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Context and objectives of the study

1.1 Context of the study

Agriculture is the economic base for the majority of the poor in Africa and accounts for about a third of Africa’s GDP. Due to the poor performance of its agricultural sector most of the African countries are well behind schedule for achieving the Millennium Development Goal (MDG 1) of halving poverty by 2015. Agricultural Research and Development (ARD) has a major role to play to reduce poverty and food insecurity. Innovative approaches that could help scale up research results and better orientate research agenda are needed that could catalyse impact oriented actions. 

In the field of ARD there is a long tradition of scientific and technical collaboration between Africa and Europe through both bilateral and multilateral cooperation mechanisms. Recent analysis of EU and African ARD partnerships under PAEPARD 1
 preparation and online survey indicate that partnerships are valued by European and African partners as relevant and contribute to achieving their global institutional objectives. However, the surveys also show major constraints to ensure impact of those partnerships on poverty reduction and food security:

There are limited EC funded projects focused on Africa and EC funds seem to concentrate on a limited number of research teams in 2 to 3 countries only. 

The European partners, with limited contribution by African partners in the preparation and implementation phase, drive most of the partnerships.

Several reasons of such constraints have been identified during PAEPARD 1 preparation and e survey:

· A lack of information, knowledge of funding opportunities, difficulties in finding adequate partners as well as understanding the complex mechanism of fund raising

· Partnerships are concentrated on universities and national research institutes, with very limited participation of Civil Society Organization (CSOs) including Rural Producer Organizations (RPOs), extension and advisory services, and private sector companies. 

· European research institutes are more familiar with the EC funding mechanisms. Therefore, they tend to be the initiators of the partnerships and to lead the implementation of the EC funded research projects.

· Dissemination of innovations is valued least among the outcomes of research partnerships as compared to publications, trainings and accesses to further funding.

· EC instruments administrative and financial rules are difficult to be handled by African partners. 

The main limitations that the platform intends to address are 

(i) the lack of awareness and information about the opportunities offered by different financial instruments, 

(ii) non sufficient commitment of key African and European actors, especially the CSOs, and 

(iii) Lack of comprehensive and effective consultation mechanisms between the African and European ARD communities. 

To be coherent with the EU strategy for ARD and EU’s Strategy for Africa the present proposal will have to address these limitations by “ concentrating support towards regional research structures addressing common problems in an efficient manner”. 

The general objective of the platform is to enhance collaboration among the European and African ARD stakeholders by enabling mutual learning and knowledge sharing and, increasing the number and efficiency of joint research projects for African agricultural development aimed at achieving the MDGs financed through the incoming FP7 and EDF 10. Among the various specific objectives, the project intends to develop an information and communication platform for facilitating the participation of ARD stakeholders from Europe and Africa in building joint projects.. 

This paper intends to review and discuss possible options for the choice of the platform, the organisation of the information and communication services and the role of the main stakeholders and finally propose an information and communication strategy for the platform that will be implemented under the second component of PAEPARD 2. 

1.2  Objectives of the study

Results of Work Package 1 (assessment of  European and African past and existing cooperation on ARD ) and WP2 (consultation on priorities and mechanisms for the building-up of the platform for African European partnership on ARD) are used for setting up the platform and launching it (WP 3). It is expected that the platform will support :

· Consultation and dialogue between the different stakeholders;

· Setting  priorities, focusing on sub-regional potential areas of excellence on ARD;

· Raising awareness among research institutions and ARD stake holders on the available and coming (ie  FP7 and EDF10) funding instruments and their thematic priorities.

· Raising awareness about existing information and communication systems and building capacity on how to access them and use them in an effective way

· Strengthening the capacities to develop joint project proposals.

A first proposal for component 2 of PAEPARD 2 include the following sub-components :

1. “Maintain an information and communication system (web, newsletter; information meetings) to disseminate funding opportunities with special attention to FP 7, EDF, FSTP and bilateral European funding systems 

(i) Document partnership brokered by PAEPARD from conceptualisation, implementation and impact assessment, ie production of brochures and practical manuals on the processes and challenges of developing ARD partnerships between Africa and Europe.

(ii) Gather aggregate and disseminate information on different private sector funding opportunities to interested ARD partners such as:

· Research and training fellowships

· Incentive mechanism such as tax reduction

· National direct subsidy from Europe

· Corporate social responsibility and policies 
2. Organize annual face to face brokerage among research-universities-private sector through open market on agricultural innovation and investment exchange between Europe and Africa 

(i) identify mechanisms to involve the key partners including African Diaspora in ARD research partnership, ie African scientists per country or per discipline are informed about ARD partnerships opportunities. 

(ii) Conduct the face to face brokerage 
3. Information, feedback and documentation of  best practises and key findings of ARD partnerships:

(i) Documentation and sharing of best practises (North-South and South-South), but should not be limited to only successful cases.”

(ii) Development and validation of strategies and tolls to ensure that research findings from ARD partnerships feed into the global policy process (E.G. FARA-link to NSF3) 

Main objectives of  PAEPARD 2  sub components and activities have been considered as relevant by UE and by the experts involved in the consultation process of ARD Stakeholders in Africa but still more details are needed. Tolls and mechanisms to insure a productive participation of Civil Society Organizations, private sector and NGOs (ie non traditional stakeholders for ARD) are expected in a new version of PAEPARD 2:

Specific objectives of the study ( Work Package 4) is to “develop an information and communication strategy for promoting participation of ARD stakeholders from Europe and Africa in the platform.

The information and communication system will be built on what has been achieved through EIARD-Infosys+, exploring the possibility to make the same system to serve the two continents and be improved to fit the requirements of the proposed partnership.

Other systems that are in place will be reviewed, to create linkages where that is desirable and to capture best practises that could be incorporated in the design of the partnership mechanism. 

The information and communication system will be built on the Internet technology, through a website of the platform, and will make use of other means of information and communication because internet connectivity is not as advances as in Europe. Internet connectivity in Africa is still very expensive and slow because of inadequate infrastructure.

The present information and communication system will serve to:

· Present the platform, its context, objectives, activities and expected outcomes

· Provide information about the opportunities offered by the incoming FP7 and EDF 10

· Link to the relevant web sites of the European Commission, FARA and EFARD

· Link to European and African information system on ARD

· Browse directories of African and European ARD organization

· Inform on events

· Present case studies of successful cooperation*find partners for presenting proposals

· Help and assist in building African-European project proposal”

Intermediation : the missing link

It is expected that the platform will “go beyond research institutions to include civil society as key partner in ARD. It should also include small and medium enterprises with grass root connections at the village, local and national level. It will also tap the resources of European private sector business with interest in African agriculture. This kind of diverse partnership requires harmonization of efforts and resources to achieve a common goal and attain high impact
.” 

However, bringing together partners with very different objectives, background and culture (ie private sector, research institutions, Civil Society Organizations) will need a progressive and strategic approach. The platform will “look at a longer time scale” (than PAEPARD project) “consistent with the time frame of FP7 (2007-2013) and EDF 10 (2008-2012)”.

The consultation process of ARD stakeholders organized under PAEPARD 1 in Dakar in early 2008 stressed that:

1. Research institutions are reluctant to partner with civil society organizations and are carefully looking at their organizational and management capacities before trying to develop partnership.

2. Civil society organizations are very cautious before developing partnerships with research and academic institutions. 

3. Web searches are seen as complementary to personal contacts to initiate partnerships.

Different review or passed experiences of research partnerships bringing together research institutions, civil society organisations
, mostly farmers organisations or grassroots institutions, and private sector show that getting the partners together is far from being enough to lead to effective partnerships.

Questions raised by CSOs are generally not directly research questions. However, they can lead to research questions, when negotiation are held between stakeholders and therefore when problems are translated into scientific questions. But such a “translation” process is always difficult:

· It is hard to be accepted by the CSOs themselves, as they generally feel the translation of the problems they feel puts their needs aside;

· Such “translation process” is generally not recognised as a scientific task by research institutions, as it does not lead to publications or similar academic recognitions and is time consuming.

· Some institutions – or individuals- however have developed a strong expertise in this process, and their contribution is key to lead to effective partnerships between scientific and non scientific stakeholders. They are called key facilitators in this paper. In some cases they belong to research or academic institutions. In other cases , they can belong to farmers organisations, when these are powerful enough to have their own technical service. In most cases , they will belong to the strongest (on the technical point of view) local or international NGOs, or to national extension services.

Key facilitators, however, are not so numerous, and when they are external, their participation to facilitating partnerships is rarely a cost that either research institutions or CSOs are ready to pay for. The more a call will be competitive – and selective-, the less facilitators will be asked to play an intermediation role, as the investment will have less chances to lead to a return.

The consequence is that such a “translation” of problems into scientific questions on which research projects can then be built rarely occurs and this appears as a main limitation for non conventional partnerships.

The consequence for the Paepard information system is that, beside the identification of potential partners for a research project, the platform also has to facilitate the identification of these key facilitators, to multiply them through trainings and even more  to find the ways to directly mobilize them in a number of cases.

Key facilitators are considered as  institutions able to develop confidence between CSOs, private sector research institutes and universities and that have a particular interest in this facilitation to better address their own institutional objectives. Three groups of key facilitators have been identified:

· Actual partner of CSO that are involved in capacity building, institutional and organization strengthening of CSO and RPO : those institutions are mainly NGO but also public or private information system initiatives. They can be identified based on their experience on CSO strengthening, ability to deal with research issues and to facilitate dialogue between different sector on ARD. These key facilitators will be useful to implement the 1.1 component of PAEPARD 2  ie strengthen the capacity of non traditional stakeholders to identify researchable constraints, develop research proposal, implement research projects in partnerships. They will also help target non traditional stakeholders, advertise the platform and feed the information system. 

· Research and capacity building programs related to funding agencies that are helping research institutes and Universities to deal with development issues and be prepared to funding opportunities. (World Bank ARD SASKI network and WBI SD and KfD programs, IFAD innovation program, AUF networks…), and donor agencies counterparts.

· UE and African training institutes and initiatives that have developed specialized program to build capacity of (i) researchers to better address development issues and work with CSO organization (ie ICRAF, farmer field school programs, R4D, Research in partnership initiatives such as DURAS and AIDA projects, National Research in Partnership platform ) (ii) RPO staff and elected members to better deal with supply chain organization and development priorities that are the bases to be able to discuss research prioritisation (African Farmer leaders’ university, IRC Supagro VOPA and ADR, …) (iii) communication specialists that have developed tools to disseminate relevant experiences and good practises (WBI KfD, NGO, Anamorphose….) (iv) networks that are facilitating exchanges of experiences between on relevant issues for PAEPARD such as Agricultural and Rural Training (FAR) network that help 15 African countries to better develop national strategies for rural training.

2 Information and communication system 

2.1 Information needed from the information system

It is expected that the communication strategy will “be built on what has been achieved through EIARD-Infosysplus
, an information system funded by the European Commission that collates information on European experts, programmes and funding events”. This said, other systems that look for the same objectives are worth being reviewed in order to facilitate linkages and capture best practises. Actual information systems such as Infosysplus have been reviewed based on the information estimated relevant to start a partnership through the consultation mechanism of ARD stakeholder and e survey organized under PAEPARD 1. An assessment of actual available information compared to expected one to facilitate partnership development has been done. 

“The information and communication system will be built on the Internet technology, through a website of the platform, and will make use also of other means of information and communication because internet in Africa is not as advanced as in Europe”. 

However, the e survey undertaken by PAEPARD 1 shows that very few partnerships have been set up through simple web searches. Both European and African research institutions that have participated or lead research projects prefer face to face discussions or use their current networks to find new partners.

The consultation process that was organized in Dakar and in Johannesburg raised important issues related to the information needed to initiate, fund, implement and evaluate (ie manage) a partnership.   Based on the main findings of this consultation process and an analysis of available information and needed information to better manage partnership development  a strategy will be proposed. 

A short term coordination process between two or several institutions to respond  to a funding call shall be clearly distinguished from a partnership that is seen as a long term process. In the following text short term coordination process between two or several institutions will be called agreement, and long term coordination process between different institutions will be called partnership.

The consultation process main finding concerning partnership initiation indicates that entering into a new partnership requires 

· Information on individual or institutional strength;

· Background on former project management and 

· Capacity to manage complex funding mechanism. 

Organization profile, documentation on successful partnerships and peer review of those partnerships is seen as critical to facilitate partnership kick off.

It is expected that this kind of information would be available on an information system web site. Personal contacts or face to face discussions will be used to identify potential relevant institutions to partner with while web site research should provide additional information on past project management experience.

The consultation process also stressed that partnership development requires funding continuity. The information system shall give easy to find information on funding opportunities to avoid funding gap and be able to respond to evolving partnership requirements. 

Web sites will be reviewed on their availability and easy to find funding information.

It is expected that the information system shall be able to file and organize thematic information on core issues and that relevance of this information to build and develop a network shall be reviewed.

2.2 Existing information systems analysis.

Three web sites
 that could support part of the activities of the information system have been reviewed. Some innovations that could help improvement of the system have been picked up in other web sites such as inter reseaux
  or D groups
 

Table 1 : An analysis of three ARD information systems

	
	Infosysplus
	Wisard
	Interdev

	Languages
	English and French
	English
	English and French

	Documentation on Project management experience
	Yes for institutions but often lacking

	Yes, for experts and institutions, but often lacking
	Documentation on case studies best practises

	Total number  of institutions registered


	3678


	5400 approved


	24



	number  of institutions registered in 4
 African countries
	133
	54
	3

	Background information on institutions competences 
	Available on a short description and web site if available (to review)
	Available on a short description and web site (reviewed)
	Available on a short description and web site (reviewed)

	Information on experts
	Yes, but limited number of African experts , thematic fields to limit (review
)
	Yes, but limited number of African experts, 
	No

	Information on funding opportunities 
	Yes (sorting process to fine tune
)
	No
	No

	Focus on 
	Institutions (research  and universities predominant) 
	Institutions and experts 
	Case studies

	Information feeding system
	Free without review
	Free but reviewed before publishing
	Through a focus person for each thematic


The analysis of those three information systems shows that :

Infosysplus and Wisard have comparable quantitative information registered 

Infosysplus has no review mechanisms that leads to duplication of information and difficulties in request (sorting process not efficient if available information not reviewed)

Infosysplus funding opportunities is a comparative advantage but still needs an improvement

Only Interdev has developed a documentation on case studies: This would be useful to help research institutes better understand CSO’s strategies and evolving needs . This part of the web site shall manage information on multi disciplinary approaches such as NGOs’ projects and RPOs’ experience

The three web sites have not developed some tools dedicated to funding proposal design between distant institutions. Writing proposal often implicate complex and rapid coordination for a specific group designing a proposal. Coordination process through e discussion mechanism, file posting and easy administration tools to manage access to the information seems to be relevant to facilitate distant work. Those tools will use  personal e mail address to manage the access and will not have to be linked to a service provider such as Yahoo or hotmail. Furthermore inscription to such a service can be linked to resource person and institution registration in order to better feed the public data base. 

Development of those group tools will also be useful  to manage long term partnership. Selected important documents such as common projects reports, Memorandum of Understanding, activity agreements can be shared between different institutions that have partnered and help keep track of partnerships.

It is proposed that the new web site would be inspired from Infosysplus and Wisard experience but would have to reach several new requirements such as :  including a reviewing mechanism that could improve information quality, present case studies of successful coordination mechanism between research institution and CSO, present relevant experience of CSO (case studies) that leads to research questions, and develop group tools (see proposed activities in proposed component 2.2 of the information and communication strategy and detailed proposed improvement based on Infosysplus analysis below in table 4) 

2.3 Analysis of Infosysplus available information

Analysis of Infosysplus available information shows that : 

1) The balance between traditional ARD stakeholders such as research institutes and Universities institutions compared to non traditional ones such as NGO’s and CSOs shows that an important effort is needed to improve the number of non traditional stakeholders in Infosysplus in order to facilitate partnership development. 

For all ACP countries only 3 farmer organizations are registered in 3 countries while 256 universities and 104 research centres are registered in 35 ACP countries out of 79.

An analysis of the available information in Infosysplus on the European countries shows also that non traditional stakeholders are under represented. 5 farmers organizations in only 3 European countries are registered (see detail in table 1 below). 

Table 2 : Infosysplus compared institution registration

	
	Total number of institutions registered
	ACP countries with at least one institution registered
	Number of registered institutions in ACP

	NGO
	487
	23
	88

	For profit/private
	227
	14
	39

	University
	1537
	35
	256

	Research centre
	325
	35
	104

	Farmer’s organization
	15
	3
	3


Other type of institutions are also registered but not listed here. 

2) The consultation process pointed that research and academic institutions face important information issues on past project management experience in order to develop partnerships.  A rapid diagnostic of Infosysplus database available information on 4 different African countries  shows that less than 25% of the institutions have listed their project management experience and only 11% have developed a web site presenting their capacities and organization. None of the institution websites present their past project management experience.

Table 3 : Available information for partnership development on Infosysplus in 4 African countries

	
	Algeria
	Benin
	Namibia
	Rwanda
	Rate 

	Number of institutions registered
	18
	27
 
	12

	5
	

	Number with project or funding management experience listed in infosysplus
	1
	8
	1
	5
	15/62

	Web site available
	2

	6
 
	2
	1
	11/62


Table 4 : Proposed web site improvements based on Infosysplus analysis

	Difficulties/constraints
	Proposed action
	Potential partners/ experiences to look at

	Information is focused on institutions and experts 
	Partner with key facilitators to improve non traditional stakeholder participation in the platform (component 2.1)

Develop a case study data base that would complete the expert and institution data base.

Change “expert” registration to “resource person” or “individual” registration
	Organizations such as Inter Réseaux and NGO
’s that are hosting RPO’s and CSO’s presentation, initiatives and emerging experiences could be potential partners.



	Information on institutions and expert is not updated, some institutions are listed several times, some experts are registered in all countries and thematic


	Include a review information mechanism that could be done at a country level for the information on institutions and experts and at a regional level for case studies. 

Adopt rules for resource person registration (number of countries or thematic limitation ?) 
	External and international relation offices of NARS, Faculty of Agronomy, communication specialists of NGO and CSO’s to be identified during activity 1.2 will adopt new registration rules and review mechanism at country level (see chapter 4)

Regional resource persons to identify for the thematic review (to be identified among key facilitators during activity 1.1) 

	Background information on institution funding management experience is only available for a limited number of institutions 
	Training of external and international relation staff on how to feed the right information in the data base and access it.
	International relation staff of ECART and NATURA institutions. 

Key facilitators to help in country back ground information feeding. 

	Specific information on funding opportunities is difficult to find
	Review the way funding information is organized,

Include an e mail registration  and alert for calls.  
	Donor agencies and their web sites, information systems such as UKRO
 that gives update information on coming UE funding opportunities 

	All information is accessible for everyone, tolls are needed to help develop group work to prepare funding proposal or manage long term partnership  
	Create an electronic discussion facility linked to individual registration of “experts ” ie resource persons and tools to facilitate communities of practise creation
	Dev Forum a multi donor initiative hosted by the World Bank Institute, aiming at creating community of practises among different kind of stakeholders



3 Proposed PAEPARD 2 Information and knowledge exchange component

The information and communication strategy of the platform is supposed to be supported by  PAEPARD 2 second component “Information and knowledge exchange”. This chapter will summarize the different suggested new PAEPARD 2 component 2  compared to the first draft of PAEPARD (see in chapter 1.2). This second component will have to be coherent with PAEPARD 2 first and third components that are summarized below. 

It is proposed that PAEPARD 2 first component will facilitate impact oriented and entrepreneurial agricultural research, training and innovation through three sub components :

1) Identification of thematic areas and commodity chains that respond to regional and sub regional priorities and relevant public private partnerships in ARD

2) Facilitate linkages among diverse networks and organizations from Europe and Africa to enhance partnerships among research institutes, the private sector, universities, advisory services, and CSO’s that can address these priorities through (i) facilitation of dialogue among different interested parties, ‘ii) identify, rationalize and assess example of public private partnership with a clear inter linkages among European and African institutions (iii) assessment and analysis of African “pole of excellence” or “innovation platforms” as potential mechanism to implement regional, sub regional and national ARD partnerships.

3) Strengthen the capacity of non traditional research stakeholders to identify and prioritise researchable constraints, develop research proposal, implement research projects in partnership with other stakeholders and influence the research agenda of research organisations. 

To target non traditional stakeholders and to better reach NARS and Universities at a national level specific activities that are grouped under sub component 2.1 are necessary:

3.1 Sub component 2.1 : Management of the network 

(The network will help the platform expand to NGOs, CSOs, private sector and better reach NARS and Universities) 

Activity 1.1 Present the platform objectives, activities to key facilitators 

First, an identification of those key facilitators has to be done, using current  FARA, NATURA and ECART networks (Month 4). 

Second, a presentation of PAEPARD 1 main findings and discussion of collaboration for PAEPARD 2 implementation with these key facilitators should be organised through a regional workshop. 

Objectives of the workshop : 

· presentation of the platform and proposed collaboration for PAEPARD 2, 

· presentation of partner activities related to ARD, CSO strengthening. 

Outputs : 

· Agree on a collaboration strategy , 

· Identify relevant stakeholders to invite to the different platform activities (component 1 and 2) 

· Identification collaboration level for each partner and focus point person in each interested institution.

· Review of communication tools useful for partnership developments (films, interactive training material, web sites…) and identification of collaboration to produce and disseminate those tools. 

· Identify partners activity and tools (seminars, workshops, discussion groups, information letters,…) that could help advertise the platform and agree on joint communication.

Activity 1.2 Country platform presentation and set up of national implementation organization 

When : Month 5 to 6 

How : missions organised jointly with identified key facilitator’s representatives will allow to better target non traditional stakeholders.

Objectives : 

Presentation of PAEPARD 1 main findings, and funding opportunity general orientation 

Presentation platform strategy and objectives 

Present the proposed PAEPARD 2 activities and action plan 

Outputs :

Agree on national implementation organization of the platform: validation of participating institutions at a national level, identification of focus point persons inside each interested organization, identification of national Infosysplus information reviewers to improve information quality, presentation of the action plan, TORS of the different activities.

Follow up : 

based on this presentation, interested institutions will provide detailed names and contacts persons that will participate in the implementation phase (ie, national facilitators who will disseminate the use of the tools developed for capacity building, and who will lead information update of the information system, …) . 

3.2 Component 2.2  Advertise, improve and maintain an information and communication system 

Objectives: disseminate funding opportunities and develop tools to facilitate partnership development. 

Activity 2.2.1 Advertise, improve and maintain an information system to disseminate funding opportunities and facilitate partnership management
Based on actual Infosysplus the information system will include or benefit from complementary set up of new tools to facilitate partnership development such as :

Network and community of practise tools (discussion groups, posting and management of draft information, information letter)

E mail alert on funding opportunities and organization of Video Conferences information on emerging new funding opportunities to be organized  by external and international relation staff and national country representatives of the platform and targeted to key facilitators. 

From month 1 to end of the project 

This sub component will include different activities :

a) Management and improvement of the web based information system to include new tools (need 18 month of specialized staff time to develop new tools to include in the Infosysplus platform)

b) Development of training tools and training of national facilitators on the infosysplus tool, testing of the new tools and fine tune its development. 

c)  VC organization to disseminate funding opportunities. Those VC, to be organized each six month, will include coming calls and funding  tips and will help national facilitators to identify and alert country and regional teams on funding opportunities. These training will complement and be coherent with component 1.3 (strengthen the capacity of non traditional stakeholders to identify researchable constraints)

Activity 222 Communication tools development to expand market oriented collaborative approaches on ARD.

New collaborative market oriented approaches on ARD need personal and institutional  investment from different stakeholders and confidence development. Collaborative film production and development of training material that can be showed in meeting, used in workshops and fairs and help facilitate dialogue between private sector universities and CSO will be developed through this component to help dissemination of good case studies identified thanks to component 1. 

Outputs : 

5 films production with stakeholders of the market oriented research 

Production of interactive training material including films and training material identified in the discussion with key facilitators (component 2.1). 

Training of national facilitators and case study stakeholders  representatives on debate animation using the training material (to be included in component 1.3 as tools to facilitate dialogue among different stakeholders )

PAEPARD��Building up a platform for�African – European partnership on agricultural research for development 








� PAEPARD Platform for African European Partnership on Agriculture Research for Development


� PAEPARD 2 concept note


� See for example (i)Prolinnova, a GFAR supported programme on grassroots innovation, 


(ii) the World Bank review on Enhancing Agricultural Innovation � HYPERLINK "http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTARD/Resources/Enhancing_Ag_Innovation.pdf" ��http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTARD/Resources/Enhancing_Ag_Innovation.pdf� , or WBI recent initiative to help take stock , share and draw lessons on research in partnership initiatives between 5 west African countries and Madagascar � HYPERLINK "http://www.dgroups.org/groups/worldbank/Innov-Agri" �http://www.dgroups.org/groups/worldbank/Innov-Agri� (need a regstration process) ao (iv) IFAD recent initiative on agriculture innovation � HYPERLINK "http://www.fidafrique.net/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=703/" ��http://www.fidafrique.net/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=703/� 


� http://www.infosysplus.org/


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.infosysplus.org/" ��http://www.infosysplus.org/� , � HYPERLINK "http://www.wisard.org/wisard/home.asp" ��http://www.wisard.org/wisard/home.asp� , � HYPERLINK "http://www.interdev-net.org/" ��http://www.interdev-net.org/� 


� http://www.inter-reseaux.org/


� http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/WBI/0,,contentMDK:20305800~menuPK:795577~pagePK:209023~piPK:207535~theSitePK:213799,00.html


� On a sample of 4 ACP countries 25% of the institutions have registered their project management experience


� Algeria, Benin, Namibia, Kenya, .


� Several experts are listed in all the field of competences and having an experience on more than thirty countries 


� Different kind of funding opportunities such as PhD and post doc are mixed, short comment on objectives and target countries would be useful to facilitate rapid research. 


� 34 institutions are listed but 4 institutions are replicated 2 to 3 times.


� 13 institutions are listed but 1 is listed twice


� 5 web link listed but 3 of them are a half information page and not a structured web site


� 11 web link are listed but 5 are a half hosted page and not a structured web site


� CIDR, AVSF, GRET, Inter réseaux


� http://www.ukro.ac.uk/


� http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/WBI/0,,contentMDK:20305800~menuPK:795577~pagePK:209023~piPK:207535~theSitePK:213799,00.html
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