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Acronyms

This list is not exhaustive. AU/NEPAD documents are full of acronyms/abbreviations that the author
is not yet aware of.

CAADP Comprehensive African Agriculture Development Programme

AUC African Union Commission

NEPAD New Partnersip for African Development

COMESA Common Market for East and Southern Africa

CRT Country Round Table

SLWM Sustainable Land and water Management

ReSAKSS Regional Strategic Analysis and Knowledge Support System

FAFS Framework for African Food Sectyi

REC Regional Economic Commission

FAAP Framework for African Agricultural Productivity

FARA Forum forAgriculturalResearch in Africa

RAILS Regional Agricultural Information and Learning Systems

DONATA Dissemination of New Agricultural Technol@gi in Africa

SCARDA Strengthening Capacity for Agricultural Research and Development in Africa
SSACP Sub Saharan Africa Challenge Program

BASIC Buil ding Africads Scientific and |
PRSP Poverty Reduction Paper
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1 Background and Introduction

The Comprehensive Africa Agriculture Development Progranf@®&ADP) is an AUC/NEPAD
initiative designed to encourage investment in key areas (pillars) that can make the earliest difference
to Africads esa@ANADRcwas ddoptech byhe Elead of States as a framework for the
revival of agriculture and officially launched in 2003 at a meghield in Midrand, South Africa

CAADP aimsiit o be the main tool for cutting hunger
millennium development @ a | n u mih erder th @achieve this goal, CAADP asks African
countries to commit to:

e 10% of Budget to agriculture
e 6% sectoral growth up to 2015
o Dedicated implementation & monitoring mechanism

To what extent have countries come on baard adhered tthese principle® The principal purpose
of the CAADP periodic review and partnership platform meedtng assess this situatiohhis report
is concerned with the third review meeting held in the Republic of Seych8fletion 2provides
progress ofthe pillars and countries towards compadection 3identifies the role forFuture
Agriculturesin engagement with CAADP. Section 4cisnclusion and recommendation.

2 CAADP Review and Partners Platform meetings

2.1 Objectives

The first CAADP Partnership Platfm (CAADP-PP) Meetingfor COMESA regionwas held in
Bujumbura. The second was in Addis Ababa in September 20Bith was the first opportunity for

the Consortium to engage with CAADP. The third meeting, the subject of this report, is the second
opporunity for the Consortium to engage with CAADP.

The objectives of the review in general and of tAee¥iew meeting in particular are:

e Contribute, through dialogue and mutual review, to sustaining and deepening the commitment to
and alignment with thedy CAADP targets and principles, on the part of African governments
and donors

e Facilitate a constructive dialogue and exchange between senior level representatives of African
governments, development agencies and private sector (including farmer) atigagison
CAADP implementation, as well as on the broader strategiesgsizing African agriculture.

e Review lessons and good practices regarding the identification, design, and implementation of
national and regional policies, strategies and programma¢contribute to enhanced agricultural
growth, food security and rural development in Africa

2.2 Structure of the meeting and participants

The meeting was held from 20 March divided into two. March 178 was dedicated to CAADP
progress review and was attked by

AU/NEPAD representatives
COMESA

Country CAADP focal persons
Pillar lead institutions

Farmer organisations

The donor group joined the meeting for the next two days (Mar@01L9The meetinghenbecame
Aipartnership platform meetingo.

2 See Amdissa Teshome (September, 2007).
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2.3 Reviav o Progress

There are two major components to review
e Pillar progress

e Country progress toward the Compact

2.3.1 Pillar progress
CAADRP is organised into four pillars:

Pillar 17 Sustainable Land and Water Management

Pillar 27 Rural Infrastructure and TradelatedCapacities for Improved Market Access
Pillar 31 Increasing Food Supply and Reducing Hunger

Pillar 41 Agricultural Research, Technology Dissemination and Adoption

In addition to the pillars, CAADP also has an important component known as RegionajiStrate
Analysis and Knowledge Support System (ReSAKSS) which is mandated to provide evidence of
progress and develop monitoring and evaluation framework.

Livestock, although not designated as a pillar, is considered as a critical area of investment and a
sepaate companion document is prepared.

Figure 1:
6% ANNUAL

SECTOR

GROWTH
LAND & WATER TRADE & FOOD & AGRICULTURAL

MANAGEMENT MARKETING NUTRITION RESEARCH &
INFRASTRUE SECURITY TECHNOLOGY
ADOPTION

The lead institutions presented progress in each dillaas highlighted thatec h of CAADPOG s
is founded on the same principles but egry pillar wasdeveloped in quite the same way or at quite

the same raté each pillarhad to take advantage of opportunities as they.drage 1 is a summary

of pillar progress with respect to key benchmarks.

Progress was also reported by the lead institution of R&ESA
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Table 1: CAADP Pillar Benchmarks

Benchmark Pillars |
1 2 3 4
1 Establish KpertReviewGroup X X X /
2 Draft Framework X X X X
3 Consult countries and regions & review Framew] / / X X
4 Consult international stakeolders & review / / X X
Framework
5 AU Expert Review & Revise / X X
6 AU Ministersd Meeting X X
7 AU Heads of State adoption X
8 Advocacy and communication X
9 Internalisation and buin of pillars in countries anf ~ / / / /
RECS
10 Analytical tools & methodological guides
11 Establish Pillar Oversight Committee X
12 Establish Expert & Institutions databases (resou /
for C&RRT support)
13 Mobilise Support Team to CRT
14 Engage in ®Ts- technical support, research and X
capacity development to backstop & support
15 Implementing early action X / / /
16 Postcompact technical support, research and
capacity development
17 Harmonising M&E among pillars and ReSAKSS| / /
18 Periodic review of Framework
19 Mobilise resources to support Lead Institutions 4 X /
Pillar activities beyond Framework development|

Pillar | 7 Sustainable Land and Water Management (SLWM)
Lead institutions: CILSS and UNZA

In addition t o these lead institutions, the pilters a Steering Committee consistingGBMESA ,
SADC, CLSS, UNZA, NEPAD, ECOWAS, ECCAS

Badc principles of pillar 1 are:

e Land and water underpin sustainable development
Need to mainstreaif) Sustainable land manageméint Agricultural waterand (iii) land policy
and land administration

e Address issues includingClimate change biofuels, HIMAIDS, natural resource management
issues in pastoralism, forestry and fisheries

What s hap p e ihe pregsenienstated tHdiresaurcels &e being mobiliz€dhancial and
technical) to support country roundtable process and implementatiomsafting investment
programmes (ii) continental andregional partnerships coming together focused on scaling up
sustainable land and water management (SLM) in Af(iga framework:developed with @mmon
vision and pillar tools (Pillat framework doaments) and (iv) oundtablessupporting investment
development in 20+ countries

What nextBuild on extensive review and stakeholder consultations to validate Pillar 1 framework by
mid-2008 step up country round table SLWM dialogues, programming, iieBvand fnalise
Framework documentation and todl&xpert Review Meeting 27tB0th April
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Pillar I - Improving rural infrastructure and trade related capacities for market &ss
Lead institution: Conference of Ministers of Agriculture in West and Central Africa
(CMA/WCA)

The objective of CADP Pillar Il is

e to accelerate growth in the agricultural sector by raising the capacities of private entrepreneurs,
including commercial ashsmaltholder farmers,

e to meet the increasingly complex quality and logistic requirements of domestic, regional and
international markets, focusing on strategic value chains with the highest potential to generate
broadbased income growth and create weal the rural areas and the rest of the economy.

The implementation of the agenda under Plllag carried out through thelowing 5 main strategic

areas

e Area A: Raising competitiveness and seizing opportunities in domestic, regional, and
internatonal markets

e Area B: Investment in commercial and trade infrastructure to lower the cost of supplying the
above markets

e Area C: ValueChain Development and Financial Services in Strategic Sectors

e Area D: Strengthening the commercial and technical camecdf farmers organizations and
trade associations

e Area E: Benchmarking and monitoring and evaluation

The presenteexplainedPillar Il strategic framework (Annex 1) in detaihd outlined arly actions

with respect to the above areds a nutshell, thre is strong emphasis on strengthening the
commercial and technical capacities of farmers organizations and trade associations with a view to
creating the required institutional, regulatory and policy framework that would facilitate the
emergence of regi@l economic spaces and boost the expansion of regional trade andocnuisg
investments.

Pillar Il recognizeghe need to design and pilot models to integrate small holders into dynamic and
higher value agricultural chainghis should contribute toeweloping effective and scalable tools for
government and private sector operators to work with leading Farmer Organizations and Trade
Associations (FO/TA) to broaden the access by smallholder farmers to commercial and technical
services.

e . Pillar Il has @& ambitous plan todevelop an
Engagement Opportunity 1IEmphasis on . ' .
farmer organizations is a potential area for mfrastruct_ure master Qlanto_ link current reglonal_
Future Agricultures contribution to CAADP ir{ transport infrastructure corridor projects to potential
view of the recent scoping study for the Gate| agdricultural growth polesQuality and luechain
Foundation. CAADP also has showndrgst developmentlsoreceives adequate attention.
to engage the Gates Foundation with a view
expanding its donor base.

Pillar 1lI: Fram ework for African Food Security (FAFS)
Lead institution: Kwa-Zulu Natal and CILSS

CAADRP Pillar Il focuses on the chronically food insecure, and on populations vulnerable to and
affected by various crises and emergencidse purpose of this frameworktisofold:

e to guide and assist stakeholders in Africa to simultaneously meet the objectives of CAADP Pillar
IIl and the African growth agenda.

e by prioritising and guiding policy, strategy and activity development and analysis that focuses on
three strategi@areas:(i) increasing food supplyji) reducing hunger and malnutrition afid)
improving responses to food emergencies

The presenter emphasized that the CAADP food security framework is one of the most rigorously
reviewed by a wide range of stakehaklelt presents:

Future Agricultures Engagement with CAADP - 2" report 7
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The current status of hunger and malnutrition in Africa;
Key causes of hunger and malnutrition

Priority responses to address these issues;

How FAFS can be used,

Recommendations to increase food supply, eliminate hunger and malnuaitd improve
emergency management at country, regional and continental levels

Suggestions for monitoring, evaluation and peer review processes.
e Suggests a model for coordination of pillar 11l activities.
e Suggestions for scaling up actions

In 2008 itis panned to:
e Establish institutional elements (including providing adequate human capacity at NEPAD, ACFS,
CILSS and RECs and facilitate and coordinate FAFS implementation)

e Identify a lead academic institution per REC and establish networks in cdansypport the
CRTs

e Establish REC Pillar Advisors

e Continue to build network of African practitioners and link these with the Country Round Table
processes and EGRs

e Establish a FAFS Advisory Panel
e Engage in the CRTs

Most immediatelyFAFS will be pesentdto the Ministers of Agriculture in Jurg908 and thexaert
database under constructiavill be completed. Criteria will be stablisked for successful FAFS
interventions and programmes to guide CRT decisions and develop a series of success story briefs
Furthermore, FAFS will evelopand testhe African measurememind predictivetools and prepare

an annuateport on the State of Household Food Insecurity in Afi@@pacity development strategies

will be develogd around these tools.

Pillar 1V: Improving agriculture research, technology dissemination and adoption (Framewc
for African Agricultural Productivity - FAAP)
Lead institution: Forum for Agricultural Research in Africa(FARA)

Pillar IV ensure that agricultural research, technology dissemination and adoption priorities are
properly reflected in roundtable processé&he processes include:

e Engagement strategy/ entry point

Identification and establishing contact with core stakeholders

Building alliances and negotiations with investors; public, private and collaborating partners
Launching and planning processes

Monitoring and evaluation

There are three levels oéddershipfor this pillar. Continental leadershifs provided bythe lead
institution (FARA) - NEPAD provides overall leadership for CAADP at continental leSetond,
sub-regional leadership: provided by the SROs (ASARECA, CORAF/WECARD, CARDESA and
NASRO) 6 RECs provide overall leadership for CAADP at sefional level Third, nationd
leaderships provided byNational Agricultural Research SysteMARS)
There are four major components of Pillar IV:
e Regional Agricultural Information and Learning Systems (RALEn hanci ng f ar mer s o
technologies
Dissemination of New Agrictdiral Technologies in Africa (DONATA)
Strengthening Capacity for Agricultural Research and Development in Africa (SCARDA)
The Sub Saharan Africa Challenge Program (SSA @Ryvations systems approaches to
agricultural research for development.
o Developingt he proposal for Building Africadés Scient

Future Agricultures Engagement with CAADP - 2" report 8
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ReSAKSS Regional Strategic Analysis and Knowledge Support System.

The presentation kicked off by -stating the decision madd and CAADRSIRTE Partnership

Platform (PP) meting, September 228, 2007, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia

e Need for a common M&E Framework for CAADP implementation at the national, regional and
continental levels

e Identify benchmarks/indicators capable of measuring progress towards achieving CAADP goals
andtargets at all levels

e Crosscutting issues such as gender, sustainability, HIV/AIDS and other critical factors should be
included

e Common benchmarks, indicators, reporting formats, and timelines established before the next PP
meeting

e The AU and NEPAD shouldiork with ReSAKSS to develop the framework

Rationale for common M&E framework:

e The need to assess impact more broadly, adding up to more than sum of ()lldcs
comprehensively assess whether and how investments and policies surrounding the CAADP
implementation are having their desired impact on targeted growth and poverty reduction goals
(ii) individual pillar M&E frameworks focus on specific targets without considering how they
interact with those of other pillars (e.g. through price effects) totatiecoverall CAADP goals
and objectives

e To be able to tell a compelling story about progress and performance with CAADP
implementationi for progress review at country, peer review at regional, and mutual review at
continent wide level.

Achievements to da:

Initial draft M&E framework circulated for discussion to guide the selection of indicators

e CAADP M&E working group established, beginning with a workshop at the AU (Addis Ababa,
Dec 34, 2007)

e Initial group of indicators agreed on and subsequent $tddkg carried out by ReSAKSS nodes
in select countries (8 in each region)

e Results from stocktaking used to help refine the indicators and data sources. Large database
created summarizing definitions, measurements, frequency of data collection, setarces,

e For CAADP PP, Seychelledy, Final draft i with improved common M&E framework,
recommended indicators (adding value), operational plan, and timetable

The presenter argued that the M&E system should be siemqpeigh to be practicali) over
engineerig an M&E system is not only wasted effort but can eventually undermine the M&E system
(i) simply believing that an M&E system has imbat value is a typical mistak@ii) the information

in the systenis only valuable if it is usedand (iv) an M&E sydem is as good as the data underlying
it.

The types of indicators identified were:

Input indicators : what is the overall level of effort invested?

e OQutput indicators what is the level of provision, utilization and coverage of the investment
program?

e Intermediate outcome indicatorswh at i s t he amhfdeditacomviias esDsbd he
and outcomes?

e |mpact and outcome indicators what was the ultimate impact on highevel goals?

The key impact assessment questions include but not limited to:

e Have expectations in terms of achieving the growth and poevaniy hungereduction targets
been met so far?

Future Agricultures Engagement with CAADP - 2" report 9
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e How effective have different types of policies and investments been in the achievements realized
so far?

e What factors have shaped the level opaat that has been achieved?

e What are the tradeffs and complementarities, if any, among different types of policies and
investments?

e What are the projected impacts if policies and investments proceed as currently planned?
Are these projected impacts coatible with the growth and povertgnd hungereduction goals?

e Could greater or better distributed outcomes and impacts be obtained by reconfiguring the
policies and investment portfolio?

e What are the different policies and types of investments that ezmh to greater and more
sustainable growth as well as greater and better distributed outcomes and impacts?

e Based on these, what new targets must be set and the levels of effort?

Three levels of dissemination strateggreoutlined.First, annual trends ahsituation analysis of the
agricultural sectoi to be completed in time for the second CAADP PP review meeting each
September of the year. Final briefs will then be prepared in a professional manner and ready for
circulation prior to the meetings. Thedat audience will be netechnical in nature

Secondthe ReSAKSS webistavivw.resakss.rog The website architecture has been developed from
the start with the CAADP M&E needs in miiidto view and dowlwad current trends, data, charts,
supporting research publications, and so fdrtiere are also region specific websites:

e East and @éntral Africa (www.eca.resakss.org
e Southern Africafww.sa.resakss.oyg
o West Africa (www.wa.resakss.ojg

Third venue will be through various other media and presentations to review of the irdaranadi

results of analysis at various forumgluding CAADP PP (Africa wide) CAADP advisory councils

at REC levelReSAKSS steering committee meetings (also REC lewal)aher regional and country
level policy dialogue gatherings.

The presenter outled some operational challenges as follows:

e Getting hold of the dataequires sufficient detail on projects and services by all sources across all
four pillars of the CAADP

e Promotion and endorsement of standardized and harmonized set of core indicaiess acr
countries (i) countries have varying degrees of availability, quality, quantity, frequency, as well
as measurement and analytical capagitidsequires the development of a standardized protocol
for data collection, measurement, and reportingctviwill depend a lot on how countries follow
through in adhering to the demands for improve data systems and reporting.

e How to maintain the M&E System as useful, practical and timely in the long run

Each presentation was followed by Q&A and discussiorchvts too detailed to present here.

2.3.2 Countryprogress

Country progress is measured by three indicators:

e Progress towards theountry Round Table ardompact
e Achieving the 10% budget allocation to agriculture

e Achieving 6% growth ratep to 2015

The Compacis a strategic document in whickykarea®f investmentre identified. It is also a
document that

e Ensures ammitment from nationajovernmenand partners
e Defines roles and responsibilities
e Factors impillar input

Future Agricultures Engagement with CAADP - 2" report 10
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e Sufficient detail to bind partners
e Pditical andtechnicalcontent
e Process into compact not uniform

In order to get the Compact, countries must go through a series ofcziepsniently divided into 10)
as shown inTable 2 There are 19 countries in the COMESA economic regigight of the ®
COMESA countries have not yet launched CAADEthiopia is one of thenMalawi, one ofthe
Future Agricultures countries, has progressed well and nearing the signing of Cdfepaetis also
progressing very well. The implication of these differenceshe Consortium is examined in Section
4.

As far as the second target is concerisedof the 19 COMESA countries are allocating to agriculture
more than the 10% budgatlocation recommended by CAADBP These are Niger, Ethiopi@pp
16%), Burkina FaspChad, Mali and Malawjapp 11%)see Figure 2)

Similarly, with respect to 6% agricultural growth rate, another key CAADP target, the number of
countries which have met or exceeded the target has more than doubled between 2003 and 2005 from
5 to 11 coumnies. The countries that achieved or surpassed this target in 2005 were: Angola, Eritrea,
Ethiopia, Nigeria, Mauritius, Mali, Senegal, Kenya, Chad, Guinea, and Congo DRC. As shown in
Table 2below, many of these countries are far from signing the Compact.

*Dueto t he varying definitions of the fAagriculture secH
on defining the core areas of agriculture and rural development relevant to the 10% budget allocation.
This is believed to facilitate comparison across countries (see African Union flyer (www.africa-

union.org).
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Table 2: Progress in Implementation of Round Table Processes by COMESA Member States as at 29 February 2008
Progress by Steps Leading To Round Table Processes and Signing of Compact in Member States

Government
Buy-in (1)

Focal Point
appointed
(2)

CAADP
Launched

®3)

TC
appointed
4)

Experts
engaged

(5)

Draft
report
submitted

(6)

TC
discussed
Report(7)

Final
Report
submitted

(8)

Stakeholder
workshop(9)

RT Conference,
Compact signed
(10)

Countries

Rwanda

Malawi

Zambia

Uganda

Kenya

27.3. 2008

29-30.4.08

8-9.5.08

Djibouti

Seychelles

Madagasar

Comoros

Swaziland

Burundi

Zimbabwe

Ethiopia

Mauritius

Sudan

Egypt

DR Congo

Eritrea

Libya
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Figure 2: Status of Budget Allocation to Agriculture, 2005
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2.3.3 Lessons from progress so far

The following lessons have been identified frEG®MADP progress so far:

e Thespeed ofcountryround table (RT) processes differ from country to couniry
0 Buy-in is not automatic
o It takes time resources and other issues (environment)
o National mlicy reformcontribute to delay

e The level of engagement atdy-in by development partners at regional and continental level
does not necessarily mean that it is the same at country level

e Country engagement (starp) is more than political decisionbuy-in at programmeéchnical
level also crucial

e Communicatioris key to success to bty and development of information systems

The process can beteemdy time consuming and resourdemanding which may discourage

countries from moving along

Awareness raising is not yet sufficient

Inter- and intrapillar activities and communication are challenging

Passion and energy of those involved has driven us thiddarcan it be sustained?

Cross cutting issues related to pillars needs attention.

2.3.4 Challenges

The CAADP team has identified the following challenges tif@fprocess has faced so far:

e The financial capacity for coordinationttfe CRT processes at Focal Point Offices is still weak

e Large number of stakeholdefpublic, private, academia, NGOs, farmers and development
partners) pose a heavy logistical burden mobilize (if not fully mobilized, inputs are
compromised)

e The current analytical teatao smallto do analysis alongillarsand sib-sectors

In addition to these, CAADP is vulnerable to a number of fadteas came to light during the
discussion. First, CAADP is five years oftbut orly one countryRwanda)has managed to complete
the process and sign the Compaa. COMESA pointed out in its way forward (see below), speeding
up the country engagement is crudalthesurvival of CAADP.

*This in itself was considered an achi evemieaive. Some p
and kicking!o
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Second, tB number of donorgallying behindCAADP is limited to the traditional donors (DFID,

USAID, World Banh. The donors themselves asked dAwhere
donors such as Chi nsidfentfied thia waaknessCandviiB 8sAwagmizard

indicated the importance of (iugporting countries in resource mobilisatiand (ii) forgingSouth

South Cooperation (China, Brazil , Il ndi a, et cé)

Third, the likely establishment of Global Fund for Agriculture has created tension. It was not clear
whet her it should be seen as an opportunity or
observation is that if such a fund is establishad does not require a lomgcessiorprocedureas

CAADP, thencountries might turn to that fun@his will certainly weaken CAADBs posi ti on

Fourth, te relationship between CAADP and PR&Pnot clear. Arethey complementing or
competing?One of the reasons why most countries have not movéasasisrequired isprobably
because they have gone through the PR8Ress and identified the investmamiorities for

agriculture and other sectanad to a great extent have funding for it!

Fifth, some of he challenges to CAADP emanate from achieving the targets set by it. For example, as
discussed earliegx of the 19 COMESA countriglsave achieved th&0%target ofbudgetallocaton
to agriculture Is this as a result of CAADP dhe respectiveeountries prior commitment tthe
sectoP Ethiopia for example might feel thagriculture has been and continues talpgiority sector.

Similarly, with respect to 6% agricultural growth rate, another key CAADP target, the number of
countries which hae met or exceeded the target has more than doubled between 2003 and 2005 from
5 to 11 countriednterestingly, anong tkese countries, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, and Congo DRC are
far from signing the Compactherefore, what is the contribution of CAADP to this achievement?

Finally, the most serious challengewhat happens pog€ompact.A number of participants asked
what Rwanda got one year after signing the Comp@@MESA pointed outhat Rwanda doubled
expenditure on agriculture since the signing of the Compact. But this did not satisfy the participants.

2.3.5 The way forward

COMESA was commended for it@mmitment to advare the CAADP agenda. It has monitored and
documented the process and created an open forum where ideas exchanged without restriction. The
Seychelles meeting was facilitated by an independent facilit@®MESA has also identified
opportunities and challges and charted the way forward. The key areas needing attention are:

Speeding up country engagement in CAADP roundtable

M&E and knowledge and information sharing /management

Implementation of Communication Strategy

Strengthening of African institutions @dvork of Pillar institutions; centres of excellence)

Supporting countries in resource mobilisation

Communication and advocacy

Enhancing capacities at RECs/Country to support CAADP implementaéigchange/learning

October 08 high level review meeting
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What role for Future Agricultures in the CAADP process?

3.1 Introduction

The Mid-Term review ofFuture Agriculturesvork in the three countries recommended, amahgro

things, thatthe Consortiums h o uBngage fivith CAADP to achieve a panf ri ca presenc
Accordingly, the Consortium identified CAADP review and partnership platform meetings as
important venue for engagemeAtcordingly, the Consortium instructéandissa Teshom® attend

the third CAADP review and partnership platform meeting in Seychellbge ToR for this meeting

was as follows:

® Ellis, F. andBahiigwaG. (2008
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¢ Intelligence gathering on the status of the three Consortium countries in the CAADP process
(Ethiopia, Kenya and Maiwvi)

e Exploiting opportunities for publicising the Consortium wading different strategies (ote-
one; ongo-many)

This section builds on the progress report presented above and highlights some key areas of
engagement in the three Consortium Africemuntriesi Ethiopia, Kenya and Malawi. These
countries are conveniently located in the COMESA regional economic area.

3.2 Overall engagement

At the Seychelles meeting, Future Agricultures was presented as a side event to a small group of
interested people drprovided a five minute feedback in plenary. This was used as an opportunity to
identify critical areas where the Consortium work could feed into CAADP.

An attempt was made to aligfuture Agricultureghematic areas with CAADP pillars. For example,
the Policy Process theme is a perfect complement to the pillars since none oéxipdinitly address
policy formulation. This weakness was in fact raised during the discussion.

The Growth and Social Protection theme is also a perfect complement to the GIR&DP focuses
on growth and says very little on social protecti®he current thinking is there must be a balance
between growth policies and social policies to bring

Engagement Opportunity No. 2align about developmeniThe trickle down theory has almost
Future Agricultures thematic areas with become irrelevant. Even if couies achieve high levels

CAADRP pillars to cross fertilize of growth, there are millions who fall out of the net.
knowledge and experiencEhis should These citizens need protection!

include lokingwww.future

agricultures.orgto ReSAKSS website (an| 1here are also areas where the Future Agricultures
vice versa) to share evidence from Futur] themes could learn from the pillars. For example, Pillar II

Agricultures work with the CAADP is strong on markets which theo@mercializations
process (and vice versa). theme could benefit from. Similarly, the technology
theme could benefit from Pillar IV immensely.

3.3 Country specific engagement
3.3.1 Ethiopia and CAADP

As shown in Table 2, Et hi opiads perfornfhimce wi't
was clear from the second review meetirgdd in Addis Ababa in September 2007. Therefore, the
Consortium commissioned its representatives in the three countries to undertake a very basic
investigation of the status of each country. This involuatgrviewing CAADP focal persons, if any,

and other relevant institutions.

This preliminary investigation revealed that Ethiopia has a problem with pushing the CAADP agenda.
This was ironic because (i) Ethiopia is among the first countries to completevdheatly steps,
namely government beiyn and assigning CAADP focal persand (iii) at the time of writing,
Ethiopiachairs NEPAD

The Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development indicated the launc@A#DP was delayed for
capacity problems. deilitating the Country
Round Table requires human and material

Ministry up to speed and help it facilitate the rounc resources. On this point, COMESA actually

table. We have already established good rapport finan_ces the process. W_hat it requires is
with the Ministry and have developed consultation feadiness from the countries concernégy

Engagement Oppdunity No. 3 Here is a clear
opportunity for Future Agricultures to bring the

techniques that the Mirtty has appreciated. informants form the Ministry indicated that
COMESA has also indicated they need help to mq there is aweaklink with COMESA and country
things in Ethiopia! focal personsThe technical backstopping from

COMESA was inadequée, which has
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