFP
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Table 7 OECD STAT CRS Purpose Codes: sector filzeson

Code

AGRICULTURE

31110
31120
31130
31140
31150
31161
31162
31163
31164
31165
31166
31181
31182
31191
31192
31193
31194
31195

Agricultural policy and administrative managemse
Agricultural development

Agricultural land resources

Agricultural water resources

Agricultural inputs

Food crop production

Industrial crops/export crops

Livestock

Agrarian reform

Agricultural alternative development

Agricultural extension

Agricultural education/training

Agricultural research

Agricultural services

Plant and post-harvest protection and pest contr:
Agricultural financial services

Agricultural co-operatives

nt

Livestock/veterinary services

Figure 19 Relative CGIAR research project actiagySSA country
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7.2.Phase 2

Box 4 Case study country selection variables

In order of priority, the following variables areoposed to select the case study countries:

1. Compact status The use of a range of ‘compact status’ shoubdige information on the

way in which development and management of the estrgrocess determines levels of
engagement and outcomes. The maturity of the CAA@Rpact process is predicted to
affect the quality of the compact (e.g. earlier pats may not have been as participatory
or later compact may have become mechanistic)t@gdtential for, and so quantity of
information available on, donor and external impater (e.g. FARA and the SROSs)
activity, and their coordination and complemenyarithe current range in ‘compact statu
is from a compact signed in 2007 to ones whicliratkeir initial stages (i.e. launching).

mu

. Country ARD activity and capacity. This activity and capacity is predicted to be an
important determinant of a country’s ability to tafise on the CAADP process and the
opportunities it presents; these in turn will detigre outcomes. In the absence of robust
country-wise information on ARD activity two proxydicators were used. First the level
of CGIAR country by project activity (categorisesi lzow, Medium and High) derived from
the CGIAR list of ongoing project$itp://ongoing-research.cgiar.oyg/Second, the level gf
country by project activity reported by the CAADR&pondents in the Phase 1 study. This
information is limited, which means that only twategories are used (High and Low).
Reassuringly, CAADP activity level matches the CBliaformation.

. CAADP Obijectives. The twin CAADP objectives of increased agrictdtudevelopment
expenditure (>10% of total) and growth rates (>6pqre used and current reported rate
categorised as Low, Medium and High. These repteseountry’s current agricultural
development need and trajectory, and provide amitapt contrast for the interpretation af
the case-studies.

[%2)

. World Bank projects. The implementation and management of two typ&¥arld Bank
projects that contain significant ARD componentd associated funding by the SROs or
implementing countries provide evidence of uptakewod outcomes from, the CAADP
process. The regional productivity projects (EAA&T WAAPP) are coordinated by
ASARECA and CORAF and the SLMP projects by the eetipe countries. Since these
projects involve loans as well as grant funds treyevidence of ‘country-ownership’
dimension of aid effectiveness.

. CAADP Pillar 4 projects. As with the World Bank projects, inclusion oétie (FARA
level) projects (i.e. DONATA, RAILS, SCARD and UriRAIN) in the sample framework
will allow the case-studies to examine their pdtdiyt contrasting engagement with, and
usefulness to the target countries. In practiedrtblusion of an implementing country for
these four projects (in Table 1) needs to beeackaith caution as the data available on the
FARA website and reporting to this Study is not@sust as wished.
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8. Programme/ Project Information Sheet
To be included in the report PDF version.
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9. Aid Effectiveness

9.1.Paris Declaration

223. The Paris Declaration (2005) commits over one heshdountries, and their organisations to
making joint progress toward enhanced ‘Aid Effeetigss’ against a set of 12 monitorable actions
with indicators through the Five PrincipleBaple §. In 2008 the Accra Agenda for Action (AAA)
“An Agenda to Accelerate Progress” was designdaltial on the commitments in the Paris
Declaration and force the pace of change on indoeas: predictability, country systems,
conditionality and untying of aid.

Table 8 The Paris Declaration (PD) five principles

Ownership Developing countries set their own strategies fmrgoty reduction, improve
their institutions and tackle corruption.

Alignment Donor countries align behind these objectives a&llocal systems.

Harmonisation Donor countries coordinate, simplify procedures simare information to
avoid duplication.

Results Developing countries and donors shift focus to tyaent results and
results get measured.

Mutual Accountability Donors and partners are accountable for developrasults.

Box 5 ADC's Aid Effectiveness action plan indicegstructuring against PD principles

Ownership
» Donors respect partner countries’ leading rolke their national priorities
» Donors actively support the development and imgletation of national strategies.
Alignment
*» Donors base their overall support on the priesitof partners
» Donors use and strengthen country systems amfrarks where possible
» Donors use and build-up local capacities andnusasures and standards developed mutually.
Harmonisation
» Donors endeavour to harmonise their procedures
» Donors implement their programmes at countryllewebasis of harmonised procedures.
Managing for Results
» Donors support partner countries’ performancesssaent frameworks and avoid introducing
additional indicators
» Donors use partner countries’ result-oriented itooing and reporting frameworks for their own
purposes
» Donors enhance cross-regional transfer of goadtizes.
Mutual Accountability
» Donors support common accountability processes
 Donors support multi-stakeholder processesta.provide transparent and comprehensive
information flow to parliaments, round tables orilcsociety.

9.2.Joint Donor Principles in Agriculture and Rural Development

224. The Accra Agenda for Action (AAA), endorsed durihg September 2008 Accra High Level
Forum, re-focused the political debate on the rieedountry ownership, more and inclusive
partnerships and achieving development resultardly account for them. The challenge from

66



EIARD - Analysis of donor support to CAADP4 — Phasé
Appendix 9 Aid Effectiveness

Accra is to advance the aid effectiveness agendactbral level to enhance development
effectiveness and impact.

225. Members of the Global Donor Platform for Rural Diepenent have developed a set of ‘Joint
Donor Principles’ (listed below) for effective astsince in agriculture and rural development. It is
important to recognise agricultural sector speitiis when reviewing the application of Paris
partnership commitments in the sector. Generatlyicultural activities are private sector led wath
wide range of private actors (farmers, wage-lab@uagribusinesses, producer organisations,
suppliers, traders etc.). There is great potetdidefine the role of the state, which is bound to
policy, regulation, provision of public goods ardtleessing market failure.

226. The Joint Donor Principles highlight the need tude stakeholders in decision making,
ensure coherent policies, recognise the importahgger- and intra-ministerial coordination, suppo
‘internal alignment’ and focus on donors’ alignmerith decentralised levels of government.
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Table 9 Joint Donor Principle in Agriculture andrl Development

1. Ownership: ‘Partner countries exercise effectivéeadership over their development policies,
and strategies and co-ordinate development actions’

1. Support government leadership and ownershiRD that are based on inclusive
processes, promoting effective participation of &gyicultural stakeholders. This includes
remote rural farming communities and women farmers.

2. Support capacity development of key stakehsldad their institutions to participate more
effectively in the design, delivery and monitorimigARD-specific country strategies.

2. Alignment: * Donors base their overall support @ partner countries’ national development
strategies, institutions and procedures’

3. Focus on alignment with national ARD develophetrategies and country systems that
are ‘good enough’, strongly considering decentedligovernment institutions.

4. Support the strengthening of internal coherarigmlicies (internal alignment), enhancing
crosssectoral approaches to ARD.

5. Support consensus building on the role of gavent (civil society and private sector) in
ARD.

6. Contribute to and sign up to existing countRSP, thematic or sector working groups and
national compacts (such as the Comprehensive Aigeculture Development
Programme (CAADP) process); alternatively, elalmreaitional MoUs/CoCs/JPs between
the national government and the donor group, reduodbnditionality and increasingly
improving the predictability of aid.

3. Harmonisation: ‘Donors’ actions are more harmonsed, transparent and collectively effective’

7. Use and support national development stratedidst Assistance Strategies (JAS),
agricultural sector policies and common funding haetisms via sector-wide and
programme-based approaches, to bring about haratmms

8. Advance complementarity and country-led divisid labour in ARD, reducing
fragmentation.

9. Recognise the need for intra- and inter-sekt@amonisation in rural development.

4. Managing for results: ‘Managing resources and irproving decision-making for results’

10. Support the tracking and reporting on measei@iicome and results indicators for
ARD. These must be consistent with the nationaétigment strategy (such as the
Poverty Reduction Strategy, and sectoral ARD sgras?, should be set up at the start of
any programme, and should use national M&E systamsbe gender-specific.

11. Development indicators for ARD should hightigfiee role of smallholder agriculture
contributing to equitable growth.

5. Mutual accountability: ‘Donors and partners areaccountable for development results’

12. Join with partners to promote and to devetapis-level mutual accountability
frameworks, which need to include roles for rutakeholders (farmers, farmer
organisations, CSOs and local governments).

13. Consider cross-cutting issues (particulargyriiies of women in agriculture, and
environmental or natural resource management issden drawing up mutual
accountability.

GDPRD, 2009 Joint Donor Principles for Agriculture and Rubsvelopment Programmes.
Incentives for change. Secretariat of the Globah@ Platform for Rural Development,
Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Depehent (BMZ), Dahlmannstral3e 4,
53113 Bonn, Germany. 5 pp.

http://www.donorplatform.org/component/option,coracthan/task,doc_view/gid,900/
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10.CAADP Pillars: Summary

Pillar 1 — Land and water management
Aims to extend the area under sustainable landrater management (SLWM) throughout Sub-
Saharan Africa.

Pillar 2 — Market access
Aims to increase market access through improveal mifrastructure and other trade-related
interventions. Aims to translate agricultural growid industrial and market growth.

Pillar 3 — Food supply and hunger
Aims to raising smallholder productivity and imphog responses to food emergencies.

Pillar 4 — Agricultural research
Aims to improve agricultural research and systamisseminate appropriate new technologies.

Strategic priorities

Objectives of CAADP
framework

Distinguishing features

Pillar 1 = Scale-up and mainstream SLMi) Sustainable land = Implemented through
and water strategies management TerrAfrica
* Improved soil fertility i) Agricultural water = Much funding through
development Global Environment
iii) Land policy and Facility (GEF)
administration = Pillar implemented under
iv) CAADP roundtable FSLWM (Framework for
processes SLWM)
Pillar 2 * Raise competitiveness (LA + | i) improve infrastructure | = Pillar implemented under
Asia markets; biofuels; PPPs) (connect farmer to FIMA (Framework for
= Finance services market) Improved Market Access)
= |D value-chains v) trade policy and legal
» Infrastructure frameworks
= Strengthen farmer orgs/trade | vi) build trade alliances
associations
Pillar 3 = Target chronically food 1) Improve domestic = Pillar implemented under
insecure production + marketing FAFS (Framework for
* Improve food crisis mgt ii) facilitate regional trade African Food Security)
in food staples
iii) build household
productivity and assets
Pillar 4 = [nnovative systems approach @) build human and = Led by FARA

ag research (e.g. SSA
Challenge Program — SSA CH
Building African Scientific and
Institutional Capacities
(BASIC)

Disseminating New
Agricultural Technologies in
Africa (DONATA) [immediate
uptake]

Regional Agricultural

institutional capacity
)ii) empower farmers
iii) strengthen agricultural
support services

Information and Learning
Systems (RAILS) [bring globa
research to African scientists]
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11.Portfolio Listings

These listings are provided in a PDF file so thay be viewed independently of the Study report.

The listings are of all funding units (i.e. prograes and projects) either reported to or identifired
the Study’s mapping exercise in Tasks 3 and 4.

Programme/ Project Database Listing
(File name: EIARD CAADP4_PP Donor Listing_datestamaf)

This listing is of all projects in the Study databaorted byponor (green fontand, within Donor, by
Coordinating Implementing Organisatiared fon). Each entry is given in ‘form view’ to show the
core information for a programme/project (i.e. fungdinformation, ARD purpose and CAADP pillar
linkages) and the (joint)Donors and Implementingi@des. The listing pages for a donor therefore
provide information on that donor’s portfolio.

There are duplicate entries in this listing bec2&# of entries have multiple donors and an ermry f
each project occurs under each joint donor. Howewaltiple entries for minor joint donors (e.g. a
university that contributes to only a few projegith its national ARD donor) have been suppressed
in the listing to save space. These donors caddmified from the entry under the other joint-don
The best examples for this are the many small usityebased joint donors on projects in the DGDC,
Belgium section.

The Reference Portfolig(nk foni) is given for each entry. The reference portf@ithe portfolio in
which the programme/ project was reported and &srasult of the triangulated data collection

method of the study. This was used to help ersamplete and accurate dataset. In many cases an
entry for a donor’'s programme/ project was onhniifeed through a record in a joint-donor’s

portfolio.

The Study aim was to rationalise programmes/ ptejexported by more than one portfolio down to a
single entry that was correct. Hopefully this wibalso provide the correct funding information
disaggregated by donor. This was possible in npaojects but not all. The latter remain in the
listing and for many joint-donor projects the tdtahding is not known. In general the most acaurat
information is for entries in which the donor amederence portfolio are the same.

The easiest way to view the projects is to browssfite by Donor to get an overview of their
portfolio. Donors are listed in alphabetic orded &oordinating Implementing Organisation
alphabetically within donor.
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