Document:
Agenda:
Date:
Distribution:
Original:

EB 2013/108/R.6

4

13 March 2013 A

Public

English

¥
JUIFAD

S gl Ay g

g ) Aoatiiud) asdl) gealis

G2 Gulaall A plasY) Joal) haa Balud) ) 554

tsmana) paladl)

HE VP g

Deirdre McGrenra

Bl Slisg) (55 e By
+39 06 5459 2374 :dilgl A8,
gb_office@ifad.org : 39 5SIY) 1l

sagal) Ay

Alessandro Marini

Lg‘)laﬂ\ G.qt:‘)..ﬂ\ ﬁ.\.«

+39 06 5459 2115 :&ilell a8,
a.marini@ifad.org:sis Y1 30l

AL} aa A3l 3y = gaml) el
2013 /il 11-10 clas,

Bt


mailto:gb_office@ifad.org

EB 2013/108/R.6

Gl ghaad)

i A B g gaiaall cililes Aday A
iv :\.J)hﬁ\ MUMY\ Jaga
1 dadia Yyl
1 bl glad) — Lt
1 Sl A Gl o3l (sabai®y) Glndl il
3 ally ailia¥ls  Slubuall Blud) —e
4 AL B g gaiall Bpd (e Aualiiosal) (g al) — G
4 21V 515 ALl bl —alf
6 Laliied) gl —¢
6 Gotiall @il gy ) —lay),
6 @bl ymall e (3griall Lyl syl —all
7 Ladi i) Gl -
8 Slaill pangig HISY) pasd —as
9 Calagia) Aailii —Jla
9 Glulud) Lyl —la
10 Zalinall 513 —Lsald
10 A} Ln 8 il gealipy sy —all
10 Ayl a8 i) maling )l =y
11 LAl L)) —a
12 LAy & jeall 508 —JIa
12 A1) il e 3lsall (anads aUsi g Jysall) ) =5l

12 Shalad) slaly i) —



EB 2013/108/R.6

Jsdd)

Al gl i) G dl) el ol bl Aulee —J5Y) o

dpphadll Aplay) aalal) — E) gl

2018-2013 Ayl Ansl i) il alipy il 5yly) ) — Cllll

Syl A vie gyl ealill andi 3l — aalyll JaAl)

oal) zaling e (J5Y) Al eI Gl e 3)lpall (anads allan Gilua — (uelad) J
Akl daai )

Ayl Al i) il alin 558 DA Cle s piall 8383 = Gualdl G

Aoyl cildlal)

il e b3l g Uil Uiy il Al 1 oant ) oLl

(hlally G dlly Conally 8581 ilsn Jiln) laliiall Rdghama 2 puniill il
Sl LIS /Anilal) deall ALl 500l 13 ot ) il

Aldinall iy sl Loy cRbaginall Ae ganall 20n5 14 asdyl) Call)



EB 2013/108/R.6

A B 5 gtinall cilles Ay A

aie f

@sriall ledsay (Al dg)lall Clilasl)

[] Rural Financiat Services Programme

V/A District Livelihootds Support Programme

B community Agricultura inf imp Programme - Project 1
[] Asricutturai Tecnnolagy and Agnbusiness Advisary Services Project
{777} vegetsvie 01l Development Project - Phase 2

Sudan

Democratic Republic of the Congo

Kenya

United
Republic
of

Tansania

0 25 SO
[ = = ss—

i arsis Gy Lo Gpvinall cila G OIS o ol e a3 Y Alapall o b dsal) Gaje Ry Rediall el o
A Mg il cllalud) gl agaall ff sgaall

Gue 3l dpenll 5l (3pvieall @ jauaal)



EB 2013/108/R.6

Ay hadl) Ll iuN) Sase

Al 3 dgasSall Tl Aplalud) BN Il kil LadlinY) (el maliy acy
AL ol Bladl el opaY] Alall cld ailulis Gsaiall agliny) LY ce Siais
clill e adinyy plall ey dileial) cilaailly 4 slall E) Cilaladly Ld)e el Cilalaiyly
Al bl malinl i e splall Glaagl e Geauall liiul e daaliiudl (gl

2012 b sadl

cCapll ehat o Ay iall 25ll dagiiy ol il 4l b 3sanall Gyl jall (5SS
et 8 agiS)lie (laal apeall daii #ed dlae) o 43y cliean Gl sanal) il @l Loy
LAaalady|

Gty ) (e il 0 gl a0 Ja0 50l 8 Bsanall (gl malinll Alall Cangl) Jiais
salyy Giat (1)t clunljin Calaal AU DA (e @lld Mgy L lgien o aally JI3a) Ll
Fed Jpad (2) L) at BV healses Lebalily spaaall chlall de))) Zl) 8 daltiee
Oe Ol saliiuly (3l Lagd Aaldivse 5aly) Gaiad (3) ¢@lsml) i Bprall liall Glad
Lgalasiadg Al cileadl)

D spiall el Glanal spill ul) A bl dlinay) sl ddadil Cangiug Cagus
8asane iy (gsms galal ud 0 climin 5 2l ¢ lan Bpalai@y) \giladil g 0 AISaY) Lol
Sl le Al Ghbal L sajlse saiall Sy Aplal) ol agliss bosales (3550 3))sal
(G £ bl Sl S el L S5m0 Al Sl 5 (Jledll) al) <Y aea

Gl Lafl ) il malin 358 e Aeaadall Goaiall Hlse of G Lol y) calisall s,
bl @il Jysaill (ge ajall ada o 3saiall Janpuss ¢ Sipal Vo (ysle 130 Jlss iliias
by ysaall Ghlall Glal del)) allal Al xaliy DA e @l 3 Ley gyl adalis
acall oaiall 23 ((2015-2013) e Calad e 3lsall (anads 2Uail I3 5y )
b Y] (e saading Al Akl 8 3550 3))se salainY gmeling Ay dased galind
Al L8 RN (il maliys o U 4000 5500

-1

2



EB 2013/108/R.6
& Ay sgan
A ) gl ) (el gl

dadta -V
Osle 296 Moa aied Loy luiesl & legyia 14 el dpanll Jsall Goanall aeo <1981 ol 3 -1
ey ael By mie JS3 o (Sl V50 (sl 2715 Bl Ay Jag i g B JSE o (Sual Y5

@bl malipll o e bl Glaagl aladinly Jall bl Y ssied) dphill Laliay) Ga il
-(2018-2013) deslall ol gl DA 3sanually Iaieof dasSa G ¢laill Dlda) Cpanaiys ¢ (§gaiall

@Al ) — Lt

i) AR Gl Sl o baBY) Gld) — il
ALt daleatiy) 48181

7 53 gsind) Gala®Y) gl Jagia 31ld L1986 ale die 5y due Ldials dpleai) e il ciiia -2
Ol Gilias 8 el 5 Y el aas cBhliall Gn 58 bl dgay pe o oalall dall DA L
@ L Spal V52 570 sai e JlaaY) aall gl e 0l ceai gl s SRl UL
gy Apanl) e e il 187 s e 161 dgpadl 8 b5 <2012/2011

Ly il ddhaie ) cbalial) chala)) sy i Y chalall Coal sad Al sylail) Jich . Apal®y) sjladll -3
Jiags - ligl) 3 Bl 826 ) ol ol clias DA Lasgial) 3 DL 8 18.6 (e 38,40
Syl A Baly I lld (535 i colgm an o L Sialy ledde 1ad Adale e Al luesl adge
aniall Ll Ay)seans Wiy Ajlie Bl 325 sy clpalially L) 3 20 saiy

s Gaiad ) Galal) g ladl) Wagh ) L) e deSall 385 aale Loaldl) pUsdl) Sabdy salll -4
) U e Bl 8 12 e Al 8 dpal )y Al dplanu) el @ panl Lojhe galua)
syiaally (gyruall Gleg i) agusiy 2007 ale & Bl 8 23.9 s ) 2000 e & eyl
Alalall g5l e DLl 812 g3 L Jamyy Y] Aaall 3l e 5L 820 sy Ao sially

Oe Lt Bl 3 20-15 Jolad dysias laly) ias Laa <2016 8 Jasil) 2 1) Ty of adsial) (g el -5
¢l pe aall ki) ulahY) aladi Al Lajd el # ey L lele e sadd ) el il
Eigan Judin) b ABaaly Sbai®¥) o o of oSey ) Al JEY) Cadn 8 AasSall man of ddayyd
(' alsell iyl ansly il 5yalls) Ciyeall jaas b g i



EB 2013/108/R.6

Al Jadlly de )30

A )l bl Lle gyl Ui Lt A3l 8 3.3 Gy i gl 8 OIS Jane saly L lSud)
Slefaal el Jasy Aesldl) A Gypiall A ()8 830 cacliam of aigiall oy Camaall ) dplSd)
3.7 ssupaldl je dleedl ol sty load Jiiall 8 325 o dsiall e calladl 3 AlleY) o
c el gl 8 eyl e il Al 5)geay dasty ¢lysin D)

e o asia A Ll gadll Jumdy ) sse gl Gl (Bad e lueg) caSa L A0 AR
1993/1992 & &Ll & 56.4 Msa e el Laaliss) i) Jaee il gun Ay - cppualall (il
Vs Ol ) o bl J81 o haall IS g el (mlass) b <2010/2009 6 Gl i 24.5
oy - gibagll ) (ssiue i S e Bl 34 o Cus calal 8ysa By sl il Iy
60 Ge ST adys B 340 e Jeb 8 Jaes iy Lo Wil Cua (Jladl) 8 i Al (3halie o
Cun Gpill b el G e SV aaell S5 Al AEESH hlai adf e L Ghlid) ey b AL

el fe Glaal spsie ) dulay sl 486S alag

Bl 340 s A Ggades GleST U @l dus @il 2006/2005 3 . Cpeadad) cp Spladl)
e lull (g Ly A5 3 50 Jray Las canell 138 B (gom Lale 18 (s (in Auhall & et Y adf e
O o) il cilead Y Sl Gty ol G aibedll Cilygie mleadl il Adend) Zalill (e il
Axdiye Glygine Cpuiall Gn bl L atialy sl il GV Jaads A padd) Jane g i) Gl
Oo JUaeY) Jagius Jans zsliis bl dalis (e DLl 820 sad el Al ciladasal) dass L ds ]
Camisa A hlie Glel sy Al hliall & iadle 400 ) LysiSs sy dss iedle 2000
40 sa iy ) G oasls dish puse DA gl A Jualaall sy i gS Ol ey’
o lgalina Lo DL 3 30 saidely) Wl (gyms Aol ALE ()l laie gl 8 oY) sl (e DL
Jaalaall dally A JI5 Yy QUSH (g5ine vie dpe )il Jualaall alies dle I3 Y5 Ansiadl Sl
Sl e il diaidie Lbedl Gl e leofie S A )il 5l g L) A0 ai adiady LAl
a4 danyy Alaay) o) milll e L) 315 sa3 o)l g adll Jiags . jiSa 1.5 Lgalue Sslasi ¥

LB gai aa dlai dae sa s cdlalal) (8l ¢ sana (o Bl B TS sa

Ay G o)y Al (8 60 Blsmld) b pgilatia s ) cpe il A 5lat Y L Glsall) B g Lasiy)
Gl claile QS ) el Qi sags il sydie Y Bl 840 s (e 5y 50l IS
aY) sl Gl Cula g Le bl dpalaall e qallall dejus 524) pen O @dsiall (a5 Bals Bypem
LS copefiall Raj @lld iy« laial) Jiinall (3 due )l il pds (8 LaalBY) GBlon¥ly 2l

A Adad el il llee s e 48ld gl 3 Janges
@y oal¥) S adie Bl st A (e e Jpeanll i el 8 ol V1 Qilel ) Bba
e Adiy L al)V) dalise (e Bl 376 o SST A pall clilald) oy dlad) e ddllaall ASL)
Sy Ol Ay pall dilusl) ) embY) S i Cus (la) Qlel & omb) Dl A

-10

-11



EB 2013/108/R.6

Dbl paes oY) A5a3 ) Al Bl haial ool s aday AU Siall ) g abival
els Gl e bl

o zehanall g Wil 8 eVl el o el 6 ) dsad Giliad b LA digad
53l sy st Al (g Ayglal) A8l & Oldiall (g3 (ge Bila) 8 1.2 sad gz ladiad ) clpal)
shlialy Callsill gyl ) lalul oy Lo st cAumidie duall 0I5 3 2000 e die 320 alaial
ralad) Sleudy Gkl e dastl)

oAl salyys el ApeS (il 3 saly) Jaie sl cagd Apaldl el Glpud) e e gl s
g8 Conaay Al LI oy F L)l QS dgalse o 5y olalll J8 G el s kil il
& hlly lilially Caliall cliss 30l Jie (Apaliall LladY) 55 g5 of gdsiall ey -daa) jalias
O 33 Mlse e Ll ) cdadlaal) ¢lyen

clirall Galimaly A JSB 8 iy ala Dsa s Ly el ol Caoai agly Aagdall 3lgall san
saga clays cpaal) e il ) Fldl yes oo o el ey Ll DU aliiall e aladnudl dags
c e dea) o e Al ) aal sayliie 8ygeay laie 5 ciaaaly SHI 3 LgineSs 25l )l

oo 512009 G Dliie) 4 padd) classll pexdin) cpdll Guinl) OISl Lo G5lati ol Aul) Jasall
adiels @AY eyl luwsall o lexd e agie Bl 37 gsw Jeany ol (a8 WL 415
Bl 8 3] 4 W aile clexd b 9 2l i  fen) e Al @lgp o S o
Lpee

-12

-13

-14

-15

rndally (as)iadly (Alabid) Gl —s b

sl (ranigall (3lond)

AN ae el Gran Jgn Al cdaalaidy) dganlly Jadadilly Akl 3y adlai aladl g Ul
Mlces Aglpall clelially Aol 5l Sy dut gl b Tgatlly Sl sl Al e ailey)
iy L smaall Ja¥1 Slish (S8 NS Gl Al Gfiadyll Gl Glaall Sall 35, ey
el ipadl akie Ly lond) dlmoy dglgall clelially delll 3l Jlinl Jliage GHIS,
Ugyual) ¢ Al mmiall o dae)) 3l 4Lanay) ciladdll 35, e )3l Gigaall eha) e daild) gl
Al pedy G Adgmne Aaall 8o 3fh0 Jaliyg - el Sy lardy dylinny) ileadl) ws oo
LCaleaall PERr Jas & CilasSal)

5aY) Glsiadl Cagd (oaldl Gl s b G0 olail adall ey g 8 L Adaad) clagSall
ae 33y Adad) Asa) il e lamyy Duhll clelhdll & e Al Glulw dlde) ai Kl
pfi o Lgd el gy e Jal) sl (8 113 ) 2006 8 Lad 64 (e luegl G aLaY)
ASsall sl o aall sl e A1 Gauill G 8 eSS Ayl gl 15 Yy leadl)

cAalaall GlegSally (ullaalls

-16

-17



EB 2013/108/R.6

i Ay Aol 8ypemy At labiid) ¢ L) apais e 2006 ale die desSall culs LAd ) claaiall 418
gl slaly ¢haie gl & cuephall gl a1 e dhasla Ak clebiie ) 8 Wla Leadas
Jaie gl & LNy AsY) ciliglat aladly (laie gl Lalu)

el A (e aall Al gl) A )

e e Y) aainall disad ) 2015/2014-2011/2010 agibsl) dpanil) ddad Cangs Aibagh) Aubsd)  -19
Ve dadiiy Jlale 30 gt 3 SWa3V)s Daall aaiy JA Jasgie aly ) ASD) e adiad aly
Oy ¢ Gpaiad) G Blglusall Baias A8l 3)lsall dpati 1 L Le dgilagl) dpanill Adad 8 dpuyl) L)
Ll Glegplall aaiy e )3l Clajlivall s Gladay il Bhluall & dladl dganll 4
) s e ol AL Akl sl datiy (el 23l Jal e Aassially bpsally (g rall

Lol e Uadl) Aubuad) (1) L Lo Aty Ao Uadll cula )iy ilubud) Joii Ao Uadl) clubsd) 20
sl 8 \giy) Jus ) «2015/2014-2011/2010 55l léin) dadg dpatl) pagliivd 8 5305
P 58 Ahast 3e8 A) (il digaill @lubiw ) (2) altiiay oanys bl o)y g Ul
IS0 s s skl b Llla oy Sy (Blon¥) s lengi ST gty AasSall a5 gt o 58 Clsind)
gl Sldind dhd i s Al Al (3) f Il Jpadll (g 55 o3 aa (Bl sai leass
il e aall ally deadll i peatl AU LY 2016-2006 sl ddadl degSal)
Ly dmplall 3))galls 230l 853} 2358 50 A1) oliaiiay o5 (o2l cAAlially Aball Ausbnd) ) (4) ¢3S0
el clesgal) Y

dag|gally (Gaeail

Call elld die Ly 3LV 52003 ale b dpue V) dasSall ae diae 48ha e Gailaly) s 1S58 o35 21
St sl Y @AY etk 3Gl dilagl Al Aad 53y Aeelsally (Bl (a3 S
(bt i) Gut e Agpud) deledl dgall Cpdadl Gailad)) o188 degene Jiaiy cSHAN s3g)
b A Aypany (il 4ie DA o cGotiall picyy el dee Closase L 3 Sy
bl gl bl 3 cle Usil) o3g] Al e sandll

bl gj B9aial) 5 (1a daldiuall (ug Al — &G

21y Y19 Adilud) bl — (il

SIS il jie e Ly el V5o sale 300 daghy luie Y Lajd 14 Goanall a6 (1981 ale 2 22

V53 gsle 164 Zdlaay) el @i ) Adlall Goxiall cablaind 3535 - (Spal S¥5a Jble 1.3 dasy

Alall gl ol Al pgphe o A Asall) Aeh3) foay dumnalie Clae B o (Sl

laads ¢(2017-2011 ciell JlaeSU 4Ly clexally del)l Laslyi€ill aliys 2019-2010

@0 Dlse Bailise zalings 2013-2008 cAyrainal) due )3l Apulul) ) (ot aliy) dgdaal) Lo sSal)
(20132004 iyl Al claxdll zalin) anl) dasailly ¢(2015-2007 ol s5ima e



EB 2013/108/R.6

tage UT5 mili 3saiall ghaill walipll 38a 3, 23

WY1 Olaslei o cilyys (sl sle 1.5) Geb3ll 5ol ges e Bl 315 sa3 35 2 e
3l i 3345 e il Lae (bl sl e de ) dylinay) clextll maliy Hla) eyl
LA 8 52-42 @l eyl Jaal) e

QLN s AT cilislail adial) aeall DA e Dayll Al cleadll e syl Gsale 1.7 s s @
Opaabaall Jlasl) Javigie 21331 <2012 Y 2008 (e 553l oy L Abiailly AL Aal i) lgazany Bia )
2l Camaall 1) Y] Jagia 333l e gl 28 S

Qi) il e g Galally alall cpeUadll cp 3Sha ) 8 Al b sl Jas b Glaatil 55
bl Glasal e pazs 1 500 sas sy - galall ¢ Waill e chleiulS Sopl Yss osale 100
S 5yilie e Nl Cdiad M L gylnY) Talaal 138 (g il saliid L))y dale 3,000 5 syl
G led 77 G o 8l Cua e Ogmandly SBI i Sl G YEYIS ady el sl e
A 8 ol de el Gu oY) sl Gum 2002

p ) gail) e (3gaiall gyl palipal) olal 8 Comaally 558 Lalis (may (o lafl) gralipll oy jelany 24

LasSall Glubudl aa daaly a3ls3s DA i)l QS e 03S5l bls )b aliialy Gsanall Jhay e
¢nAY) Ctlay) 1850 lulis g \gat L

el eIV dan i e W af Lea ¢ IS5 Sl (ssinall cp geilil) i e gyl malind) e o
¢ eranalsally laal) 23, e (il peall o Gusale B ) lass cle gyl e o
Laliie dgea gl el i) Gile gyl G 3 Canag (el e Sl (3Ll ade (e £535
¢ Uil man gy Dl Hleag (Bl Lod

plad) el e (oS alig BU) b Gotiall (ol zalill o) Clilay) aal Jicy o
¢ el gl Jidi gl b ) gadl e (alslls

DR Glaans Sul) aast med Jbe o ddmaall Y1 Jsed aeal sacly dadil Gsall J3e @
¢AdaiiV) o3a (3lai aans i) 8IS 25en JA5 Al Caudl adl ye eAgyll (g il

2O Llesl) llspaey gl Ll G e el g piall Aaila 8 Cagist J5 Aalsin¥) Cilass @
Lle g il

(1) : a0 saill o sl oluagill s (oylal) malipdl a0 o gylal) malinal) olal s Ay 25
bl e Jodls Lpaiil aeal) s dlalse (2) ¢0ledl) b (3paial) illeal Lahaad) pbaaill 3t wrnss
el e Aalse (4) talubidl s paled Al e Jangy alls el waad (3) sy
cSailly dmplall e g piall 3ol chibidall e g piall Gu 3B asl e S5 Gob e Gley pial

il T slasal) praliyy -2008 Ve ¢(sxie V1 gl Crpadly Slalndl dgne 3 bl ypeaall e i3l L) closdll gty A syl *

2012 Sl sibe ccal a1 Ay 5y 552
200752001 1uie ol ¢ Slaiy) saniall sV gali o e aball (5 i) il i 3



EB 2013/108/R.6

Janl) apdig 383 (pilasall (o Slalia¥) 2aad (5) sl GUad aangiy Sile g phall Ll dalxinl
| CON| PP N é:.

Laliianl) Gugall —sl
Pl WS el sanall Adadil DA (e LSl had) e Ayl upall any (adldinl (Sey 226
Ja) Lhlie zhy o tale bl pladl bygpa hal @il ) omie Glubas ) dae) Jia @
bl 5oy A ) apats g pial) apaal jealic aalS ) Aa e o Aulidl o s
s o 3Gl dulad) ddhaall Gl & L) (gaY) 58 crabally clegyial S5 of Ay e
Y i Jal e Al Aas) e Q8
& 2V sl Ll shal i as (g8 pmise Ul dae) gosdall S e AelSlY) a3 omi e
aladl e o) dalall elpe el Adaall Ciliugall o
$hagil) Judlas Aysiiy 3lsn) (3 Cpe el el A8 Bl i (alally aledl cpeladll G clSHal of caii o
Bysaall Ghlall Glaal e dble @lShs 8 dsaall slaial e (alal) g Uaills
oo ) Byl Hul) Jsad il dega sll adl Goanall adlll 3 el "ull 4 me il e
A el (e LSy Legalss ) sl i o 5u) il e Gk
Glaadll ) Aled Joan s (lai¥ly JAaY) Cilesaaay gl Jie cdda) Al cilugall JS55 o
ledsn pandine Osllay 38 Gyl OS] (e 8508 dag il AL

Gatiall gl agiiay) Uy -l

bl amal) Lo §gaivall Ludl) §jal) — il

il Cun ¢ raalsall BLaYL dualdl diw syde (uedll e o gl b sl Ladlinl cudl 27
S adsall el ZlEY) ) G de)) Ge il S JB ) bl b 8 el dagsSa
Sl i€l cppuan (1) 18y caatll 4y o Lnnalse lae B 4 Gsaial) aiin) 3 (3!
G (3) 4@l ) Bsall el Glaal Jseay sty (2) thalisyls z iy sl el
iyl Al cleadl) (pe 3ol

Slpa Sl daga Lugyn (Gsaicall (aldiul 3 . dal) Gl odlel Landl dsalsal VL Ji Y, -28
Alall el Al Gluwsa) pe Gyd GDle clu)) o 4d S @A) gl ool s e Al
£y 4 Gsaiall Ll shall aSE canall 18 s LSl adinall iladaiey daldll Jaaall S,
Goly OIS Jaliiy ctibungall ol aens St AT Bdat o paiill JaY) dish pedll o e
aaliid

aanall 2glly (gac 8l (goial)l o Jaladll A D e Geaball A L bl gl Je 214 Sy -29
& ole G Al L geall Jodi laglin) gy e 43 lia colidl) 2l Gld 3 Ly i) 5ud



EB 2013/108/R.6

A e aldie) auadn & dleally Aplaill athd 8 e L) il 8 3sanall Al sall o £V
&b Aaliisall il 15 Ll pealiall aad Bletys L il Jysailly dely3l) Jodi iy clelUad b o]l
e bl Capgl) S €l Ay Ln il il ojlie s gl paen e D)) cilalaiall aeay sl 138

L)) cilal) —e b

Ll el ad pa graliydl pelsiss 2018-2013 55l Jaie sl 3 (3pauall gyl malipl) JJaaes  -30
syall Goaiall sl Y e cladlial) oda iaBs L)Y Alall ey Ak gl bl i
) Al sal) Jha Bal) B oyl malill Al Ciagll Jidiss colall Y 138 35 .2015-2011
il o dagiial dilaal A6 A Ge iy gdra e aally IR el Cpandy 88 e la
ST sl

e ALy Lghalilly Syl cfilal) de)) pld gl B Aaliiue Bl Biad i1 aliud) disgd  -31
Glasly€ill ) Jgeash Gpand (1) :h b Gob oo gl 1 Baats Flall s U1 dgalsa
585 O ge g liall s Agalpe (B altinal) el GRS (3a3 Jal e Lealatiuly A de )30
Glajleally (Rppad) Ssad) 51 Apslasll 2anY) elon) Lehl Glojbualy eddl Gueail o)
Lsi Gph oo dlall @l Alinay) Glasll Hes et (2) lleall diaally 5sall il gl
Gllally (sl amall o de)il Aplin) clesdly Lel)ll Gl Akl dediidl) (el
it iyl el olall Adltisall 53Y) Gl (3) tcilersll oda e (agdlaliieg 5o all)
Olasas s (Ui o g)lls olaal) Jaia ddaiil 8 HLaVL cdpalaly £330 5oy daulial) clsslaal
chbal) del)) glad o AL 8A) e ST 8 claca) (4) ¢hagyaall clelaall oal¥ s)la (358a
Gailly & liall Qi empdy ) Llalaall )als agd (e Spinall Chlall Claal S Bk Ge suall
ADle syl Al PUA (e @l g Juadl 8y 50m Lgle g5kt

Sl ALyl el cilexdl) maliyd didadl Jysaill 5858 DA (e Ciagl) 138 e Gsaiall Jualsns  -32
apliia) clexally Ze )l LasleSill maliyy U] (4 duhagll Ao )3l Gipad) dabiiey sl dall
23s g pliay bl gl ) Raa gy pe (e A Aapal) Ul B gladl LAY e Jlee DU
:2022-2015 55l b o3ha) gaiall Lllasill didaial) & (3350 3)l5e salains

L Gob oo gl 13 Biaiuug . Glaal) B Bpiuall clilal) claual gad cpand 12 a5 disgdl 33
s bl hlall Claal 508y daual; clalse) o gshn Al dedll dudls 4 L) (1) b
Ll e eyl o o Ay iall dpd )l ll sl Jal e aead) Jods et alaicls cagaads
B 55 5i5e 31l Wliel Galally slall e Ul G GISHAD el Gald 385 ams ¢l
(2) elsndl o gpial)l chilall Glaal cpefially palall g Ul (gyaiinn o adilly 3525 ) Ayl
Gies Laslall Gyhall ppdat lld 3 Ly Fladl s ae Sl o 308 dudy) dpalai) 4ial Ay ek
(3) teell neatl) Cililead AU elipeSh Giias slanll aay Aol Clatiall G585 Bihas Gl
Pla e @llyy QS dgpaali-ain) SShall Jsa law ¥ ciadll oli) ddatily el Jaeatll aais
e DA Ge Ay Gpall Shlall Glasal Ga guadially adas s aldl) g Ualll Chleinl



EB 2013/108/R.6

Al ginns el sl o cpe el Giladiie A6 (4) Addadl symally gyraall Cle gyl
A el aeatly Gaguiilly slasdl any Lo ddaiil b LeS)EY

oAl Aglall gl g lad 8 L) e b oalied) Coagll 138 Ul eyl L) Jidius
DLyl g sl iy Akl Gl ) daat gysdie e Al Alsjall PlA e calllal ansgi
Ayl leadlly e )3l La i€l zalin) Apladl clegpiall PIA (g ba3m0 Gad Judla b 8Y)
le g piall (go Wty L) adiY) 3 350 350 saleinl g5 i) Baaall cilegpiall i (A3l JleeS
D) & ) Aganll Aad) aes el oSl 85 dealsing (20182016 5y53) laaas (g )
gopia ) s (2015 b akali Gl V) @lall sldll gsiwe e 33 lse ailue zaliy
c bl a8y b 350 3l ga salatin

Agalaiiay Alall clasdd) e Gy ) OlSad) Baliiud (B daldiees ab) (58a3 13 Sl Chagl)
e gl Ghliad) ) Al cleatll Jpas Glad qoust ped Godiall Jaalsie cangl 138 W) g
) A I Glawsa) o cHLEN) Sy e bl il OISl ey ppedl daae 385 e
Lo DA e Cangd) 138 (Biafans s Apans )l ALl 3ol 8 el i)l Gl 363 Jsaal) 3 Juas
Ll el iy gygne (Sl gt Aty s A3 Laily V) cligls S (1) 1L
daalall ol L) 1ol cigmaiad) 4plails Aplaay) le saaall Gl au s (2) ¢l ALlS) ddaialls
oalall cepbaiilly Slabudls (Slawsall JUDU acall jds (3) A Al g il A Cleas meb
e oY) Glisngally Lol Glugal) G O Ll andd (gyams Apadiaal Al Gluwsaly
AL Sleaal) e gl A8l Y Lappti Jseasll (e i) ISl iS5 Ay

U] 8 Gsdiall st LAY Jlae (2020-2014) Gl Gshliadl b Il Jsaddl g 58a oS
Alayally e )y3l Jleae DU AL cileadlls Lo )3 La o35S ealing) gAY eyl aguutinns - Cangd) 138
Balaind galinng Al (sgine (o (331 Dlsa Bailine aling Ailall gl 1) duadi gy pie (ya A
del)) plad dmyy 3ol Gob oo gl s Bdan 4 jdle e lelen) ((Jledd) oBBY) 3 3500 lse

copaali Bia Gliba Glaal Dlae & ey Bpiall Cillaall

Gl aagly SN (a)

Lali gy i (e Al Al Janty el 8 oaiall (gl pmalipll 3 Juilly Gasic 3Uaill woss
8 aaiall (aldlly alal) cpeladll o Ala) ASHAN ziga IS e Wla dslal) <l )
WD aed gymas oelld e Dby VLV and 8 4lula mad @il sana Adlia Bl b cuill Jas
On SHal zisal daaed (grame Cum oS0 Al b Al shll el gl 3 ddlia) Jualas
canall Uauigiag byrua dylaall Cile s piall pe S ) cull J20 e alally alall e Usdl

e Adnl Bhlal (& el Jsall) g5 phia Janpuss « (il Jagail) Jlae (& Liad BUail) a5 Jual s
Loy daie gl 3 D) 3 clabiia) ey cinad Al = Lpeaiaall gLy S Gl sane (Ui g

34

-35

-36

B

-37

-38



EB 2013/108/R.6

Ll gapdiall s Wlle Cppl) oL Jpadd 238 41 Wjliiels — (3saneall (e Aaie PR (e lld b
Aalsia) iad 3 LTy V) gl aeal lgartiug s il Jysadl) ciland maliy s e

Al e o (3350 ))se bailue maliyy Ul 8 ety o)los) & A« ul) A e dldie) S -39
el ddee Jaliny linca 5ol a8 Jsedl sty Ladilind oyliely (oylill malil) & 4l s
Al 5)gially Clubuadl el ) Ala) (or0Sle dnala) Adjpmall 3)0Y duihay (3580 She agiall aplasills
(sibasll) "l 5 (Gsanall) R i) e il leal saiall

) agia dsast) i) —Jha

S aysaal) blall Glanal syill w1 (1) 1o b Geaall leaging (3 Lpwd)l cile senal) Jadiis 40
D el Leas s Alady) Lgilail (3Uai panssil AU Lol Jua1 o 33Y) aally LISQY) g
O Mgana e dlich Al Geaall 3005 Y (2) Gl & LS geati ol agill e dae Cann Ll
Jaly Clally oLl (3) ¢dalay) choludl 8 llalas 2y Leosale ally 3500 2lsal AL Bilayg Jsaal)
(e pddn B ))Sie JSG (sl Cua (ald 385 agd) dasan Gl (Ol (o) (ic sanl)
Aatial) Jea¥ s cilenal) e saliiny) G

Usye P Joaiilly odlel Al Adagiuadl Glegenall ) Joeagll dpdyl) ladlinl) slae) Sy -41
Ak 093 Jsad S a5l A1) (1) 2L e ple dng Jadiin LSy coanall Slad) o o5 el el
(3) ¢lirm ¥l bl Jpad peal 5ul) aagi (2) ¢dalS JS8 Gl 8 Bpall clilall Glaual )
Adagiual) le sandll A8 lie ypadi (4) ¢luilly o laal) 35U puatl lgarants 323me Ty Aadal apaas
Al ) alladll cile Lea g duiy ) lalaiall b e 48 )l

ool o 5V adaeily L Geanall dplanu) Aal i) 8 lage baaic ihrall Calagiu¥) ey -42
Sl le 385w Sl (Jledll) il cVare Jef L Al Bhlial sl Bsaiall Sy ¢ jaill

On s paiall G 8 elsw o ibrall LAY Gaat ) mey (G elaall Gl il
LAdbiaa) cile g il

labpad) Jasls; — 5l

DA Ll i) Calaa) paes Gaiadl e Unpd il Gaiad ) oady Glabis ) olae) Jiey <43
o e sl Bpabia delsd o oY) A ZagSall ae cilubsad) Jlsa b AL Gpriall Jualgis
Glubd) Ll apaaiy abeall gl Goanall leesy S Gleg i)l (s Oluldl Jleel Joaa
el Gl e il abai@y) saill Gaiatl Ll ganaill a3l Al Al

@A e el of (Asiall as el el gl 3 L)) cVlaall Gy waad Jadll 5 -44
Ay atl) La 1Y) il pmaliyy B o L Ayl cld



EB 2013/108/R.6

S deseadl Gl lodbiall a3y e bl amall e Lol dlinay) Gladl) aagisale) e
Lnsl i€l iy DA e sl il ae pslaily e i) llial Alall ¢l d,Lina) cleadll aais
ae ]y Jlee DU Ay Liaay) calaadlly due )3l

A ) Al s ) gyl bl Clanal cuill Jias atie ciladaie oLl aco @

D) slaely (LAYl olay) @bl @l 3 L) Al dapall sl 2Dl ot ) oLty o
Lo Tg SV e senad il ) oy Clslans

0o LeasSal (Aol culysslel) cilabiia saa) ae bl daiegl A GLaly A gl sl acs e
Oy LAY il glatd A1 Al e ) A e (o

iy eyl e AV ) (1) dedis ccobubd) a8 I dabide bl aladin) S 45
(3) sdlall wld delhadl) Jasll Gile sana B daiall AL (2) clubid) (gginn Je Il pia dlee
Slelially de )3l 5)ly55 Al Lpaiilly Jasdadilly Lllall 5135 Jic) 4S50 GaSall VIS s oLy
bl 2 Jie) Al claiidl acs (4) gehill bpalio Cilubis ol (Alaw) ylass Lalgal)
D) (el 3 oLy LSV coligles alatly el 3 AalaY) sl slatly daie sl 3 cpe el

Al 3y sy Lo Gl bl Jleed Jsaa

gl 5)) —Lusald

4 bl L)) el galin aay —cill
DU pis Alae sty galull ool Gl Cingy Al Rafli) Gasdl) malin seayl ) oli) due 46
ai oY Al Ay (el el (3 slimel me dysin (alwinl Cleldia) ot K . Busial
& ol Gabrin) gy Bsaiall Glegyie B pAY) Alall god daliad) Claal (e ey
Sale o3 pabainl Gillee Jiding 2018 3 malind) Slad) (absinly 2015 ale sl Caaiie
il gl okl (B alipdl gkt sty eyl A gl S AP Lippall Glan B L

-

LAAEL)

Loy havas IS0 1 g piall iy ey oty 4l Lntl i) Gl graligg s ) dagy wieess 47

Lalal) lealai (a8 Clegyiall aed Godiall Jualss cmelill aay (@l cloglaally clilall
Agiasay apilly aall il Al raady apilly sa)lly

4 bl L iad) Gapdll galiy 304 -5l

ol e (o) maliyy Al [l Mad) ALl s gl Gl malin s . g bl malipll s -48
le s piall cp BalaSl Cailsally 3B Angl 30 (grmy elon o o Tacal @) ey Ll @Y1 ddaidy)
sk (2) saibaa) e s yiall Gp Blaall c¥laal Gihaal) GLaY] sk (1) 1 oh Lo B oo dg)linny)
A8 liay Cle g piiall Calide b palsall CHLEY) DA (e @y b Ly o il ggisadl e 55EN ansl

10



EB 2013/108/R.6

O bl dalgs Jaliall alaall ajd oLl (3) ¢al cile s piad dgnll aes ciling 3 Cleg piall alhsa
Jalsill laal saall Cilegpial) arasi Alaje P dsya Gl sldel (4) daiad) ey i)
dgaliy gl 30y clubud) Jlsa Jie pal@Y)l e il giaiug JAglall Gl e Gy

L) e Agay Ayl el bl HUSY1 ey el

le b aeay eyt Lo Gy e gy egyhill malil) e e Gl cslsds slas
D00 Ansl e ey s pllamys Bl e AadaVL Gl Led saY) alo) (i cpliita s
o cnies e ally M) caie g A dal Laliud) gadl malin b (2) (legial o Jalll
S5 (Gsanall sl Adhaal clelaill (e alad) e alell Geladll 8 Gad )l daliad) Glaal
Ll Adlial Lllie Dyie Jis Lae cled gsind) aa)ll Alee Glasa o Jarguss alipll 42 lua Ailee 4asd
Bl Ga (3) clegydal) 240 (ge AIW Ladl) lujlaally as)ls dalinl) Zalill e Slubul)
D angl Bl 48 g M Cuulad) goydadl B ilage e il ol kil cileg pdal)
cn L upailly Ll Je iy Jolial bl e i of 4l e (s Ll ggid) e Jalsilly

Ll g i)

Sl g L)

AL 55 Jie il S8 DA e eSall g Al alSha Geuall Juals . Aagsall
AMland) Alass dlpall clelially Zel) s)hss o laall aSall 5)lyss Apnba@¥) duanlly Jadasnll,
Qs Blygs Axidall Al 3)aY) L Jie Glisie ae 32 dpaciilin) QLS o L)) g celly e Szl

Lbl) o) 8 Ll s Akl Llial s 5l A3l olal

ol maliy bl Lal) ol e 8L clagY dpeal ST s e Al claiial
Gl gginall o o LaBY) o cAilide Sligive e sl 1 ki L1 Akl LagiliuY)
Gpally Ve Y (bl zalial) (328 b s limel iladaiall o3a ghiaa ()5Samsy « bl (gsinsally Al (s5inuas
Heale by Gsviall leaey Al Gilegpiall el o Agsall Lagan sl

8L o luy) ppeatt Ay o)l malindl 3 lage laale (alall ¢ Usill po 4Shal (i . aldd) g Uadl)
adl e coaall e i)l S5 Jlae A5l Cigil) o U oSy L alally alad) cpe il o 458
daliad) Glaal Gliaie aed @amy coall el lawa dedll Judle 3 ClSLA) o3 HhSE H
Al Judls 8 daliad)l Glanal o Jlsally Grmill julieS cpaeial)

Jasall [y GliSin) Joalginnsy - 0paY) Cuilal) 216500 e lSHAN a0 S .0 guilaly) £ 1S540
cJasadll S liall ¢80 pa Sl acay o jidall ClAY) il dsea Jiiiy JAllad §ysea o jidal)
) oty Ae il JlaeSU dplinn) cleadlly Lol Lagl i€l maliny oahed sl clidl Loy
o OpAY) Genilal) e (L) a8y 350 3l pe Balainl 5 pia) Jlal) L 5la gial) b (Bai
adll il ¢ an g galin (e GBediall ey il Jlad Aty (il Cpaile degene DA

11

—p

-50

-51

-52

-53



EB 2013/108/R.6

ol 3asaall dlee Ayl Gillall saall ) cdilaiy) sacbiall sasial) acd) Jae U} Cinsar cdasial

.:\T}X}J UL« LMEA

e Laiyly 48 pal) 5,08 —Jla

Sladilial Lead bl sl (Bakaiy 2008 ale dia i f o Aaaly cilal dadiliul @saiall ey -54
ool malin slh) 8 sseall a2 et ey Wl Aald Baase Ghd Ll e Aals Jlal
Sl AR s i)

e dolally el aeadi iy ¢l malil) (8 Abpral 33 maesd glacal seall (e e Garadaug <55

raliall bl lsal EMAse iy ¢ Lmill Cilujlaally Quspall G us (OUAY) O Laidy el

bl e e saamal) Ayl eVl o Gpulal 5ysemy Apeall 5y 8 L) Sy Loyl
(sl sl i) bl lsay (mnm el nsil) lail) Ual) anssis JEN) (e Y (g ydl

lajliely cile g pially Aphlll At i) Gapill el day ol (1) 1l Lad et ) Jiciing 256
sl Gl (3) tcile il goine o A8yl 5yla) iy clbagilin) sl (2) (loshaall haas
(4) sty Jolall e Wjliely (@bl malindl 5 Goy buesY Lylill Lasl i) (el gali

e Ly cilegyiiall Jala Y1 G dglalial) edle lally Jalial) alal

)Y bl o 3)lsal) amads allhl caagay Jasall) i) —¢la

Lt i) Gl el iy Al S (asd el o disaill e Jpeanll Aage luegl  -57

2018-20165 2015-2013 isll o1V Glid o 3lsall Ganads AUl (s glall dpkdl

Gl st 2y L Sl s ale 130 alaer 5580 o3 A sa0a) L dabiall yleall i

Oo sy alisd S @A gyl Ul b L) Jsedl) maliy (1) tlaay o Y1 8yl (ulaiind

Dlsa salainsl g3y (2) 2014 ale sl 3 Tan o adsiddl ey (Sipel Nso (sile 30 dadiy (3sauall

Osale 30 Jsay sanall (o (i alisad aay 2015 ale 4 cadl aodall ¢ Jledll LB8Y) 8 (65

10 ey ) djidie asaliy bpinall chiliall o))y mlbal (ol aalin (e dasals ¢ Sipal Y50
%Sl s sl

haliall 3 alg halaall — gl
Al (el malind Ladhiul) Gla¥) Gass (a3 of cSa G Ll LA Gaey Jeli -58
fol o dngliay)
Apudliil) 508l (el 8y of Sy Tl £l 3 Asalaa)l spakall e iy A gailsell (adl’ e
)l lerally Al Aad) 8 Dbl bl i) s . Jlall ALGN dpve V) Le )3l calaiaall

A Gl e 3l sl i dUai s e g3 5 Qa1 kil 4
paliall ) S e U 5 Jall ksl ®

12



EB 2013/108/R.6

Shall 13 aay Gsviall Jualgas . ohall 1 5 Caanl dalainds ddla Ja) ST e dae seall
Ll aniall Wi g 3 poaiall CuleUndll b dplein) imglfind Jaady

Ll ais @ hall Als ccipliall bl alshay dadliall Jaee il L Alalgie llie 4y
D) PIA G bl cadan o Janauny Llaill o3a 2ia)l (gAY daila) cileal) ae Gsaiall Glaing
LU il s Blas) ) dilia) &Ll s dgalge o 5,0l de )3l auaidiig Ajling g5 piall 3lalia
Lol el

Aylall Goaiall el ddlial) 2wl By o lgle GEal clubid) Jo @ilss JBy i o oSas
Lt ) clabad) ) by of Glecal daidad) clalud) ae sdise s o Bsaiall g
aye DA daSall pa Ll (omslinlly Caanll cililaay s Clasin) aips cadhleinY JaY) sk
el

GAS (gramm (madl b 32AT Algal) Adladl) Adiia H83e o aladl) Cum e el Aipe O s
ALl 5yl oY) aladl daliiia aaili Clidac eha) PA e 4dls 5ygay Gsauall o Asadl Glegydall s
v LY Cun AaDle Cadd [l Calastind Gl s 3380 VKL Lalall oyl

13



EB 2013/108/R.6 JsY

COSOP consultation process

1.

The preparation of the 2013-18 COSOP has been built around the Country
Programme Evaluation (CPE), the first one for Uganda, which was carried out by the
IFAD Independent Office of Evaluation (IOE) in 2011 and completed in July 2012
with a national stakeholder workshop held in Kampala, which saw the participation of
high-level representatives from Government institutions, IFAD senior management,
development partners, private sector, rural organizations, civil society, academic and
research institutions and other key resource persons.

The actual formulation of the COSOP document was undertaken in 2012 by the IFAD
country team, including headquarter and country office staff, with support from some
colleagues from the IFAD Policy, Technical and Advisory Division (PTA) who
contributed to some sections of the document. The key sources of information have
been the review of government reports and policy papers, other key documents from
development partners and research institutions, and a series of in-country meetings
with national authorities, development partners, rural organizations, research
institutions, and other resource persons. A specific meeting of the in-country Country
Programme Management Team (CPMT), which is composed by the coordinators and
some key staff from IFAD-funded projects, was also organized in the first quarter of
2012 to draw practical and operational lessons from the on-going portfolio.

A Uganda COSOP Team (UCT) was established in early 2012, with the mandate to
steer the COSOP preparation process and, subsequently, monitor and review its
implementation. The UCT is composed of representatives of the in-country CPMT
along with representatives from the following public institutions: Ministry of Finance,
Planning and Economic Development (MFPED); Ministry of Agricultural, Animal
Industry and Fisheries (MAAIF); Ministry of Local Government (MOLG); and the Plan
for the Modernisation (PMA) Secretariat of MAAIF; and the Ministry of Gender,
Labour and community Development. Representatives of rural organizations (UCA,
UNFFE and UCSCU) and private sector (Uganda National Agro-Dealers Association —
UNADA, and Association of Micro-Finance Institutions of Uganda - AMFIU) are also
members of the UCT. The UCT main functions are to:

e Provide guidance to the process in view of national policies and strategies;

e Review draft documents and provide feedback during the COSOP preparation
and review process;

e Build ownership and understanding of IFAD’s strategic priorities and operational
modalities in Uganda, among Government and other stakeholders, and;

¢ Validate the final COSOP document following IFAD’s internal review process.

An IFAD HQ CPMT, composed of colleagues from different divisions of IFAD, has been
set up to review the different drafts of the document and provide comments and
guidance throughout the formulation process. The first draft has been technically
reviewed by the UCT and the IFAD HQ CPMT in September 2012 and then circulated
to national stakeholders. A one-day stakeholder consultative workshop hosted by the
UCT has been held in November 2012 in Kampala to obtain feedback and guidance
from a wide range of national stakeholders, which included representatives from
Government institutions, civil society, rural organisations, development partners,
private sector, research institutions and other resource persons. A second draft of
the COSOP was submitted for external review by peer reviewers in December 2012.

The COSOP, incorporating all comments and suggestions received during the various
review steps was submitted to IFAD Senior Management for approval in February
2013 and then presented to the IFAD Executive Board in April 2013.
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Country economic background
COUNTRY DATA Uganda
(World Bank, World Development Indicators database, CD ROM 2011-12)
Land area (km2 thousand) 2009 1/ 197 | GNI per capita (USD) 2009 1/ 460
GDP per capita growth (annual per
Total population (million) 2009 1/ 32.71 | cent per cent) 2009 1/ 4
Population density (people per km2) 2009 Inflation, consumer prices (annual
1/ 166 | per cent per cent) 2009 1/ 13
Exchange rate: USD 1 = 2,614.84
Local currency - Uganda Shilling (UGX) UGX
Social Indicators Economic Indicators
Population growth (annual %) 2009 1/ 3.3 | GDP (USD million) 2009 1/ 16 043
Crude birth rate (per thousand people) 2009 1/ 46 | GDP growth (annual %) 1/
Crude death rate (per thousand people) 2009 1/ 12 2000 5.6
Infant mortality rate (per thousand live births)
2009 1/ 79 2009 7.1
Life expectancy at birth (years) 2009 1/ 53
Sectoral distribution of GDP 2009 1/
Total labour force (million) 2009 1/ 14.13 | % agriculture 24
Female labour force as % of total 2009 1/ 47 | % industry 26
% manufacturing 8
Education % services 50
School enrolment, primary (% gross) 2009 1/ 84
Adult illiteracy rate (% age 15 and above) 2009 69%
1/ Consumption 2009 1/
General government final consumption 11
expenditure (as % of GDP)
Household final consumption 76
Nutrition expenditure, etc. (as % of GDP)
Daily calorie supply per capita 1971 | Gross domestic savings (as % of GDP) 13
Malnutrition prevalence, height for age (% of 39
children under 5) 2006 1/
Malnutrition prevalence, weight for age (% of 16
children under 5) 2006 1/ Balance of Payments (USD million)
Merchandise exports 2009 1/ 2 478
Health Merchandise imports 2009 1/ 4 310
Health expenditure, total (as % of GDP) 2009 1/ 8.2 | Balance of merchandise trade -1 832
Physicians (per thousand people) 2008 1/ n/a
Population using improved water sources (%)
2008 1/ 67 | Current account balances (USD million)
Population using adequate sanitation facilities
(%) 2008 1/ 48 before official transfers 2009 1/ -1 964
after official transfers 2009 1/ -451
Agriculture and Food Foreign direct investment, net 2009 1/ 604
Food imports (% of merchandise imports) 2008
1/ 13
Fertilizer consumption (kilograms per ha of arable
land) 2008 1/ 1 | Government Finance
Cash surplus/deficit (as % of GDP)
Food production index (1999-01=100) 2009 1/ 112 | 2009 1/ -1
Cereal yield (kg per ha) 2009 1/ 1 539 | Total expense (% of GDP) a/ 2009 1/ 14
Present value of external debt (as % of
GNI) 2009 1/ 8
Land Use Total debt service (% of GNI) 2009 1/ 0
Arable land as % of land area 2008 1/ 29
Forest area as % of total land area 2006 1/ 18.0 | Lending interest rate (%) 2009 1/ 21
Agricultural irrigated land as % of total agric. Negligi | Deposit interest rate (%) 2009 1/ 13
land 2008 1/ ble

a/ Indicator replaces "Total expenditure" used
previously.




COSOP results management framework 2013-2018

Country Key Results for IFAD - Uganda COSOP Institut./Policy

strategy Goal: to increase the income, improve the food security and reduce the vulnerability of the rural households living in poverty. objectives

alignment Strategic Outcome indicators Milestone Indicators Policy dialogue
obj.

NDP Vision: a SO1: The e Increased agricultural ¢ 1.8 M farmers trained in crop prod. practices/technologies by 2018 (*): o Re-orientation of

transformed production, production (*) - 140 000 receiving ext serv. for oilseeds by 2018 [VODP2] NAADS from

Ugandan society | productivity - of oilseeds from 70 000 mt in | - 2 800 receiving ext. services oil palm by 2018 [VODP2] distribution of

from a peasant and climate 2008 to 150 000 mt by 2018 - 17 280 mentored HHs trained in farming skills by 2015 [DLSP] subsidized

to a modern resilience of [VODP2] - Nat. ext. services benefitting 1.43 M farmers per year 2013-17 [ATAAS] agricultural

and prosperous smallholder - Average yields increased by - # receiving ext. services by 2018 [PRELNOR] inputs to

country within agriculture is 7% (2015) and 15% (2017) e 326 500 farmers applying SLM techniques by 2018: provision of

30 years. sustainably [ATAAS] - 60% of 140 000 (30% w) trained applying techniques by 2018 [VODP2] advisory

Specifically: increased. e Hectares of land improved - 10% of 1.71 million beneficiaries applying techniques by 2017 [ATAAS] services.

- Increasing through SLM and other - X% of # (30% w) trained applying techniques by 2018 [PRELNOR] o Enhance poverty
household soil/water conservation ¢ No of households with long-term tenure security of land and other natural targeting and
incomes and techniques (*) resources (*): inclusion in
promoting - 6000 additional ha by 2015 - 10% of HHs registered with land certificate in 2015 [DLSP] provision of
equality and 11000 ha by 2017 - 25 000 individuals sensitised in land tenure rights [DLSP] advisory

- Increasing [ATAAS] services under
agricultural - # additional ha [PRELNOR] NAADS.
production S02: The e Likelihood of sustainability of e Km of community access and other roads completed o Support the
and integration of the productive infrastructure - 2 400 km of community access roads opened/rehabilitated [DLSP] establishment of
productivity smallholders (*) - # km of community access roads opened/rehabilitated [PRELNOR] a sustainable

- Enhancing into the e Producers benefitting from e Marketed amounts increased institutional
human capital | markets is improved market access (*) - Production from 7000 ha oil palm marketed by 2018 [VODP2] framework for

- Enhancing the | enhanced. e Increased farm gate prices - Farm prod. marketed increased from 25% to 35% by 2017 [ATAAS] smallholder oil
quality and [VODP2]: e Linkages between agribusiness and smallholders increased palm growers’
availability of - Net earning per ha of US$ - No of PPP’s for market linkages at 300 in 2016 [ATAAS] organizations
gainful 1 000 for oil palm farmers - No. farmers linked to priv. sect. in oil palm/oilseeds by 2018 [VODP2] (KOPGT and
employment - Net earning per ha of US$350 | e Farmers’ organisations strengthened (*) BOPGT)

- Improving the for oilseed farmers - KOPGT self-sustain. by 2016, BOPGT 75% self-sustain. by 2018 [VODP2]
stock and e Likelihood of sustainability of - No of FOs strengthened [PRELNOR]
quality of organisations (*)
economic S03: The e Supported SACCOs sustainable e Number of beneficiaries saving and borrowing (*) ® Support setting
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CPE Agreement at Completion Point

A

alll*

Background

The Independent Office of Evaluation (IOE) undertook a Country Programme
Evaluation (CPE) during 2011-2012, the first CPE carried out by IFAD in Uganda
since the Fund began operations in 1981. The main objective was to assess the
performance and impact of IFAD’s operations, findings from which would serve as
input for the preparation of the new Uganda Country Strategic Opportunities
Programme (COSOP), IFAD’s country strategy, which will be prepared by the Fund’s
East and Southern Africa (ESA) Division and the Government of Uganda (GoU)
following the completion of the CPE.

This Agreement at Completion Point (ACP) contains a summary of the CPE’s main
findings and recommendations and also draws on the main points emerging from the
CPE national roundtable workshop held in Kampala on 12 July 2012. As decided by
the Executive Board, the ACP will be attached as an Annex to the new Uganda
COSOP, which is expected to be presented to the EB for consideration in April 2013.

The ACP has been reached between the IFAD Management (represented by the
Programme Management Department) and GoU (represented by the Ministry of
Finance, Planning and Economic Development), and reflects their understanding of
the main findings from the CPE (see Section B below) as well as their commitment to
adopt and implement the key recommendations within specified timeframes, as
agreed in section C of this document.

Main Evaluation Findings

IFAD has played an important role in supporting GoU in its efforts to reduce rural
poverty in different parts of Uganda. The Fund is highly regarded by GoU and other
development partners for its focus on the rural poor and for having contributed to
decentralised development processes and to improving incomes among the target
groups, thus enabling them to have better lives and food security. A key
distinguishing accomplishment for which both IFAD and GoU must be commended is
the promotion of public-private sector partnerships in the oil palm sub-sector, which
can be considered innovative and far-reaching. It is in fact the first such partnership
of a large magnitude in the agriculture sector in Uganda and for IFAD.

IFAD-supported strategy and operations were relevant and aligned to GoU’s Poverty
Eradication Action Plan (PEAP) and the Plan for Modernisation of Agriculture (PMA),
which determined the trend of IFAD-GoU engagement during 1997-2007/08. This
framework targeted the poor and focused on the commercialisation of smallholder
farming, emphasising the role of markets and the private sector as well as the
decentralisation of public services. Since 2006, changes in government policy and
strategy, particularly within rural finance and agricultural advisory services, have
caused debate and challenges for alignment.

The CPE concludes that the effectiveness of the COSOP has been moderately
unsatisfactory, noting that, measured against the targets in the 2004 COSOP logical
framework, sector-wide programmes joining government and donor efforts for
promotion of sustainable rural financial services for the poor and access to land and
markets have not been fully developed. Furthermore, though foreseen in the 1998
and 2004 COSOPs, IFAD did not engage in any poverty reduction intervention in
northern Uganda, apart from some support through the Vegetable Oil Development
Project. This was due to serious security issues during the civil conflict, before the
peace agreement in 2006, and any engagement was severely constrained, though
security is now restored. After years of devastating conflict, northern Uganda is now
faced with the highest level of poverty and troubling social indicators. The region has
a large poorly-educated and unskilled population of youth (raised in camps) who
need to be actively engaged in economic activities, to promote economic
development and safeguard national unity and peace.
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11.

The major part of the IFAD loan portfolio has directly or indirectly supported the
strategy of PMA to commercialise smallholder agriculture. Any commercialisation
process involves winners and losers, as recognised in the PMA, and some illiterate
subsistence farmers may have limited potential for delivering the quantity and
quality of produce required by a value chain or for joining grassroots financial
institutions. This issue has been recognised by GoU and IFAD, who have initiated a
commendable and promising pilot intervention in the District Livelihoods Support
Programme to mentor vulnerable households into mainstream development.
Changes to the approach in the National Agricultural Advisory Services project
introduced in 2007 moved towards a targeting strategy that prioritised support for
model and nucleus farmers to lead and assist poorer smallholder farmers. After
2006, a change in GoU strategy for rural finance led to the exclusive focus in the
Rural Financial Services Project on development of Savings and Credit Cooperatives
(SACCOs), effectively closing the door to directly working with informal grassroots
institutions, such as Village Savings and Loans Associations (VSLAs), which serve
many of the poorest households, and women in particular. IFAD has assisted VSLAs
through grant assistance for Uganda Women's Efforts to Save Orphans (UWESO).

The CPE found limited synergies among different projects and also within the local
government-executed rural development projects; for example, some of the
operations supported a community access road in one sub-county, introduced
pineapple production in another sub-county, and a maize mill in a third sub-county,
without sufficient consideration for their integration. Similarly, the development of
SACCOs has not been directly linked to economic activities, but followed an
administrative target of setting up one SACCO per sub-county. Support for the oil
seed sub-sector has better integrated the different project activities.

In addition to the innovative partnership with the private sector for oil palm, IFAD
has a strong partnership with the Government and has started to develop solid
collaboration with grassroots organisations for rural finance and oil palm
development. IFAD has smooth communication and cooperation with several
Government institutions, although the CPE underlines there might be scope for
further strengthening the role of the Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Industry and
Fisheries (MAAIF), so that it plays a more central role in promoting smallholder
agricultural development. The Fund has developed good partnerships with key
multilateral and bi-lateral organisations, such as the World Bank and African
Development Bank. Partnership with FAO and WFP has however been on the whole
lacking. Opportunities for cooperation with the other Rome-based food and
agriculture UN agencies could be explored more proactively in the future.

IFAD made a fairly useful contribution to policy dialogue till around 2006, for
instance, by taking part in a number of donor working groups and government policy
processes (e.g., the development of the Plan for Modernisation of Agriculture).
However, it has had less opportunity to get involved in policy dialogue in recent
years, largely due to the need to focus more on direct supervision and
implementation support introduced in 2007. Another reason for moderately
satisfactory results in policy dialogue relates to the ambitious objectives set in the
COSOPs, which did not adequately take into consideration the level of human
resources at IFAD’s disposal to ensure effectiveness in this area.

Knowledge Management (KM) did not receive much space in the two Uganda COSOPs
of 1998 and 2004, but more attention has been devoted in recent years. Greater
emphasis has been given to KM activities since 2006, such as by the establishment
of the Country Programme Management Team (CPMT) that facilitated exchange of
knowledge among key partners, development of fact sheets about IFAD-supported
activities in Uganda and, more recently, the hiring of a Knowledge Management and
Communication Consultant in the IFAD Country Office in Kampala. KM also gained
more momentum in recent years with the hiring of a dedicated knowledge
management expert in ESA at IFAD headquarters in Rome, who has, among other
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C.

18.

activities, assisted in organising thematic workshops and related learning events also
covering the Uganda country programme.

Portfolio performance is by and large satisfactory. IFAD-assisted projects have
delivered results, especially in small-scale infrastructure, crop development (e.g.,
sunflower, oil palm), extension and advisory services, gender mainstreaming, and
strengthening of community organisations. Overall, apart from one of the nine
projects covered by the CPE, the overall achievement of all projects in Uganda are
moderately satisfactory, with opportunities for further improvements in some areas.

Sustainability received the lowest rating across the portfolio. Sustainability indicators
for the SACCOs and their apex organisation are weak. Some community access roads
are not being adequately maintained. Some of the agro-processing facilities
supported through matching grants and leasing arrangements have not been
accompanied by sufficient investments in developing the entrepreneurial,
management and technical skills for the operation of the facilities. There are also
other concerns related to sustainability, such as the lack of clarity of institutional
arrangements and responsibilities for post-project upkeep.

There are some challenges related to Country Programme Management. The IFAD
Country Programme Manager (CPM) for Uganda is based in Rome, with a national
Country Programme Officer (CPO) located in Kampala since around 2006. The
Kampala office also includes an Associate CPM deployed in 2011. The main concern
raised by the evaluation regarding country programme management is the relatively
limited time and resources available to IFAD staff to make a serious contribution to
policy dialogue, KM and partnership building, which combined are essential
ingredients for IFAD’s scaling up agenda. One of the reasons for this is the
substantial increase in time and effort (since 2007) required for direct supervision
and implementation support for the four projects directly supervised by IFAD,
including attention to processing withdrawal applications and ensuring due diligence
of procurement activities.

Although direct supervision and implementation support is highly appreciated by GoU
and other partners, the risk is that direct supervision changes the balance in favour
of administration, financial management and procurement at the cost of the
developmental work and expertise that government clearly seeks from IFAD. The
CPE notes that direct supervision and implementation support contributes to better
knowledge among IFAD staff of the ground realities, which can contribute to
strengthening the Fund’s effectiveness in conducting evidence-based policy dialogue.
However, more time and space will have to be devoted in individual work plans for
deeper engagement in policy processes.

Given the evolution of IFAD’s operating model in the past few years, the particularly
large portfolio, the vibrant donor community at country level, and the need for more
active and timely follow-up, dialogue and communication with partners and
stakeholders, the CPE considers that IFAD should strengthen its Country Office,
including consideringthe outposting to Kampala of the Uganda CPM, currently based
at IFAD headquarters in Rome. .

Finally, with regard to portfolio management, given the country risks related to
accountability and adherence to good practice procedures for financial management
in general, this is an area that will merit serious consideration moving forward.

Recommendations

Based on the findings and the analysis summarised above, the CPE presents five
recommendations. GoU and IFAD Programme Management Department agreement
on how these recommendations will be implemented are outlined below.

Recommendation 1: Expansion of the geographic coverage of IFAD operations
to the northern region
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The CPE recommends that, during the COSOP preparation process, IFAD and GoU
identify and discuss the opportunities and constraints of investments in the northern
region. Depending on the outcome of this analysis, as well as on the evolution of the
region’s rapidly evolving socio-economic situation over the next few years, this could
be done under the overall coordinating framework of the Peace, Recovery and
Development Plan, recently extended for another 3 years up to end-2015, as well as
through investment project(s) that broadly contribute to furthering the development
of the region, such as the on-going investment in the oilseeds sub-sector under
VODP2.

The rationale for IFAD investment in the north is primarily justified by the very high
poverty incidence in the region, where 80% of the population is living under the
poverty line and is recovering from a conflict situation. However, as discussed in the
CPE stakeholders’ workshop, considerable aid investment is being planned for that
area of the country over the next few years. IFAD and GoU will continue discussions
on whether or not an IFAD investment is justified in view of the evolving situation in
the north. Alternatively, IFAD investment would be directed towards other areas of
the country, always following poverty criteria, such as the eastern region, where the
greatest number of poor people is found and the poverty density is 8 to 10 times
higher than in the north, due to higher population density, although only about 20%
of the population is living under the poverty line.

Deadline: Investment opportunities identified and agreed as part of the COSOP
2013-18, with envisaged financing from IFAD 2013-15 Performance-Based Allocation
for Uganda.

Responsible Entity: IFAD and GoU.

Recommendation 2: Support to commodity value chain development

23.

24,

25.

26.

Building on the success of VODP and its innovative public-private partnership, the
CPE recommends that IFAD and GoU explore opportunities for promoting value chain
development in specific sub-sectors in Uganda. In particular, it is recommended that
during the COSOP preparation process, IFAD and GoU undertake a thorough analysis
to determine which commodity value chain should be given priority. Moreover, the
CPE recommends that efforts should be invested in exploring additional and
alternative forms of public-private sector partnerships (PPPs) at different stages in
the value chain, including with small and medium enterprises, commercial banks, as
well as with larger private sector entities.

In the framework of the Agricultural Sector Development Strategy and Investment
Plan (DSIP) - 2010/11-2014/15, MAAIF, with support from and in consultation with
the development partners engaged in the agricultural sector, has undertaken a
thorough analysis of various crops and sub-sectors to identify their economic
potential. The results of this analysis provide orientations to GoU and development
partners, including IFAD, for future investment in agriculture. In addition to
continuing investments in the vegetable oil sub-sector (oil palm and oil seeds) as a
priority, IFAD and GoU will identify other opportunities for investment in specific
crops and value chains, based on the results of the above analysis, the agro-
ecological potential of the selected geographic area of intervention and the expected
pro-poor impact. This work will be undertaken during 2013-15, in line with the
timetable of the on-going dialogue between GoU and development partners, in which
IFAD is participating. PPPs will be given a prominent role at strategic level in the
elaboration of the COSOP. Concrete PPPs opportunities will be identified and
developed at design stage.

Deadline: Prominence given to value-chain approach and PPPs at strategic level in
COSOP 2013-18. Identification of concrete opportunities for commodity/value-chain
development and PPPs at design stage as appropriate.

Responsible Entity: IFAD and GoU
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Recommendation 3: Definition of a realistic and appropriately resourced agenda
for policy dialogue

27.

28.

29.

30.

The CPE recommends that, during the preparation of the next COSOP, IFAD and GoU
define realistic objectives for policy dialogue and specify areas where IFAD will play a
lead supportive role, in partnership with other development partners, to improve the
agriculture-related policy environment. In this context, “policies” should be broadly
perceived to include laws and regulations, national policies/strategies in agriculture
and rural development, institutions and their functions, or just approaches and ways
of doing things. The development of a joint policy dialogue agenda should be
supported by relevant analyses and should largely focus on areas where IFAD can
contribute relevant experiences from its work in Uganda and other countries.

Specific areas for policy dialogue will be identified as part of the COSOP formulation
process. As the policy environment is constantly evolving, additional areas for policy
dialogue will be identified during COSOP implementation, and COSOP annual reviews
will be the opportunity to review and adjust the objectives.

Deadline: Identification of areas for institutional and policy dialogue as part of
COSOP 2013-18.

Responsible Entity: IFAD and GoU

Recommendation 4: Further strengthening of project results

31.

32.

33.
34.

The CPE identifies specific measures that IFAD and GoU can implement to ensure the
further improvement in project results, from moderately satisfactory to satisfactory
or highly satisfactory in the future. This would also contribute to enhancing COSOP
level effectiveness. The following four areas need particular attention to improve the
results in the future: (i) ensuring due synergies among activities within and across
projects financed by IFAD in Uganda, so that they can contribute to even more
positively impacting on the lives of the rural poor; (ii) increased focus on enhancing
results in two impact domains where the CPE found performance to be overall
moderately unsatisfactory; namely, natural resources and environmental
management, as well as human and social capital and empowerment; (iii) improving
the sustainability of project benefits by, inter-alia, preparing exit strategies early on
in implementation, as well as strengthening capacity of key institutions; and (iv)
paying more systematic attention to ensuring scaling up of innovations that have
been successfully implemented in the context of IFAD-financed projects.

The above issues will be given high priority during the next COSOP period (2013-18),
both at strategic (COSOP elaboration and annual reviews) and operational level
(project design and implementation).

Deadline: Continuous during next COSOP period
Responsible Entity: IFAD and GoU

Recommendation 5: Functional and workload analysis as a basis for determining
staff requirements and division of labour

35.

36.

The CPE recommends that IFAD undertake a functional and workload analysis to
determine the administrative resources required to ensure that the next COSOP
objectives are achieved in a timely manner. This entails assessing the human and
budgetary resources available for managing the Uganda country programme,
including for financial management and procurement purposes. The role and
responsibilities of the IFAD divisions at headquarters in Rome involved in supporting
the Uganda country programme should also be clarified and defined. As part of this
process, the CPE recommends that IFAD actively consider strengthening the Uganda
country office, including outposting the Uganda CPM.

IFAD is already undertaking an overall corporate process of functional and workload
analysis, including at country office level, which is expected to produce a
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comprehensive Strategic Workforce Plan (SWP). The results of this analysis will be
used to assess the adequacy of the human resources available at country office level,
review the division of labour in the country office and decide on an adequate annual
budget allocation to ensure the achievement of the next COSOP objectives.

37. Deadline: Following the completion of IFAD corporate job audit and approval of
SWP.

38. Responsible Entity: IFAD

Signed by:

H. E. Maria Kiwanuka

Minister of Finance, Planning and Economic Development
Republic of Uganda

Date:
and
Kevin Cleaver
Associate Vice President
Programme Management Department
IFAD
Date:
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PBAS Calculation for COSOP Year 1

Table 1 PBAS calculation for COSOP year 1

Calall

Indicators Scores
A(i) Policy and legal framework for rural organizations 4.25
A(ii) Dialogue between government and rural organizations 4.25
B(i) Access to land 4.5
B(ii) Access to water for agriculture 3.5
B(iii) Access to agricultural research and extension services 4.33
C(i) Enabling conditions for rural financial services development 3.75
C(ii) Investment climate for rural businesses 4
C(iii) Access to agricultural input and produce markets 4
D(i) Access to education in rural areas 4.75
D(ii) Representation 4.67
E(i) Allocation and management of public resources for rural development 4.5
E(ii) Accountability, transparency and corruption in rural areas 3.75
Sum of combined scores 184
Average of combined scores 4.19
PAR rating 2012 5
IRAI rating 2011 3.77
Annual allocation 2013 (US$ million) 22.44
Table 2 Relationship between performance indicators and country score
PAR rating  Rural sector performance Percentage change in
Financing scenario (+/- 1) score (+/- 0.3) PBAS country score
Hypothetical low case 4 3.89 -21%
Base case 5 4.19 0%
Hypothetical high case 6 4.49 23%

10
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Project Pipeline during the COSOP Period
Concept Note 1

Project for Financial Inclusion in Rural Areas (PROFIRA)
A. Justification and Rationale

1.

Formal financial service providers still reach less than 25% of the rural population of
Uganda, while almost 50% use informal financial arrangements and more than 30%
remain unbanked. In this situation, financial inclusion is a key element of any
strategy aimed at reducing poverty in rural areas. At the same time, in addition to
basic inclusion, there is a parallel need for improved and more diversified services to
rural clients, to support the transformation of the rural economy.

Financial inclusion is one of the key pillars of Uganda’s efforts to eradicate poverty
and stimulate rural growth. It is thus expected to constitute a key cornerstone of the
new rural finance strategy being elaborated by MFPED. For the IFAD Strategic
Framework 2011-2015, increasing the capacity of different kinds of financial
institutions to provide a broad range of financial services is one of the key
instruments to enable poor rural people to overcome poverty. Consistently, the new
IFAD Country Strategic Opportunities Programme (COSOP), currently under
elaboration, identifies the increased access of the rural population to financial
services as a key strategic objective.

Against the above background, there are a number of opportunities and
developments in the Ugandan financial sector that justify IFAD investment:

e The new strategic and policy framework, currently being finalized, is expected to
be oriented towards a market-driven development of the sector. BoU’s recent
growing interest on the microfinance sector for financial inclusion provides
important investment and partnership opportunities in critical areas for IFAD such
as financial literacy, financial customer protection and financial innovation.
Furthermore, the Government has finally realized the importance of regulating
the lower end of the financial service supply and MFPED has recently presented to
the Cabinet a paper on Tier 4 regulation.

e Financial institutions are showing increasing interest in expanding their outreach
to rural areas. Some tier 1 and 2 institutions are developing interesting
approaches in rural operations. While the growth of MDIs and credit-only MFIs
has been slower than expected, partly due to the non-supportive policy
framework of the last few years, many of them are in good financial condition and
have aggressive plans for rural expansion. Rural SACCOs have substantially
increased outreach, while sustainability represents a potential challenge.
Community-based savings and credit mechanisms have had a positive impact on
financial inclusion and offer tremendous opportunities for scaling up.

e There is a large number of local organisations focusing on providing support to
rural and microfinance operations. Support to the demand of capacity building
services from MFIs and SACCOs is likely to vitalise the operations of these
providers and improve the quality of their capacity building products.

e Various support instruments, in which IFAD commonly invests in Sub-Saharan
Africa, are already operational in Uganda with adequate funding from other
donors or local support organisations. These include guarantee funds to expand
rural portfolios and credit lines to boost agricultural lending.

The implementation of RFSP has generated a number of lessons learned, which have
created a consensus the Government and IFAD on how to continue to jointly support
financial inclusion through: a diversified supply of financial services to respond to the
different needs; working with different implementing partners for better quality
services and wider impact; ensuring an appropriate regulatory framework for Tier 4

11



EB 2013/108/R.6 JEFRIA g A

institutions in the interests of their sustainability and of safeguarding the savings of
poor people; promoting member-based financial institutions as the first point of
entry to financial services for a large segment of the rural population; safeguarding
the savings-first nature of community-based financial institutions; and pursuing
outreach through sustainability of the supported institutions.

The new project would also be an opportunity to respond to some of the key
conclusions and recommendations of the recently concluded Country Programme
Evaluation, which emphasized the need to: improve synergies among projects
financed by IFAD in Uganda; support the development of evidence-based policy
dialogue; focus on human and social capital/empowerment; prioritize areas with
high poverty incidence and density, such as the northern region; and explore
additional forms of public-private sector partnerships.

The GoU and IFAD have therefore agreed to jointly design a new intervention
supporting the development of rural financial services for financial inclusion. The
timing is opportune for a project that builds on such earlier support interventions as
RFSP, but at the same time reflects the changing policies and market conditions in
Uganda. The proposed Project for Financial Inclusion in Rural Areas (PROFIRA) is
planned as a seven-year intervention, with the implementation starting at the
beginning of 2014.

Geographic Area and Target Groups

PROFIRA would be a national project in scope, supporting improved access to
appropriate financial services in all rural districts in Uganda. The target group would
be the low-income population living in the rural areas and having no or limited
access to financial services. While some investments of the project would be
specifically targeted to those areas where the poverty incidence or density is higher,
such as the northern and eastern regions, some other investments will follow a
purely demand-driven approach and will thus not be geographically targeted.
Innovative project activities are likely to be initially piloted in the more dynamic
zones of the country where there is a greater amount of trade, business and rural
economic activity. Mechanisms will be envisaged to ensure a relatively even
geographical spread.

Key Programme Objectives

The development goal of PROFIRA is to increase income, improve food security and
nutrition, and reduce vulnerability of the rural population. Central to achieving this
goal and as the overall objective of the Programme, PROFIRA would improve access
to and use of appropriate and sustainable financial services by the rural population.
Three main outcomes are expected: (i) at least 40,000 new savings and credit
groups created and sustainably providing services to their members; an incremental
800,000 to 1 million members (at least 60% women) would be reached, which
would represent a substantial scaling-up of a methodology that is estimated to
currently benefit about 300,000 people; (ii) at least 300 existing SACCOs supported
to improve their operations and sustainably provide services to their members; while
this target represents only about 50% of the SACCOs currently supported through
RFSP, the scaling-up element will be in the increase of membership of the individual
SACCOs, from the current estimated 700 to 2,000 members meaning at least
600,000 members (50% women), of which 60% would be new members; and (iii)
new and innovative approaches and products for the provision of appropriate
financial services to rural areas identified, tested and mainstreamed by financial
service providers; at such an early stage of the design process, it is indicatively
estimated that an incremental 500-600,000 clients will be reached through this
component.

12
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11.

12.

13.

Ownership, Harmonization and Alignment

Government. PROFIRA is fully aligned with the overall strategic framework set by
the NDP. Enhancing access to financial services in rural areas is a key building block
of the strategy of the Government to transform Uganda from a peasant to a modern
society, in particular given the key role expected to be played by the private sector
in this respect. While PROFIRA is not aligned with the current official RFSS, due to
the exclusive focus of the latter on SACCOs, there is large consensus among senior
policy makers that this strategy is obsolete and that the ongoing process of review
will produce new strategic orientations based on a more market-oriented approach,
emphasising the use of various types of microfinance delivery channels and
institutions for increased rural outreach as well as the focus on institutional
sustainability. These are the key principles driving the design of PROFIRA.
Continuous dialogue with policy makers will be maintained to ensure that the design
of PROFIRA will be fully aligned with the new rural finance strategy, expected to be
approved by the last quarter of 2012.

Development partners. The engagement of development partners in the rural
finance and microfinance sectors has been influenced by the pattern of policy
changes during the last decade. While by the early 2000s, several development
partners were very active, encouraged by a conducive policy framework, most of
them, with the notable exception of IFAD, gradually withdrew after the policy change
in 2006-07. The current indications about the likely return to a more market-
oriented policy framework, have made the key development partners to clearly re-
gaining interest in the sector. Various large-scale support programmes, including
from WB, DfID, USAID, GIZ and EU are currently in the planning or early
implementation stages and most of them will be implemented during roughly the
same period as PROFIRA. This creates opportunities for partnerships that will be
further explored during design. At the same time, there is an increasing need for
coordination among development partners and with the Government. In this respect,
the current Private Sector Development Partners’ Group, of which IFAD is an active
member, is expected to play an important role, perhaps through the creation a
special group on rural finance Similarly, a revitalization of the Microfinance Forum
(MFF) chaired by the MFPED and very active in the early 2000s is expected to create
the space for dialogue among the different stakeholders.

Components and Activities
PROFIRA would consist of three main components plus one component dedicated to
programme management (see below section H).

Component 1: Support to Community-Based Financial Mechanisms. In support of
Government’s financial inclusion targets, PROFIRA would make a large-scale
investment in scaling up the establishment of community-based financial institutions
following the Village Savings and Loan Association (VSLA) model, a methodology
that has proven particularly popular and successful. VSLAs promote group-based
savings and loans at a level of intermediation that is too low for more formal
financial institutions. Groups decide on their own savings and loan terms with no
injection of external funds. They are considered excellent first entry points for the
rural population to financial services, from which the members can then graduate to
more advanced services by formal institutions. Project funds would be used to
commission professional service providers, selected through competitive bidding, to
establish sustainable VSLAs in a given geographic area. There are over ten operators
in Uganda that establish VSLAs on a contract basis, many of which have the capacity
to expand the volume of their operations. At the same time the project would
proactively work to attract more formal institutions to link with these groups to offer
more advanced financial services.

Component 2: SACCO Capacity Building Fund. Under RFSP, large-scale support has
been provided to SACCO development in Uganda. The experience of the past few

13
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14.

15.

F.

16.

years has shown that SACCOs have an important role to play in financial
intermediation in the rural areas, and in the past few years their outreach has
increased in rural communities. However, there is a clear need to focus any future
assistance to those SACCOs that show genuine potential for sustainable operations.
The support method for the SACCO sector needs also to be revisited, moving away
from the current one-agency approach to a situation in which the SACCOs would
have more flexibility when selecting the agencies for their capacity building and
institutional development operations. A SACCO Capacity Building Fund would thus be
established to provide matching grants to those SACCOs that fulfil some criteria for
performance and sustainability. These matching grants would be used to procure
from the market capacity building services tailored to the needs of the beneficiary
SACCOs. Detailed procedures and eligibility and funding criteria for the capacity
building grants would be developed during the design process.

Component 3: Rural Innovation and Outreach Fund (RIOF). To stimulate rural
finance innovations and increase the presence of the financial service providers in
rural areas, the RIOF would provide matching grants to any types of financial service
providers based on project proposals to develop innovative approaches/products
that target rural areas and to expand their service provision in currently underserved
rural areas. Discussions with the stakeholders in the rural finance sector indicate
that the demand for the RIOF support would be strong. Matching grants would be
approved based on transparent calls for concept notes followed by detailed proposals
by the selected applicants. Upon approval of a grant, a Memorandum of
Understanding would be signed, detailing the obligations of the grant recipient and
the project in the implementation of the activity/project. Detailed eligibility, funding
criteria and guidelines would be developed during the design process.

As the processes influencing the rural and microfinance strategic and policy
frameworks are adequately supported by other donor organisations, no specific
policy support component or sub-component has been envisaged at this stage. The
opportunities for it will be further explored and discussed with GoU during the
detailed design, especially in relation to the regulatory framework for Tier 4
institutions and the possible envisaged establishment of a Regulatory Authority. In
any case, based on the positive experience of RFSP, PROFIRA will be designed to
continuously provide evidence to stimulate relevant policy discussions and fora at
national level.

Costs and Financing

The project costs would be elaborated as part of the detailed project design. IFAD
financing would be USD 30 million from the PBA for Uganda for the cycle 2013-15,
currently estimated at USD 70-80 million.

Organization and Management

. The MFPED will be the lead implementing agency of PROFIRA. Following the same

implementing arrangement used for RFSP the management of the project will be
delegated to a professionally strong, competitively recruited project unit, set up as
an independent body with its own powers and authority, but under the umbrella of
and fully accountable to MFPED. The unit will assure the standard planning,
coordination, monitoring, evaluation and financial management functions.
Implementation of project activities would be through service providers and financial
institutions on the basis of performance-based contracts. A project steering
committee, chaired by MFPED and comprising representatives of both the GoU and
the private sector, will be created to oversee project implementation.

Monitoring and Evaluation Indicators

. A comprehensive M&E system would be elaborated during design and further refined

at project inception with the aim of ensuring the generation of reliable information
for timely and accurate planning and decision-making, as well as reporting on
outcomes and impact. The system would be organized at three levels: outputs,
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outcomes and impact (see Logframe in Annex 1). It will be fully consistent with the
results framework being developed as part of the RB-COSOP elaboration.

I. Risks

19. The key risks identified at this stage of the design, as well the envisaged mitigation
strategies, are discussed below:

While policy-makers have confirmed that a new strategy, consistent with the
basic design principles of PROFIRA, is being formulated, there is still some
uncertainty in this respect. The Government's commitment to the project’s
implementation approach, although already formally agreed with MFPED senior
management, will continue to be discussed during the design process as a
condition to proceed to the final approval of the loan.

The risk of political interference is present in any government-linked operation.
This might adversely affect the operations of the supported financial institutions,
in particular the community-based financial ones, such as SACCOs and savings
and credit groups. The use of demand-driven selection mechanisms and private
sector service providers as implementation agents is expected to reduce the risks
of favouritism or political patronage.

In Uganda’s rural finance sector, it might be difficult to find adequate numbers of
appropriate institutions to participate to the demand-based activities. At design, a
relatively comprehensive survey of the institutions in the sector will indicate the
likely demand for the services of the proposed demand-based components and
will allow an appropriate sizing of the financial resources allocated to each
component.

J. Timeframe
20. The proposed project design timeframe is as follows:

Sept 2012 OSC - Approval of Concept Note
Sept-Oct 2012 Detailed design

Dec 2012 QE

Jan-Feb 2013 Final Design

June 2013 QA

Sept 2013 EB Presentation

K. CPMT Composition

21. An in-house CPMT has already been established, with participation of the ESA
Director, the Regional Economist, the PTA Lead Advisor, the officers from LEG and
CFS in charge of Uganda and some CPMs from the region with experience in the
country as well as in implementation of similar projects in other countries. The CPMT
has already reviewed the Identification Report produced in June.

22. A Project Reference Group (in-country CPMT) has been established under the
chairmanship of the Commissioner for Microfinance (MFPED), with participation of
senior officers from key Government (BoU and MTIC), private sector (AMFIU, UCA,
UCSCU and UBA) and development partners (representative of the Private Sector
Development Partners’ working group). The Group will steer the process of design
and eventually constitute the basis for the future Project Steering Committee.
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Concept Note 2

Programme for the Restoration of Livelihoods in the
Northern Region (PRELNOR)

A. Justification and Rationale

1.

IFAD investment in the North is primarily justified by the widespread poverty in the
region, by far the poorest in Uganda, with poverty incidence consistently above 40%
and in many districts exceeding 60%, thus well above the national average of 25%.
The region is currently recovering from a conflict situation lasted more than 25
years, caused by the rebels of Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA), with peace finally
restored in 2009. In this respect, the new project would be consistent with one of the
key recommendations of the recently concluded CPE, as reflected in the Agreement
at Completion Point signed between IFAD and the Government of Uganda.

The region is one of the areas in the country most exposed to climate-related risks.
At household level, Northern Uganda registers the highest percentage of households
affected by more than one climate-related disaster, because of prolonged droughts
and floods that have occurred concurrently in the region, with increased frequency in
the recent years. Rainfall variability is also increasing, as is the overall temperature.
All these climate-related factors are greatly impacting upon natural resources,
agricultural production, water and the livelihoods of the communities.

In spite of the above, Northern Uganda presents great potential for climate resilient
agricultural development as a pathway out of poverty. This is due to the following
key factors: a) an average land holding of 10.5 acres per household compared to the
national average of about 5 acres per household, which presents opportunities for
expansion and diversification of agricultural production; b) fertile soils and reliable
rainfall, which allow in most cases two cropping seasons, although in recent years
the region has been subjected to increased risk of flooding and rainfall variability; c)
the area is relatively flat with gentle rolling hills which, coupled with soft soils,
present great potential for the development of appropriate technology, such as
animal traction, although with a risk of increased erosion if not properly managed;
and d) the accelerating regional trade to countries like South Sudan and the
Democratic Republic of Congo.

IFAD, being a recognized lead agency in smallholder agricultural development, is well
placed to promote investment and build community institutional capacity to lay the
foundations for the process of structured development of agriculture in Northern
Uganda on which other development partners can build. Over the years, IFAD has
gained a wealth of experience that gives it a comparative advantage in these areas,
vis-a-vis other partners. The proposed Programme will support the capacity building
and institutional strengthening necessary for a long-term development of agriculture
in the region. Given the importance of climate variability and change in the region,
particular emphasis will be given to enhancing the climate-smart nature of farming
systems, as well as to increase resilience to environmental pressures, through
appropriate adaptation measures.

Some key lessons from the IFAD’s experience in Africa and other parts of the world
in designing programmes in post-conflict situations will be given due attention in the
Programme: the need to ensure participation and consensus-building, in particular by
encouraging beneficiary participation and ownership during the different stages of
the project, from design to implementation, monitoring and evaluation; the
importance of avoiding any discrimination against the resident populations in host
areas in order to facilitate the process of social integration; proper focus on equity
and gender; attention to employment promotion, particularly for young women and
men; support for capacity building and training; implementation of infrastructure
work maximizing community participation; strong coordination with other
development partners investing in the area.
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12.

Geographic Area and Target Groups

The proposed programme area is broadly defined at this stage as the Northern
Region of Uganda, a vast geographic area including more than 30 districts. The
selection of the specific districts of intervention, expected to be a maximum of 6-8,
will be done during the detailed design phase, taking into account criteria such as:
poverty incidence and density; climate vulnerability; the degree of disruption of rural
livelihoods caused by the conflict; the potential for development of smallholder
agriculture; the complementarities and synergies with other development partners’
interventions; and the need for some geographic consistency.

The primary target group will be those households experiencing food and income
insecurity, but with potential to take advantage of Programme interventions to
improve their livelihoods in a sustainable manner. Special attention will be paid to
inclusion of the poorest and most vulnerable sections of the communities, especially
formerly displaced people, ex-combatants, women and the youth.

Key Programme Objectives

The overall goal of PRELNOR is to contribute to reduce post-conflict poverty, food
insecurity and vulnerability of rural communities in the districts of intervention on a
sustainable basis. This will be achieved through the Programme objective to restore
the livelihoods of poor rural people by supporting the recovery of their farming
systems, while laying the basis for longer-term sustainable development in the face
of increasing climate related hazards and disasters.

. Ownership, Harmonization and Alighment

The proposed Programme is aligned with the national objectives and priorities as
outlined in the NDP, the Peace Recovery and Development Plan (a framework
programme coordinated by the Office of the Prime Minister for the economic recovery
of the Northern Reion), MAAIF's Development Strategy and Investment Plan (DSIP)
and the Ministry of Local Government’s Sector Investment Plan’s (LGSIP).
Specifically, the Programme is consistent with the PRDP’s third strategic objective,
which aims at revitalisation of the economy through re-activating the productive
sectors within the region, with particular focus on production and marketing, services
and industry.

The Programme will develop synergies and complementarities with on-going
activities of the relevant GoU and other donor-funded programmes/projects in the
Programme area. These include: (i) the World Bank funded second phase of the
Northern Uganda Social Action Fund (NUSAF2), which seeks to empower
communities by enhancing their capacity to systematically identify, prioritize, and
plan for their needs and implement sustainable development initiatives that improve
socio-economic services and opportunities; (ii) the European Union (EU) funded
Northern Uganda Agricultural Livelihoods Recovery Programme (ALREP), which seeks
to ensure that the agricultural sector makes a substantial contribution to raising the
prosperity for its war-affected population to a level at least at par with the rest of the
country, and to increase economic growth. IFAD will seek harmonisation with other
donors through the Northern Uganda Recovery and Development (NURD) donor
group. Synergies will also be developed with other IFAD-supported programmes in
the country like the second phase of the Vegetable Oil Development Project
(VODP2), ATAAS and PROFIRA.

Components and Activities

PRELNOR will consist of three main components as indicated below. The details on
the approaches and implementation arrangements will be elaborated during the
design process.

Component 1: Support to Restoration of Climate Resilient Farming Systems. This
will include recapitalisation of target group households with a package of basic
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agricultural inputs (seeds, tools, poultry and small ruminants) to enable them
increase and diversify household agricultural production and food security promotion
of appropriate technologies such as improved seeds and animal traction for
increasing the acreage under sustainable cultivation practices and reducing the
workload especially for women; dissemination of improved land and water
management practices; promote the adoption of climate change adaptation
measures to increase the resilience of the farming systems. During the project
design phase an appropriate stepwise mechanization strategy will be developed that
will incorporate interventions that can build upon indigenous practices.

13. Component 2: Support to Community-Based Institutions and Participatory
Development for Economic Empowerment. This will include interventions targeted at
strengthening community institutions and farmer groups as a tool for empowerment
of marginalized communities. Groups will be supported in the areas of adaptive
extension, market access and simple agro-processing and value-addition, paying
particular attention to their business and market orientation. The emergence of micro
and small enterprises will be supported to create non-farm income earning
opportunities. Members of the most vulnerable households will be supported to
change their mind sets for self-empowerment. Security of land tenure will be
improved by supporting participatory processes for land surveying, mapping,
registration and certification, thus encouraging investments in sustainable land
management practices.

14. Component 3: Rural Infrastructure Rehabilitation and Development. This
component will aim at restoring public economic and agricultural infrastructure
damaged or destroyed during the civil war and, where required, develop new climate
resilient infrastructure that improves living and production conditions. The
Programme would finance the improvement of selected community access roads
linking villages to the main roads, thereby linking important crop producing zones to
markets which will also help in reducing post-harvest losses. Lessons
learned/experience from programmes such as DLSP, CAIIP, NUSAF2 and any other
relevant interventions will be taken into consideration at design time. The
Programme will also finance the introduction of small-scale irrigation facilities in
selected areas with perennial water bodies in areas where it will be technically,
socially, economically and environmentally feasible, to increase agricultural
production through crop intensification and diversification.

F. Costs and Financing

15. The project costs would be elaborated as part of the detailed project design.
Financing would be through an IFAD loan of about USD 30 million, an ASAP grant of
about USD 10 million® and further possible co-financing for another USD 10 million to
be mobilized from co-financiers or otherwise covered by the balance of the IFAD PBA
for 2013-15. Various funds for climate change adaptation, such as the Climate
Change Adaptation Fund, the financing mechanism for the United Nations Convention
for Combating Desertification (UNCCD), the United Nations Framework Convention
for Climate Change (UNFCCC), and the new Green Fund will be targeted depending
on the financing needs and opportunities identified at project design.

G. Organization and Management

16. Given the decentralized nature of the project and the strong focus on service delivery
at district level, the Ministry of Local Government, which has a good track record of
coordinating similar interventions, will be the implementing agency. A Project
Management Unit (PMU) will be set up with a lean presence at the Ministry HQ in
Kampala and most of its staff based in a field office in the programme intervention

8 ASAP will support the integrated, step-wise approach to mechanization and crop diversification as the primary
unit of project interventions, which is also instrumental for ensuring connectivity of assets (natural, social and
economic assets) for maximum results and impact, as well as the scaling up of multiple benefit approaches for
sustainable agricultural intensification.
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area, to ensure easy coordination with partners in the field and close follow-up at
implementation. At the district level, the Chief Administrative Officer (CAQ) will
ensure integration and coherence with the District Development Plans. The PMU will
support planning, implementation and financial management as well as coordination
with relevant ongoing programmes/projects in the sub-region.

. Monitoring and Evaluation Indicators
. Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) will be undertaken at different levels to support

effective implementation, maintain the Programme’s focus and direction, and provide
information for addressing constraints and ensuring delivery of outputs. A
comprehensive project M&E system will be elaborated at design and refined at the
start of the project, and will be consistent results framework being developed as part
of the RB-COSOP elaboration. Some of the ASAP project selection criteria will also be
adapted as appropriate indicators.

Risks

The risks identified at this stage and their mitigation measures are discussed below:
The target area is just recovering from a devastating civil war that lasted for more
than two decades. The perception that as long as Joseph Kony, the rebel leader, is
still at large, the possibility of a return to hostilities cannot be completely ruled out,
may create uncertainty among the communities and implementers on whether to
commit to long-term investments/activities. The Government would need to keep
up its relentless effort to prevent a return to hostilities.

The transition between emergency interventions and longer-term development
interventions needs to be managed with a lot of care. Emergency interventions are
associated with humanitarian, ‘handout’ assistance geared towards survival in the
immediate to short-term, which may breed a dependency syndrome. Longer-term
development interventions, on the other hand, facilitate the target group to be
active participants in and beneficiaries from economic activities in a sustainable
manner. However, the dependency syndrome could make the target group less
willing to participate. Participatory approaches will be key in building confidence
and ownership of the communities around the programme.

The capacity of the beneficiaries to sustainably absorb the different development
interventions could be a limiting factor. This again, is associated with the conditions
to which the majority of the target group were subjected during the course of the
conflict. Capacity building and/or counselling for the different target groups would
be necessary to create an environment that would enable the beneficiaries to
actively participate in and sustainably benefit from the different interventions.

The implementation capacity of local governments is uneven and weakening, in
particular in the Northern Region. A thorough analysis of capacities will be done at
design stage to orient the strategic choices in terms of implementation
arrangements.

Climate-related risks will be addressed through promotion of climate resilient
agriculture, improved NRM as well as adaptation measures for agricultural
investments.

Timeframe

The proposed project design timeframe is as follows:

. Mar/Apr 2014 First Design

° June 2014 QE review

. Sep/Oct 2014 Final Design

o January 2015 QA review

o April 2015 Executive Board Presentation
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Key file 1: Rural poverty and agricultural/rural sector issues

Priority Affected Major issues Actions needed

areas groups

Access to All smallholder Limited outreach of NAADS; lack of inclusion/targeting Improve outreach of NAADS; targeting of messages for poorer farmers,
agricultural producers of poorer farmers, women and youth by NAADS; with special effort to include women, and female and male youth; clarify
advisory unclear responsibilities and funding between MAAIF mandate and coordination of NAADS vs. traditional extension system;

services and
technologies

traditional extension system and NAADS; poor
coordination between NARO and NAADS; difficult access
to quality agricultural inputs (improved seed, fertiliser &
other agricultural chemicals).

increase coordination between NAADS and NARO; promotion of private
sector operators for input supply,

Soil fertility
and
environmental
degradation

All smallholder
producers

Low crop and livestock productivity; rainfall variability;
declining soil fertility, soil erosion and land degradation;
encroachment on forests and wetlands; climate change,
land pressure and unclear land tenure systems.

Improved agricultural technologies for specific strategic crops integrated
with sustainable land management practices, and rainfall risk coping
strategies; attention to environmental conservation and climate change
adaptation measures at plot, farm and community level; strengthening of
district environmental land use management to protect wetlands and
forest areas; strengthening of district land tenure administration secure
land rights for smallholders.

Access to
markets, value
addition and
rural MSMEs.

All smallholder
producers

Remoteness of rural areas and lack of economic
services in rural urban centres; low crop productivity
and limited quantities for marketing and processing;
lack of crop diversification; poor technical and business
skills levels; limited bulking and primary processing at
farm level; lack of access to financial services; poor
enabling framework for private investment in rural
areas (infrastructure).

Investments in community access roads and market centres in rural
areas; increased production and quality of strategic agricultural crops;
skills and agribusiness training for individuals and groups; promotion of
rural organisations including producer and specific economic activity
groups; improved access to rural financial services; strengthening local
government capacity to create enabling local economic development
framework; promotion of private sector investment in rural areas for input
supply, crop marketing and primary processing.

Rural financial

All poor rural

Limited outreach and depth of supply; lack of financial

Promotion of savings culture; financial literacy training; savings and credit

services households products for agriculture; poor savings culture; lack of groups; establishment of viable and sustainable local rural financial
financial literacy among rural populations; poor service providers; linkages with formal financial sector institutions;
understanding of governance and sustainability issues development of appropriate financial products; governance training
for membership-based financial organisations; lack of community-based financial service providers; appropriate regulatory
appropriate regulatory framework. framework for protection of savings and enforcement of good governance.
Marginalization | Poorest Poorer HHs marginalised and not participating to Household mentoring to empower marginalised HHs for participation into
of vulnerable smallholders, mainstream economic and village activities; high economic development; basic literacy and numeracy training;
households women and vulnerability to falling into chronic poverty, particularly strengthening community development at district level; mainstreaming
youth female-headed and widows; poor community planning HIV, gender and youth issues into IFAD programmes.

and implementation; poor institutional human outreach
for inclusion at grassroots level.

974/80T/€10C @3

T T



T¢C

Key file 2: Organizations matrix (strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats

[SWOT] analysis)

Institution Strengths Weaknesses Opportunities/threats Remarks
Ministry of Finance, Responsible for national growth and Relies on other ministries for initiatives; long Not a line
Planning and Economic | development policy and prepares annual time has been needed to develop policy and ministry;

Development (MFPED)

budget; coordination with development
partners; accessible and open to dialogue

regulatory framework for rural finance

implementing
ministry for rural
finance

Ministry of Agriculture,

Animal Industry and
Fisheries (MAAIF)

Key ministry for agricultural sector. Has
been re-structured and partially re-located;
Has completed its Agricultural policy
document and its sector investment plan

Overly broad interpretation of its
responsibilities; highly centralised; slow
decision making, with slow operational follow-
up on procurement/financial matters; re-
structuring not complete, lack of full
ownership of move; slow release of modern
hybrid seed varieties. Many staff vacancies
and high staff turnover

Shifts in political climate;
limited field presence at district
level; unclear division of
responsibility with other bodies
at district level.

Poor
implementation
capacity has led
to decline in dev
partner funding

Ministry of Local
Government (MolLG)

Clear mandate to support de-centralisation
and local governments; clear definition of
roles and responsibilities; efficient and
effective internal decision making processes

High turnover in top leadership;

District splintering has weakened
implementation capacity; sector approaches
undermining local delivery capacity; Loss of

Ministry with strong
implementation capacity and
ability to fulfil annual targets;
capable of taking on more

Project
implementation
success led to
more funding

local governments revenue source has responsibility from dev
undermined local financing capacity. partners
National Agricultural Well-trained capable research scientists; Seriously understaffed with gaps in key areas | Working with NAADS under
Research Organisation | variety of specialised research institutes and | like sunflower and soybean; lack of lab ATAAS for better integration of
(NARO) land for research trials; many new facilities; a number of key research areas not research with extension; needs
initiatives to make research more covered; poor coordination with NAADS. to strengthen work for on-farm
responsive to farmer needs and to bring soil fertility and land
research results to farmers management, and community
landscape & NRM conservation
and management
National Agricultural First phase completed with substantial Unclear division of roles and responsibilities 2" phase funding assured NAADS is a
Advisory Services lessons learned; qualified staff at district between DAO and NAADS staff at district under ATAAS with better highly politicized
(NAADS) level; focus on private sector driven crop level; financial accountability issues; lack of integration with NARO; programme

and livestock development and building
linkages with private sector operators;

focus on poorer farmers.

Ugandan National

Bureau of Standards

Semi-autonomous body with clear mandate
to define coordinate and monitor food and

Insufficient staff and resources relative to
enforcement of quality standards, low activity

Good opportunity to address
food safety standards and

(UNBS) input standards. level, few standards set and managed introduce controls for
agricultural inputs
District local Close to rural communities with good Insufficient rural infrastructure including With splintering of districts, There is lack of
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governments (LGs)

understanding of their constraints;
awareness of marketing issues; committed
staff

roads, communications and power; unclear
reporting lines to central ministries

insufficient staff; loss of
revenue source so inadequate
funding;

clarity between
decentralised
and sector
approaches

Organised private
sector service
providers

Driven by profit motive; experience; in-built
control to ensure financial viability and
sustainability; some risk taking capacity,
determined by size of provider

Small no of large “stronger” providers and
large no of middle level “weaker” providers;
uncoordinated, conservative, lack of interest
in investing in rural areas; little empathy with
poor farmers, lack of financial transparency.

Private sector is open to
innovative collaboration
modalities with public sector;
needs market and production of
smallholders

Requires high
inputs of project
and IFAD staff
time

Informal private sector
service providers

Very competitive and risk taking; profit
motivated, many players, responsible for
trading and marketing major share of
Ugandan agricultural production

Too much competition undermines margins
and capacity to upscale; difficulty accessing
financing; reputation of exploiting farmers

Challenge of working with many
small businesses; has high
institutional cost for projects;
potential to bring big income
gains to women and youth

Requires high
inputs of project
and IFAD staff
time

National and regional
rural organisations

Some national organisations like UNFFE,
UCA and UCSCU supporting economic
activities for smallholder farmers and rural
people

Difficulty in assuring financial contribution
from members and financial autonomy;
dependence on donors; weak capacity and
challenges to play advocacy role for needs
and interests of rural producers and people

Need to identify clear areas of
common interest and
collaboration of partnerships;
not necessarily representative
of constituency being
represented.

Each
organisation
needs detailed
analysis at
project design

Local level rural
organisations

District Farmer Associations (DFAs) good
autonomy and good partners for NAADS;
helps members carry out income generating
activities, bulk marketing and input
purchasing.

Capacity and financing gaps; lack of
agribusiness and financial management skills

Good mechanism for reaching
poorer smallholders; potential
to hold local governments more
accountable

Commercial Banks

Privatised, re-structured and credible
private banking system

Limited outreach of rural branch offices; very
high intermediation costs and costs to clients;
little interest in clientele with small amounts

Need to improve linkages with
lower level financial service
providers and develop
appropriate products.

Microfinance deposit
taking institutions

Credible alternative to commercial banks

More outreach in rural areas, lighter charges
to poor clientele;

Savings and credit
cooperatives
(SACCOs)

Good outreach to remoter areas

Lack of security for small savers;
inexperienced committees leading to weak
governance

Needs training for financial
management and governance
to become viable and secure

Highly politicized

Village savings and
loan associations
(VSLASs)

Good outreach for most vulnerable, usually
women

Need to be re-constituted every year; limited
range of financial products

Good mechanism to reach
target groups who don’t
participate
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Key file 3: Complementary donor initiative/partnership potential

Agency (country
strategy)

Priority sectors and areas of focus

Complementarity/synergy potential

World Bank
(2011-2015)

Key selected investment programmes relevant for IFAD:

e Eastern Africa Agriculture Productivity Project (EAAPP), regional programme
supporting 4 countries for creation of centres of excellence in Cassava
(Uganda), Dairy, Rice, Wheat, USD 30 M, 2010-13.

e Agricultural Technology and Agribusiness Advisory Services (ATAAS)

Programme, supporting NAADS and NARO, USD 127 M investment, 2010-16.

e Technical Assistance to MAIIF to develop Non-ATAAS Investment
Programmes and Projects, USD 1.6 M, 2012 (completed).

e Non-ATAAS DSIP Project, supporting one of the investment areas identified
(see above), still at early stage of design, about USD 40 M, due to start in
2014 for 5 years.

e Second Northern Uganda Social Action Fund Project (NUSAF2), to improve
income earning opportunities and basic socio-economic services in Northern
Uganda, under PRDP, USD 100 M, 2009-14.

On-going co-financing of ATAAS (WB is cooperating institution):
proactive engagement by IFAD in project implementation
support for emphasis on targeting and inclusion in agenda for
agricultural research and advisory services.

Lessons learnt from NUSAF2 to shape design of PRELNOR;
potential partnership/co-financing and/or complementarities to
be explored for PRELNOR in case WB will continue to invest in
Northern Uganda after 2014.

Important partner for policy dialogue agenda: member of the
Agricultural sector WG, chair of the Local Development Partners
Group, and permanent co-chair of the Joint Budget Support
Framework

African Development
Bank
(2011-2015)

Key selected investment programmes relevant for IFAD:

e Community Agricultural Infrastructure Improvement Programme, 3 projects
(CAIIP-1, 2 and 3), with MOLG, development and rehabilitation of critical
economic and social infrastructure and increased agricultural productivity,
total USD 190 M, last project to end in 2016.

e Markets and Agricultural Trade Improvement Project (MATIP-1), with MOLG,
rehabilitation and upgrading of markets in municipalities and town councils,
USD 60 M, 2010-15.

On-going co-financing of CAIIP-1 (closing in 2013).
Opportunities for co-financing of other CAIIP projects, depending
on geographic complementarity with other IFAD projects.
Complementarities of agricultural infrastructure investment by
CAIIP with other IFAD investment.

Possibility to use partnership with AfDB and MOLG for the
implementation of infrastructure component of PRELNOR.
Member of the Agricultural sector WG.

European Union
(2008-2015)

Key selected investment programmes relevant for IFAD:

e Two projects in Northern Uganda: (i) Northern Uganda Agricultural
Livelihoods Recovery Project (ALREP), EUR 20 M, 2010-14; (ii) Karamoja
Livelihoods Project (KALIP), EUR 15 M, 2010-14.

e Small and Medium Agri-business Development Fund (SMADF), under design,
creation of an investment fund targeting small and medium agri-business
enterprises.

Lessons learnt from ALREP/KALIP (NB: livelihoods support) to
shape design of PRELNOR; potential partnership/co-financing
and/or complementarities to be explored for PRELNOR in case EU
will continue to invest in Northern Uganda after 2014.

Strong potential for IFAD to be the implementing partner of
SMADF for the EU (discussions on-going); strong
complementarity with IFAD strategy to develop PPPs for market
integration of smallholders.

Chair of the Agricultural sector WG
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Danida, Denmark

Support focused on: growth, good governance and human development.
Key selected investment programmes relevant for IFAD:
o U-Growth:

o Phase I - Public sector budget support (MAIIF/DSIP), Rural access
roads, and Agri-business and private sector support (aBi Trust, with
co-financing from SIDA, EU, Belgium and USAID), USD 88 M (of
which USD 57 M in aBi Trust), 2010-13

o Phase II - PRDP support, Enabling environment (public sector), and
aBi Trust, under formulation, USD 110 M, 2014-18.

e Restoration of Agricultural Livelihoods in Northern Uganda (RALNUC),
phase II, under PRDP, investment in public works and training/extension

of farmers, USD 7 M, 2010-13.

Potential complementarities at project operational
level between aBi Trust investment and IFAD-
financed projects (e.g. ATAAS, VODP2) supporting
smallholders.

Lessons learnt from RALNUC to shape design of
PRELNOR; potential partnership/co-financing
and/or complementarities to be explored for
PRELNOR in case Danida will continue to invest in
Northern Uganda after 2014.

Member of the Agricultural sector WG

GIZ and KfW, Germany

Key selected investment programmes relevant for IFAD:
e GIZ - Financial Systems Development Programme, TA support to BoU:
o Phase I - Enabling environment for the financial sector (policy and
regulatory framework), Support to SACCOs in Lira District, Financial
literacy and consumer protection (BoU strategy for financial
inclusion), EUR 6 M, 2011-14.
o Phase II - still to be determined.
e KfW - Rural Finance Enhancement Programme (2012-15):
o Rural Challenge Fund, matching grants for financial institutions
financing SMEs and farmers in rural areas, EUR 8 M;
o Refinancing facility, credit line for onlending to farmers and agri-
business, EUR 6 M.

High potential for partnership under PROFIRA
(being discussed) for policy and regulatory aspects
(Tier IV) as well as for implementation of financial
literacy strategy at SACCO level.

GIZ is a member of the Task Force overseeing the
design of PROFIRA

Members of the Private Sector WG (including
microfinance).

Potential complementarity of KfW programme with
EU SMADF (to be explored)

The Netherlands Embassy

Key selected investment programmes relevant for IFAD:

e Catalist - Uganda, support to cassava, potato, rice and sunflower value-
chains, EUR 15 M, 2012-16.

e Integrated Seed Sector Development (ISSD) for developing local seed
businesses and improving eneabling environment, EUR 5 M, 2012-16.

e Agro-skilling in Northern Uganda, capacity building on agri-business
skills, EUR 9 M, 2012-16

Potential for partnership with ISSD on enhancing
access to improved seeds for oilseeds in Northern
Uganda (VODP2) through local production and
multiplication.

Member of the Agricultural sector WG

DFID, UK Key selected investment programmes relevant for IFAD: Discussions on-going on how to ensure synergies
e Uganda Financial Services Inclusion Programme, design on-going, and complementarities of the new programme with
implementation to start in 2014. PROFIRA - NB: DFID is a member of the Task
Force overseeing the design of PROFIRA
Member of the Private Sector WG (including
microfinance)
USAID, USA Key selected investment programmes relevant for IFAD: Chair of the Private Sector WG (including

(2011-2015)

e Various support for NARO in biotech R&D, USD 7.5 M;
e Livelihoods and Enterprises for Agricultural Development (LEAD) Project,

microfinance) and co-chair of the Agricultural
sector WG.
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to improve farming practices, enhance market access and strengthen
relationships among value-chain stakeholders, USD 36 M, 2008-13.
Support to aBi Trust, USD 20 M, 2011-13.

Partnership Innovation Fund, venture capital to leverage private sector
investment in food security and bio-diversity, USD 17 M, 2012-16
Support for policy and enabling environment for private sector, USD 7 M,
2012-15

Public sector capacity building, institutional support for restructuring of
MAAIF, USD 6 M, 2012-17

Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation

Various support for use of mobile network technology to enhance
provision of financial services (USD 7 M) and agricultural/market
information (USD 8 M), in partnership with Grameen Foundation and
MTN.

Support to Centenary Bank (through WB/AgriFin Project, USD 2 M) to
increase its outreach to rural areas.

e Potential complementarities with PROFIRA: access
for SACCOs to mobile technology and partnership
with Centenary Bank.

WFP
(2009-2014)

Agriculture and Market Support/Purchase for Progress (P4P), focused on
developing market infrastructure, improving post-harvest handling and

diversifying local purchases, to supplement food distribution schemes in
Uganda and neighbouring countries, USD 46 M, 2009-14

e Experiences working in Northern Uganda (P4P);
piloted warehouse receipt systems.
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Key file 4: Target group identification, priority issues and potential response

Typology Characteristics and Poverty level Coping Actions Priority needs Potential programme responses
Poorest Widowed, polygamous or orphan HH Use of children as labour Women need autonomous Household mentoring for self-
smallholders head; HH head with less than 3 years Polygamous male lives with sources of income to pay empowerment;; Training in basic literacy
(chronically education; high dependency ratio (4 or | better off wife school fees and children’s and numeracy; simple business training;
poor) and most | more children and aged family Sale of assets and land during needs; training in basic diversification and cash earning
vulnerable members); scattered plots of less than | famine periods numeracy and literacy skills, opportunities from agriculture, value
households 2ha, no livestock, mono-cropping; very | Girl children drop out of school income earning opportunity addition and/or non farm activities;

low participation in groups and early to marry. from agriculture or non-farm. introduction to marketing; group formation

community; very limited productive and community participation.

assets (including land). Seasons of

hunger; dependence on rain-fed

agriculture.
Poor Male headed households with 5-6 Both male and female HH heads | To keep children in school Training in business skills and marketing;

smallholders
(transitory

years education, high dependency ratio
(more than 4 children); wife(s)

engaged in some simple income
earning activities; children may

Improve productivity of
existing enterprises, and

agricultural extension, use of inputs and
labour saving technologies to improve

poor) participating in some village activities; attend free primary school and develop new enterprises with crop productivity; access to markets;
own 2 ha in better rainfall areas, 4-10 still provide labour; have better income earning access to financial services for saving
ha in semi-arid areas; some livestock, identified potential for income potential; needs information mobilisation and credit; participation in
maybe off-farm activity; some crop growth but unable to follow and investment to expand, rural producers organisations; secure land
diversification. Low crop productivity. through; limited information raise productivity, hire in rights, climate change adaptation
about improved production and labour, participate in markets. | measures.
land use.
Women and Women from the poorest and poor Use of children as labour; HIV prevention, basic skills Household mentoring to help identify
women headed farmer HHs and women headed HHs. keeping children out of school; development and self- potential opportunities and equitable
households Orphan caregivers. Unequal access to subsistence agricultural confidence. Livelihood sharing of labour burden and income
productive assets and resources (land, production; petty employment activities which provide cash earnings; training in basic literacy and
credit, etc.). and sex trade. income to cover basic needs numeracy; business training; training in
and children’s school fees. agricultural crop technologies; savings
mobilisation through savings and credit
groups and access to financial services.
Sensitisation about HIV risks.
Youth Both young men and women as they Petty employment for male For all youth, HIV prevention; Business training, group development,

reach young adulthood

youths, sex trade for female
youth.

for young women, the
avoidance of early pregnancy
and school dropout, for young
men employment or self-
employment livelihood
opportunities.

development of off-farm enterprises,
access to rural financial services for saving
mobilisation and credit. Sensitisation about
HIV risks.
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