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SAATTEEKSI

Euroopan Unionin komissio kaynnisti EU:n ohjelmaruoka-avun 
evaluaation vuonna 1993. Evaluaatio on ensimmainen komission 
teettama selvitys, jossa arvioidaan seka EU:n etta sen 
jasenmaiden toimintaa. Kohteena on nimenomaan ohjelma-avun 
muodossa kehitysmaille toimitettu elintarvikeapu. 
Pakolaisleireille tai tulva-alueille elintarvikkeina toimitettu 
hataapu ei ole mukana tassa tarkastelussa.

Tyon ensimmaisessa vaiheessa Overseas Development Institute 
(GDI) Lontoosta analysoi EU:n ruoka-avun periaateohjelmia ja 
avun dokumentaatiota. Toinen vaihe sisalsi kenttatutkimuksen 
kahdessatoista vastaanottajamaassa. Tutkimuksessa olivat mukana 
Bangladesh, Kap Verde, Egypti, Mosambik, Peru, Etiopia, Kenia, 
Kiina, Mali, Mauritania, Nicaragua ja Sambia. Viidessa ensin 
mainitussa ruoka-avusta tehtiin laaja selvitys, muissa suppeampi 
evaluaatio. GDI laati ensimmaisen vaiheen analyysin seka 
maaselvitysten pohjalta synteesiraportin, joka valmistui 
loppukesalla 1996. Synteesiraportista valmistui myos tiivis 
yhteenveto.

Ulkoasiainministerion kehitysyhteistyoosasto julkaisee nyt 
samoissa kansissa suomenkielisen lyhennelman yhteenvedosta seka 
lyhennelman englanninkielisesta raportista. Julkaisemisella 
pyritaan Maailman elintarvikekokouksen (Roomassa 13.-17.11.1996) 
kynnyksella virittamaan Suomessa keskustelua maailman 
elintarviketilanteesta ja ruoka-avusta kehitysyhteistyon 
kanavana. Tassa keskustelussa ydinkysymyksia ovat: missa ja 
kenen tyolla tuotetaan kehitysmaiden ihmisten kuluttama ruoka?

Yhteenvetoraportin suomenkielisen kaannoksen on tehnyt Liisa 
Laakso-Tammisto ja sen on lyhentaen toirrtittanut Marja-Liisa 
Tapio-Bistrom, joille esitamme ulkoministerion lampiman 
kiitoksen.

Lisatietoja ja lisa'kappaleita evaluointiraportista saa
kehitysyhteistyosinteeri Elsi Takalalta puh. (09-)1341 6377 tai 
telefaxilla (09-)1341 6428.

Kari Karanko
Evalucinnir. ja sisSisen tarkastuksen pa'allikk:
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1 Introduction

Scope and objectives of the study

1 This report summarises the findings of a study of European Union food aid to developing 
countries, 1 covering the period 1989-94 and focusing on programme food aid including both 
national actions of Member States and Community Actions organised by the Commission on 
behalf of the Union. The study was undertaken for the Working Group of Heads of Evaluation 
of EU Member States and was supervised by a Steering Group Committee (SGC) of the same.

2 The study involved two stages. Stage One, begun in February 1993 and undertaken by 
the Overseas Development Institute (ODI), London, provided a policy profile and analysis of EU 
programme food aid through a desk-based review of documentation and statistical analysis. The 
report was accepted by the Working Group in July 1994.2 Stage Two, launched in October 
1994, involved a series of case studies in twelve recipient developing countries, financed by the 
following EU donors: Denmark, France, Germany, the UK and the European Commission. ODI, 
financed by the Netherlands Ministry of Foreign Affairs, acted as a core group with responsibility 
for overall co-ordination and organisation of the evaluation, and prepared a Synthesis Report, 
drawing together the main findings of both stages of the research.

3 The Terms of Reference (ToR) for the whole study (Annex 1) provided for the 
examination of four main areas:

the effects of programme food aid on food security in terms of availability and 
accessibility;

  its effectiveness and efficiency as a resource transfer; 
the effects and efficiency of counterpart funds; and

  co-ordination.

4 The ways in which these concepts are used in this evaluation are explained below (paras 
5-13) prior to presentation of the findings (paras 14ff). It was expected that the study would 
enable lessons to be drawn for food aid policies and procedures which could be used by both 
donors and recipients. These 'lessons' are set out in the form of recommendations on EU 
Community Action and Member States' food aid in paras 78ff.

1 Joint Evaluation of EU Programme Food Aid: Stage Two. Synthesis Report, ODI, London, July, 
1996.

2 Joint Evaluation of EU Programme Food Aid: Stage One, ODI, London, February 1994.
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What is programme food aid?

5 The ToR do not explicitly define programme food aid, but indicate this by the coverage 
of issues:

  providing balance-of-payments support, either by replacing commercial imports or 
allowing additional imports;

  providing budgetary support from the proceeds of commodity sales, usually in the context 
of a food import gap or problem; and

  contributing to food security.

6 After reviewing the practices of food aid donors and discussions with officials, a definition 
was adopted for the purposes of this study which involves one necessary distinguishing 
characteristic, namely that:

  commodities are provided directly to a recipient government or its agent for sale on local 
markets, or according to more recent jargon 'monetised';

and two typical but not necessary characteristics, namely that:

  local currency generated from the sales may be used to establish a counterpart fund with 
some form of agreement between the donor and recipient about its management and 
use; and

  some form of 'conditionalir/ or policy framework may be associated with the provision 
of aid on either an annual or multi-annual basis.

7 From this definition it follows that the study is not directly concerned with emergency food 
aid provided as relief or with project assistance provided indirectly through Non-Governmental 
Organisations (NGOs) or the United Nations' World Food Programme (WFP).3 So-called 
partially monetised food aid, where proceeds from sales finance internal transport, storage and 
handling (ITSH) or other non-commodity local costs of projects entailing direct distribution of 
food, is also excluded, as are commodity exchanges or swaps to support direct distribution 
projects.

Why a study of programme food aid?

8 Subsidiarity in practice Food aid is the only area of development co-operation where 
the EU Council agreed to divide up a collective EU responsibility, namely the minimum 
contribution to the Food Aid Convention (FAC), between what used to be called Community

Emergency aid and relief to refugees are typically provided for free distribution to beneficiaries. 
Project food aid is usually aimed at providing an income transfer to specific target groups or 
improving their nutritional status in a normal, non-emergency situation. The typical mechanism 
is a food-for-work or supplementary feeding activity. However, where all project commodities are 
provided to be sold (e.g. skimmed milk powder and butter oil to the dairy industry) so that the 
proceeds can be used for developmental purposes, this wholly monetised aid is included within 
the scope of this study.
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Action organised by the Commission and national actions by the Member States. This Council 
decision in 1968 by the original 6 Member States has been reaffirmed following each 
renegotiation of the FAC. Each new Member State, even those that might appear unlikely food 
aid donors, has accepted a share of the overall EU contribution. As a consequence, there are 
now in effect 16 EU food aid programmes: that organised by the Commission is large, 
accounting for more than 20% of global and around 60% of EU expenditure on food aid in the 
early 1990s; the 15 other medium-sized and very small programmes together finance between 
12% and 15% of global and 40% of EU expenditure. The review undertaken as part of this study 
has confirmed that FAC commitments continue to provide the baseline of expenditure 
commitments of most EU food aid programmes. Food aid therefore offers an opportunity to 
consider the consequences of subsidiarity in aid provision.

9 The drift from programme food aid Until the end of the 1980s, programme food aid 
was the major form of food aid provided by the EU and also globally. This is no longer the case, 
partly because of a deliberate policy decision on the part of some donors to give higher priority 
to relief and project food aid in order to promote food security and human resource development. 
It is also partly the consequence of the squeeze on programme food aid as donors feel obliged 
to respond to unanticipated humanitarian crises by reallocating already budgeted resources to 
emergency uses. This drift away from programme food aid is in marked contrast to the higher 
priority accorded more generally to giving programme support to developing countries in the form 
of balance-of-payments and budgetary support for stabilisation, adjustment and economic 
reform. The increasing attention accorded to food security especially as part of a poverty 
alleviation strategy also raises the question of whether programme food aid is an appropriate 
instrument for addressing these problems. There are, therefore, strong grounds for examining 
whether this movement away from programme food aid, which is only partly planned, is a 
justifiable reallocation of resources in terms of aid effectiveness and efficient resource use.

Food security: a complex concept

10 This evaluation is concerned with the effectiveness of food aid programmes primarily in 
improving food security. The many ways in which this concept is employed also necessitate a 
definition of food security for the purposes of the study. First, issues of availability and access 
are distinguished in terms of national and household food security.

  National food security is concerned with ensuring availability, that is, the adequacy and 
stability of supplies of food at the global and national level.

  Household food security is concerned with assuring or enhancing access to food for the 
poorest, most food-insecure households and groups.

Secondly, the dynamic aspect of food security is recognised by distinguishing between temporal 
dimensions of food insecurity.

  Acutelood insecurity involves severe local or national short-term threats to availability, 
usually a crisis situation at national level, or severe threats to vulnerable groups' access, 
such as famine, destruction of livelihoods and displacements. The problem may be 
transitory, associated with an environmental shock or an economic shock such as weak 
commodity prices, or may persist as a so-called 'continuing emergency1 , especially in a 
conflict situation.
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Chronic food insecurity is a continuing, longer-term problem of the inability of vulnerable 
households, and often concentrations of vulnerable households in certain regions, to 
have access to adequate levels of food for normal bodily functioning and development. 
It is closely linked to poverty. There is also a longer-term aspect of national food 
insecurity in countries that face persistent difficulties in either ensuring adequate 
domestic production or financing imports.

Changing economic and policy context

11 The incidence of food insecurity Very few countries are now threatened by immediate 
famine, except in a conflict situation. However, there are a substantial number of low-income 
food-deficit countries, especially in Africa, that are still affected by shocks such as drought and 
other natural disasters which cause acute food insecurity. If the impacts are not effectively 
addressed they can lead to famine and social disorder. There is also widespread chronic food 
insecurity because of poverty-related lack of effective demand rather than the supply-related lack 
of availability that is numerically concentrated in South Asia. In recent years, it is the economies 
in transition (EITs) in Central and Eastern Europe and the former Soviet republics, at least for 
a period, that have faced a combination of economic problems and structural change similar in 
nature to those in which large-scale programme food aid was provided between the late 1940s 
and late 1980s.

12 Economic liberalisation By the mid-1990s the liberalisation of world food trade and 
foreign-exchange regimes had made possible a wider range of sources and financing 
arrangements for food imports on a commercial basis. The ratification of the GATT Uruguay 
Round points to further development in this direction. At a national level, liberalisation of foreign- 
exchange regimes, reform of agricultural sector marketing in the context of structural adjustment 
and sectoral adjustment programmes have occurred in many developing countries.

13 A fully-costed resource There is competition for food aid resources now that these 
more clearly represent fully-costed aid resources competing budgetarily with other aid 
instruments, and not surplus resources for disposal. The requirements for emergency relief as 
well as longer-term project uses by the WFP and NGOs mean that the provision of programme 
food aid has to be more clearly justified in terms of effective and efficient resource use.

Information, evidence and method of analysis

14 Sources of evidence As the study focused on the years 1989-94 before Austria, 
Finland and Sweden joined the EU, their food aid programmes were not covered in this 
evaluation. The study period also precedes the recent draft EC regulation on the management 
of food aid, although this was noted as an important development.4 Stage One involved a desk- 
based review of documentation and an analysis of food aid flows, with questionnaires and follow-

European Council. 1995. 'Draft Common Position (EC) adopted by the Council on Food Aid 
Policy and Food Aid Management and Special Operations in Support of Food Security.' Brussels: 
November.
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up interviews with officials of the European Commission, European Court of Auditors and of 
those Member States with substantial food aid programmes. In Stage Two, 12 developing 
countries were selected for evaluation to reflect the wide range of recipient country situations in 
terms of size of receipts, food import dependence, level of development and regional balance, 
enabling an examination of the diverse objectives of programme food aid. Studies were 
undertaken in Bangladesh, Cape Verde, China, Egypt, Ethiopia, Kenya, Mali, Mauritania, 
Mozambique, Nicaragua, Peru and Zambia. These were all amongst the 20 largest recipients 
of EU programme food aid (11 of the top 13) and together they accounted for around 73% of 
total EU programme food aid to developing countries during 1989-94.5 The evidence from these 
case studies provides the basis for the analysis of food security, cost-effectiveness, counterpart 
fund management and co-ordination issues. Five studies, of Bangladesh, Cape Verde, Egypt, 
Mozambique and Peru, involving more in-depth exploration of food security issues, were 
undertaken by larger study teams including local experts.

15 Aid effectiveness Effectiveness in terms of relating objectives to impacts and efficiency 
in implementation are the twin themes of this evaluation. There is an issue of effectiveness in 
the narrower sense of linking resources to stated goals and objectives. Do the aggregate 
consequences of Community Action managed by the Commission and the Member States' 
national actions have coherence in terms of the objective criteria agreed in Council Regulations 
on food aid policy? These effectiveness issues are investigated through a qualitative 
assessment of the evidence from the 12 case studies in relation to the findings of the wider 
literature (see paras 27-46).

16 Efficiency of commodity aid Secondly, there is the question of efficiency, which has 
two aspects. Does the actual process of organising food aid represent a well-ordered translation 
of intentions into actions, and did it represent an efficient use of developmental resources? 
These issues are considered first through a qualitative analysis of the case-study evidence on 
operational efficiency in providing food aid and managing counterpart funds. Second, there is 
a quantitative analysis of resource transfer efficiency using data collected on a standard basis 
for the 12 case-study countries. These financial efficiency (or cost-effectiveness) analyses cover 
both the supply of commodities and the generation of counterpart funds. For the purposes of 
comparison, it is assumed throughout that financial aid could have been provided for these same 
purposes (see paras 55-77).

17 Co-ordination As the Commission and Member States have parallel competence for 
parts of the EU's FAC obligations, some form of co-ordination is unavoidable. There is also 
broad agreement within the EU and the wider development community that co-ordination at 
international and recipient country level is a necessary aspect of food aid: perishable 
commodities are being provided for the consumption needs of food-insecure people and there 
is a risk of negative impacts on recipient production and markets. This evaluation focuses on 
three broad aspects of co-operation between agencies:

  organised information-sharing;
  adopting common procedures; and
  active co-ordination to ensure consistent actions.

The terms of reference excluded a detailed analysis of EU programme food aid to the Economies 
in Transition (EIT) of Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Republics, although these were noted 
as part of the review of total food aid flows (see Chapter 2 below).
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18 Changing policy objectives A review of Commission and Member States' policies for 
food aid indicates a shift away from using food aid for promoting supply-side-focused agricultural 
strategies in recipient countries to supporting a range of food security, structural adjustment and 
economic reform objectives and in particular mitigating the social impacts of policy reform. 
There has been an increase in food aid used for a mixture of emergency, relief and food security 
objectives. The present evaluation therefore focused on programme food aid impacts during 
a period of rapid policy change.

19 EU's growing role as a donor Since the late 1960s EU food aid has grown 
progressively both in absolute terms and as a share of global food aid. The EU currently 
accounts for a third of global minimum contributions under the Food Aid Convention and of food 
aid expenditure reported by DAC members. During the period 1989-94 the EU as a whole 
exceeded its annual obligations under the FAC by more than 100%. Because of cuts in budgets 
by some other major donors the EU may increase still further its share within global food aid 
which has risen from around a fifth to a third since the late 1980s (Figure 1).

Figure 1 EU cereals aid 1970/71-1994/5 as percent of global cereals aid
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Table 1 EU cereals food aid, 1989-94 and food aid expenditure, 1991-92

Donor

Community Action

Member States b
of which:
Belgium
Denmark
France
Germany
Greece
Ireland
Italy
Luxembourg
Netherlands
Portugal
Spain
UK

EU Total

Cereals food

annual average
000 1

2,330

1,068

c
38
31

213
268 c

2
5

153
1

143
3

31
180

3,398

aid 1989-94*

share of total
%

68.6

31.4

1.1
0.9
6.3
7.8

*  

0.1
4.5

4^2
...

0.9
5.3

100.0

Food aid expenditure 1991-92

annual average Share of total
ECUmn

742

530

10
37
43

135
1

88
1

113
7

44
51

1,272

%

58.4

41.6

0.8
2.9
3.4

10.6
    

7.0
0.1
8.9
0.6
3.5
4.0

100.0

... Less than 0.05%
- - Data not available, not included in EU total

Notes: a Shipments by calendar year including rice in wheat equivalent
b National actions excluding contributions to Community Action
c Possible incomplete reporting to WFP

Source: Cereals aid: WFP, INTERFAIS and IGC.
Expenditure: European Commission and Member States. See main Synthesis Report 
Tables 2.1 and 2.3.

The increasing importance of Community Action

20 Within the EU total, Community Action, organised by the Commission, continues to grow 
in importance, rising steadily in volume from a fifth in the early 1970s to over two-thirds between 
1989 and 1994, although accounting for around 60% of total EU food aid expenditure (Table 1). 
Community Actions tend to lead in responding to emergencies and in establishing new food aid 
initiatives such as the programmes to the EITs.

21 Food aid expenditure The share of food aid in EU total official development assistance 
(oda) has declined to around 5%, due partly to a decrease in the amount of food aid shipped by 
some donors and partly to the more rapid growth of financial oda from the EU and other donors. 
However, data provided by EU agencies suggest that DAC estimates may have underestimated 
total EU food aid-related expenditure by one third in 1991 and 1992. Food aid is increasingly 
regarded as competing budgetarily with other forms of assistance and less as a separately 
organised instrument involving agricultural ministries in the disposal of surpluses.
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Figure 2 EU food aid to developing countries by category of use and to the 
economies in transition

1989 
To developing countries:

Programme

Source: based on WFP Interfais data

1991
shipment year

1992

Project Relief

1994 
To Economies in transition

BIT

22 Declining role of programme aid Programme food aid has declined in importance both 
globally and as a share of total EU food aid to developing countries (Figure 2), whilst accounting 
for most of the food aid to the EITs. During 1992-94 only a quarter of Community Actions and 
less than a fifth of combined Member States' actions to developing countries was programme 
food aid. Meanwhile, emergency and relief food aid for free distribution grew substantially 
between the late 1980s and the early 1990s in absolute terms and, by 1992-94, accounted for 
57% of total EU food aid shipments to developing countries.

23 Institutional channels Community Action and Member States' actions are channelled 
in diverse ways, with some Member States providing food aid primarily through UN agencies as 
multilateral food aid and others preferring to maintain a largely bilateral programme either on a 
direct government-to-government basis or using NGOs as executing agencies. Community 
Action, France, Italy and Spain as well as Germany, because of the size of its overall 
programme, are responsible for the bulk of programme food aid shipments.

24 Commodities EU food aid as a whole and Community Actions in particular are 
increasingly dominated by cereals, especially wheat. In addition, there has been a shift to 
coarse grains, especially maize, as rules on sourcing within EU markets are relaxed and there 
is a corresponding growth in the acquisition of food aid commodities in developing countries 
(see below). The Community Action programme is becoming more diversified, with a decline 
in dairy products, which until the early 1980s dominated expenditure, and an increase in 
vegetable oil and pulses, the latter sourced in developing countries.
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25 Developing country acquisitions There has been continuing growth in the acquisition 
of commodities in developing countries, either as local purchases within the recipient country or 
through triangular transactions in third countries, usually within the same geographical region. 
Some 19% of Community Actions and around 29% of Member States' shipments between 1992 
and 1994 involved developing country purchases, which featured particularly heavily in a few 
Member States' programmes.

26 Geographical distribution The shift to relief is reflected in the concentration of food aid 
on sub-Saharan Africa and more specifically on those countries affected by conflict (for example, 
Ethiopia, Mozambique and Somalia). The geographical distribution of food aid in general, and 
programme food aid in particular, is characterised by a small number of large recipient countries 
(10 countries accounting for 61% of total EU food aid to developing countries and 6 countries 
(Egypt, Bangladesh, Mozambique, Ethiopia, Tunisia and Peru) for 58% of EU programme food 
aid between 1989 and 1994). Meanwhile, a large number of countries (over 100 since 1989) 
received relatively small and often intermittent amounts. This concentration of aid is reflected 
in the selection of countries for evaluation.



3 Effectiveness: Food Security

27 Uncertain and modest impacts Overall, the uncertain impact of EU programme food 
aid on food security is underlined by the case studies. This is partly a consequence of the 
modest scale of the resources provided to most recipient countries, but also reflects the fact that 
neither national nor household food security has been (at least until recently) the primary focus 
of assistance. A multiplicity of objectives has also implied trade-offs and in some cases a lack 
of focus. Programme food aid has played a relatively more effective role in supporting national 
food security as part of a wider set of complementary actions involving relief, project food aid and 
financial assistance in a situation of acute food insecurity. The other situation in which it had an 
obvious role - namely, where a combination of severe, chronic food insecurity and balance-of- 
payments problems prevented countries from covering minimal consumption needs with imports 
- is now less common. Except in a conflict situation, the threat of immediate famine has receded 
from most developing countries, as the case studies demonstrate.

28 International food security The EU has contributed to food security by assuring the 
availability of food aid supplies. It not only met its obligations under the Food Aid Convention 
but up to the early 1990s also responded to new major events with additional resources, instead 
of allowing levels of food aid to be dictated by changing supply-side constraints, in particular the 
effects of international cereal prices on donor costs. However, the effects of continuing price 
variability since early 1995, although outside the scope of this study, need to be carefully 
monitored.

29 National food security There is no close relationship between the amounts of total or 
programme food aid allocated by EU donors and their stated formal criteria for giving aid, such 
as food availability or the balance-of-payments situation in individual recipient countries. Instead 
there has been an imprecise targeting of programme food aid on some of the more food import- 
dependent, lower-income economies. Apart from a few high priority countries, EU programme 
food aid has accounted for a negligible proportion of domestic food availability.

30 Transitory food insecurity Programme food aid is provided by EU donors in response 
to short-term transitory problems of food availability, but only to a few, especially least-developed 
disaster- and conflict-affected economies. Taking into account other donors, responses have 
been adequate in scale. However, effectiveness in terms of providing additional food imports 
was frequently reduced by slow implementation, inappropriate selection of commodities and lack 
of co-ordination (see below paras 47-49, 63-69). Donor finance for imports organised by the 
recipient country or triangular transactions were both more effective and more efficient than 
direct food aid.

31 Chronic food insecurity The greater part of EU programme food aid is provided in the 
context of chronic food insecurity. But donors have a range of objectives often linked only 
indirectly to household food security. In most cases, including major recipients which take a 
large share of EU programme food aid, the quantities of aid provided - in relation to food policy 
aggregates such as cereals supply and imports, or macroeconomic aggregates such as public
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expenditure or the balance of payments - are likely to be marginal. Consequently food aid 
impacts are necessarily marginal and can only be assessed qualitatively.

32 Policy context - adjustment, sectoral reform and poverty alleviation Although most 
recipients are involved in structural adjustment and liberalisation of food sector markets and 
trade, programme food aid agreements rarely show any explicit linkage with public expenditure 
or sectoral reform, including social policy. The important long-standing exception is Mali. 
Instead, a changing balance of policy objectives reflects the evolving donor policy environment 
with a decline in the provision of programme aid for balance-of-payments (BoP) support, and the 
termination or reduction of some previously large country programmes, for example to 
Bangladesh, Egypt, Sri Lanka and Tunisia. Some EU donors are providing finance for local food 
purchases and to fund non-food or complementary food security investments. Some agencies, 
particularly the Commission, are giving increased attention to the use of counterpart funds 
(CPFs) as a resource for food security and anti-poverty programmes and agricultural 
development more generally.6

Direct impacts of commodity aid

33 Import substitution or additional food Until the mid-1990s programme aid was being 
provided with BoP support as a primary objective, especially to middle-income recipients. 
However, problems in implementation frequently reduced the actual (ex-post) levels of foreign- 
exchange savings and resulted in higher than intended imports.

34 Agricultural impacts Minor, short-term negative or non-positive interactions were 
common between food imports, including programme food aid, and local production. These 
negative impacts were more likely in a crisis situation, because of what were in retrospect 
excessive commitments. Delays in commitment and delivery, although operationally avoidable, 
also increased the likelihood of late arrivals of aid augmenting already improving supply. In most 
cases individual commodities were affected rather than overall agricultural growth performance 
which is explicable more in terms of a mix of exogenous factors such as weather and major 
policy changes.

35 Agricultural policy The now widespread process of economic liberalisation and 
agricultural sector reform is providing the context to which food aid is adapting, rather than vice 
versa. Programme food aid is still typically being sold on local markets under price regimes that 
involve consumer subsidies, but these are frequently being reduced under adjustment 
programmes. Subsequent inefficiencies in CPF value creation remain, however (see below, 
para 51). Programme food aid is also still supporting interventions that favour selected groups 
of consumers to the disadvantage of producers. With some important exceptions of highly 
import-dependent economies (e.g. Cape Verde and Ethiopia), and conflict-related acute food 
insecurity (e.g. Mozambique), the modest share of food aid in the overall food market now 
makes this a less significant factor in overall policy.

European Commission. 1996. 'Programme communautaire de securite et d'aide alimentaire.' 
Brussels: Directorate General for Development, Food Security and Food Aid Unit: April.
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Macroeconomic and developmental impacts of CPFs

36 A poor informational base and the real methodological problems inherent in determining 
actual uses make it difficult to draw robust conclusions about the impacts of CPFs. Assessment 
of performance was severely limited by the lack of data available to donor agencies both at 
headquarters and recipient country level. The availability and quality of data are improving, 
however, reflecting a refinement of reporting procedures.

37 The country studies provided only limited additional evidence which largely confirmed the 
findings of a number of wide-ranging studies on CPFs reviewed in the Stage One report (op. cit, 
Chapter 4). The continuing lack of transparency on macroeconomic and sectoral issues reflects 
the limited success of bilateral donors in genuinely engaging with public expenditure decisions 
in recipient countries. The following macroeconomic effects were indicated:

38 Monetary effects The monetary impact of CPFs is typically small, given their relative 
insignificance within the overall money supply. However, their rate of disbursement is important, 
with the release of any funds accumulated over an extended period tending to fuel inflation. 
There is little evidence of substantive exchange-rate effects.

39 Budgetary significance Food aid CPFs are typically a small part of the recipient 
government budget, rarely exceeding 5% of expenditure. There are, however, important 
exceptions, Mozambique (22% of government revenue in 1989) and Cape Verde (7% of total 
budgetary expenditure). The impact of CPFs proved difficult to assess owing to problems of 
fungibility and of establishing a counterfactual case in the absence of CPFs.

40 On- and off-budget CPFs There is a trend towards the increased use of CPFs on- 
budget, reflecting an emphasis on the budgetisation of aid and recipient country economic 
reforms. Donors supporting recipients undertaking structural reform tend to relax the bilateral 
aid conditions as the recipient is already subject to a high level of conditionality.

41 Use of CPFs ED donors currently favour a range of uses, reflecting wider individual 
donor priorities. There has been a shift of emphasis on the part of the Commission away from 
agricultural development towards more social concerns, in particular alleviation of the negative 
social dimensions of adjustment. Longer-term household food security is also now being 
emphasised.

42 Support for agricultural and food strategies The goal of using food aid, and in 
particular CPFs, in support of agricultural development or food strategies had limited success 
for the following reasons:

  most recipients lack coherent food security policies that provide an effective framework 
within which such resources could be effectively utilised;

  CPF arrangements rarely allow the individual donor to determine whether there is any 
additionality in agricultural sector investment and recurrent expenditure;

  these issues are highly commodity-specific, especially for dairy and vegetable oil aid.

43 Lack of evidence - lack of transparency? The actual effects of CPF arrangements on 
recipient government expenditure are mostly unclear. Typically there has been little attempt to
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monitor and evaluate the activities to which CPFs have been assigned. The issue of fungibility 
complicates assessment of the level and composition of uses and the effectiveness of CPFs. 
The limited evidence available points to the effectiveness of projects being highly context- 
specific. Reporting and evaluation of support for broader programmes that was planned around 
explicit sectoral objectives, for example dairy development in China and poverty alleviation in 
Peru, tended to be more thorough.

Household food security

44 Consumption and nutrition impacts The direct consumption impacts derive from 
those policies which are supported by food aid. These continue in most cases to involve some 
form of subsidised sale to consumers or processors. Extensive political-economic analysis of 
food policy in low-income countries indicates that this frequently involves increased aggregate 
consumption. However, the income-distribution effects of subsidies are commonly regressive, 
favouring urban, middle-class and public sector groups. The choice of commodities may also 
increase the consumption of imported foods.

45 The country-specificity of impacts These underline the need to avoid oversimplified 
assumptions about appropriate strategies and commodities. The case studies demonstrate the 
highly country-specific nature of consumption impacts: contrasting examples of general 
subsidies are relatively weighted in favour of either the food-insecure and poor (Cape Verde and 
Egypt) or the urban and less poor consumer (Bangladesh and Mauritania). The self-targeting 
characteristics of commodities such as yellow maize or high general subsidies may benefit 
poorer consumers, but the subsidised sale of 'poor people foods' may also lead to diversion into 
other uses in the food chain. A focus on the use of CPFs to support additional employment- 
generating rural development activities that impact on poverty would, as in Cape Verde, also 
indirectly contribute to household food security.

46 Nutritional status of vulnerable groups There is little evidence of any strong positive 
impacts of food aid more generally or programme food aid specifically. The mostly modest 
positive impacts on household food security are limited by scale and the generalised nature of 
the impacts of untargeted subsidies. The complexity of pathways determining the nutritional 
status of vulnerable groups also makes it difficult to establish any scientifically satisfactory 
relationships between modest changes in household food security and nutritional status. The 
evidence of both the case studies and previous research reviewed in Stage One is mostly non- 
negative in its conclusions about the relationships between food imports, food aid and nutritional 
status.



4 Efficiency

47 As aid budgets become tighter and food aid is increasingly regarded as competing 
budgetarily with other types of assistance, the related issues of managerial or operational 
efficiency and resource transfer efficiency or cost-effectiveness have become more important. 
These issues were addressed in four ways:

  by a qualitative analysis using documentary and case-study evidence of procedures that 
have implications for efficiency in the procurement and delivery of food aid;

  by a review of procedures for managing and monitoring CPFs;
  by comparing the actual donor costs of providing programme food aid commodities to 

case-study countries with the costs of alternative commercial imports; and
  by a statistical analysis exploring the efficiency of CPFs generated in relation to the 

actual donor costs of programme food aid.

Donor procedures

48 Restrictions in tendering procedures for both procurement and transport of food aid 
commodities were found to reduce cost-effectiveness by raising donor costs. However, there 
has been a shift away from restrictive tendering within the ED and from the tying of food aid 
commodities to EU sources, although the bulk of programme food aid is still sourced within the 
EU.

49 Appropriateness of commodities and of their packaging was important to both 
effectiveness and efficiency. In most cases appropriate commodities were provided. However, 
some problems were encountered with specific commodities, especially rice, where Community 
and Member State specifications were inappropriate for individual recipient countries. The 
provision of yellow rather than white maize also sometimes resulted in marketing difficulties and 
thus generated CPFs substantially below import parity prices or donor costs (see paras 51-54 
below).

50 Timeliness of delivery Much programme food aid is late and its delivery date 
unpredictable. In most recipient countries this caused no major supply management problems 
because of the marginal scale of EU programme food aid relative to total cereals supply, 
consumption and imports. But untimely and unpredictable deliveries are more of a problem in 
food aid-dependent countries with a low capacity for replacing expected food aid deliveries with 
commercial imports: the delay of sometimes up to two years between the commitment and 
delivery of aid led to problems in the scheduling of commercial imports by some recipient 
countries, most notably Cape Verde.

CPF management and monitoring

51 Valuation of commodities Within the EU only the Commission has clearly defined and 
detailed policies governing the valuation of commodities. Member States negotiate terms on a
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country-by-country basis, typically preferring valuation at the world market price at the date of 
delivery on a cif basis (that is, the import parity price). In practice a range of prices is used, 
reflecting donor and recipient objectives. Valuation is further complicated in some cases by 
recipient food subsidy programmes, leading to the possibility that the marketing agency will then 
sustain losses. In other cases the use of internal prices means that budgetary support is being 
partly used to subsidise both consumers and marketing organisations. Economic reform and 
liberalisation of food markets in recipient countries are reducing these problems, however, as 
domestic prices move more in line with import parity prices.

52 Constitution of CPFs Frequently this was delayed and did not accord with donor 
requirements. The delays reflect a number of factors including: institutional weaknesses, 
delayed sales of the commodities, reluctance to use credit facilities, ongoing market reforms or 
financial restructuring and economic or institutional instability. In addition, compliance with a 
CPF agreement is not necessarily a high priority for the recipient government. Measures have 
been undertaken, especially by the Commission, to introduce systems to reduce such problems. 
CPF accounts are typically separate and interest-bearing in accordance with donor 
requirements. Common CPFs have been established in several countries but these have not 
been entirely successful, owing to a lack of transparency over the use of the fund and 
inconsistencies in donor priorities.

53 Rates of disbursement of CPFs These are adversely influenced by factors such as: 
lack of prior agreement on use; over-restrictive limits on uses; complicated and lengthy approval 
procedures; and constraints in recipient absorptive capacity. There appears to be considerable 
scope for improvement in the preparation of agreements.

54 Monitoring and reporting requirements Donor requirements are commonly not met 
by recipient agencies. Procedures vary considerably in terms of both frequency of reporting and 
the information required. This lack of coherence places considerable administrative strain on 
recipient government institutions. Some donors, the Commission in particular, are placing 
increasing emphasis on adequate reporting and monitoring procedures, with at the same time 
an emphasis on simplification and standardisation to improve transparency. The realities of 
institutional weaknesses of host governments and the limited capacity of donor missions need 
to be taken into account in the requirements that donors make about CPF management.

Cost-effectiveness of supply

55 Donor efficiency There are large variations in the financial efficiency or cost- 
effectiveness of supply among donor agencies and the actions of individual donors, which in turn 
reflect modes of acquisition, commodity and destination (Table 2). Community Actions were on 
average relatively more cost-effective than those of the Member States but in the case of the 
latter the average covers a wide range of performance and in some cases very few actions. 
Member State programme aid costs were on average more than 70% higher than the alternative 
of commercial imports by the recipient which could have been aid-financed.

56 Sources and commodity selection Direct food aid actions involving commodities 
acquired on European markets are on the whole less likely to be cost-effective than commercial 
imports arranged by recipients or commodities acquired in developing countries.
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Table 2 Cost-effectiveness of supply: EU programme food aid actions to 
12 case-study countries by commodity and donor, 1989-94

Commodity Supply-efficiency 
Ratio *

Shipments covered in 
analysis"

Cereals
Wheat
Wheatflour
Maize
Rice

126
177
127
150

93
91
89
71

Non cereals
SMP
Vegetable Oil
Butter Oil
Sugar
Beans

Community Action

Member states

97
102
100
260
85

110

171

100
94
96
12
11

92
82

Notes:

Source:

a 

b

Mean of ratios of actual donor cost and cost of alternative commercial imports as a 
percentage (see main Synthesis Report, Box 7.1 for worked example). 
Surveyed shipments as a percentage of total tonnage, 1989-94

See main Synthesis Report, Tables 7.1 and 7.2.

57 There is also considerable variation among commodities: wheat flour, rice and sugar 
actions were particularly inefficient. Direct food aid is less cost-effective than commercial 
imports by recipients to some destinations, especially Latin America, but developing country 
acquisition is also sometimes problematic, for example in West Africa.

58 These results suggest that substantial savings could be made, or more food aid could 
be transferred for a similar level of expenditure, if there were more flexibility in sourcing and 
choice of commodity or if some form of import support were provided instead of food aid. 
However, for some donors, food aid is considered as separate from and additional to other forms 
of aid, and is not interchangeable with other instruments.

Efficiency of CPF generation

59 Reporting and monitoring standards A quantitative analysis of the efficiency of 
providing local currency support through the sale of food aid was somewhat constrained by the 
lack of consistency and completeness in recipient reporting and donor monitoring.
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Table 3 Efficiency of CPF generation: EU programme food aid to case-study 
countries, by recipient and donor, 1989-94

Case-study countries CPF-efficiency ratio" Actions covered in analysis b 

(ranked by CPF ratio) (%) (%)

Bangladesh
Kenya
Ethiopia
Egypt
Cape Verde
Mozambique
Nicaragua
China
Mali
Zambia
Peru
Mauritania

99
95
92
78
72
64 c

61
59
57
55
45
19

99
67
48
94
75
-

67
57
65
87
93
64

Total (11) case-study countries" 77 86

Community Action d 78 85
Member States" 75 86

Notes: a Mean of ratios of counterpart funds generated divided by donor costs of providing food aid in US 
dollars and expressed as a percentage. (See main Synthesis Report, Box 7.2 for worked 
example).

b Surveyed actions as percentage of total tonnage delivered 1989-94.
c Provisional estimated mean only for actions where CPFs deposited.
d Average (mean), 1989-94, excluding Mozambique for which data on a consistent basis was 

unobtainable.

Source: See main Synthesis Report, Table 7.5

60 Inefficiencies in creating counterpart values The use of food aid to provide local 
currency support, whether for the general development budget or more narrowly in support of 
food security, has involved high transaction costs. The value of CPFs generated was on 
average 23% lower than the financial cost to EU donors in the 86% of actions where funds were 
deposited (Table 3). The likely writing-off of some of the remaining 14% implies an even lower 
level of efficiency. Member States' actions in particular involved a relatively large proportion of 
smaller, less efficient actions with a few larger, more efficient operations. High transaction costs 
typically resulted from a combination of factors including:

  inefficiencies in the supply of commodities;
  undervaluation compared with import parity prices when commodities were sold;
  delays in the sale of commodities; and
  high internal distribution costs.



5 Co-ordination

Need for co-ordination

61 Programme food aid always provides some combination of balance-of-payments and 
budgetary support. Therefore, unless provided on an unconditional basis, this aid requires a 
policy and public expenditure framework consistent with that agreed not only with other food aid 
donors but also with providers of financial support. In addition, there are practical logistical and 
commodity selection issues where donor decisions interact. Consequently the co-ordination 
requirements for food aid, and programme aid in particular, are considerable. However, in 
reviewing issues of co-ordination, there is a sense emerging from the literature and from 
interviews with officials that co-ordination is important, but this is combined with a certain 
scepticism about what can be achieved in the light of the different balances of individual donors' 
priorities and the different practices determined by practical budgetary and legislative 
considerations. Even if there were universal agreement in principle in favour of greater co 
ordination, a widespread sense of the many practical restraints would still remain.

Co-ordination within the EU

62 Subsidiarity and information-sharing Some degree of co-ordination is inevitable for 
the EU, since it has joint obligations under the Food Aid Convention. Taking a longer-term 
perspective, the EU has made substantial progress towards better co-ordination. However, the 
involvement in some Member States of several ministries and agencies, including those 
responsible for agriculture, in the financing and organisation of food aid complicates the sharing 
of information and the agreement of common procedures and active co-ordination of actions 
within the EU.

63 EU Development Council Member States have always played an active role in the 
determination of Community Action food aid through the Council. However, little effort has been 
made specifically to co-ordinate aid organised by the Commission and Member States' food aid.

»

64 EU Food Aid Committee This body's agenda has gradually broadened from almost 
exclusively approving Community Action allocations to considering wider EU emergency 
responses. Through this Committee Member States are informed about the Community Action 
food aid programme for each recipient country. But the Committee is used only occasionally as 
a forum for sharing information about the food aid actions of the Member States. The lack of 
consistent and regular information about Member State food aid was highlighted during this 
evaluation: the review of donor policies and programmes and several of the country studies were 
incomplete because of difficulties and delays in obtaining information on some Member States' 
actions.

65 Common EU procedures The EU has made only limited progress in establishing 
common procedures for food aid generally or programme food aid specifically. Where cereals
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food aid involves expenditure of EU agricultural funds on restitution payments, Member State 
agencies are bound by EU procedures. The implementation of the single market is also 
resulting in Member State agencies moving to Community-wide open tendering procedures. But 
in terms of details of implementation there are still widely different practices.

66 Common procedures at recipient country level As indicated below, the Commission 
has had some influence in establishing standard principles for the use, constitution and financial 
monitoring of CPFs, with the Council Resolution and Principles of 1991.7 Nevertheless, there 
continue to be wide variations in procedures, which in turn reflect different policies within the EU 
on this and other aspects of food aid.

67 Active co-ordination The EU has actively sought to co-ordinate responses more closely 
in exceptional circumstances, such as national or regional crises. Sometimes the Commission 
and individual Member States collaborate in assessing recipient country needs and appropriate 
responses. But there has not so far been an attempt to actively co-ordinate Community and 
Member State programme food aid actions on a sustained basis.

Co-ordination at recipient country level

68 Information exchange Information flows typically involve the wider community of food 
aid donors rather than the EU as a distinct grouping. In most cases (8 out of the 12 studies) 
WFP has provided the secretariat or taken on the organising role in arranging information 
exchanges and donor meetings. Information exchange is most highly organised in countries 
where there is, or has been, a major emergency in which food aid is an important resource. A 
UNDP Round Table (Cape Verde) or a subcommittee of the local donor group sometimes 
provides a convenient framework for consultation. Overall, the involvement of both WFP and 
a government agency has sustained effective information exchanges through food policy cycles 
of crisis and complacency.

69 Procedural co-ordination There has been little progress within either the EU or the 
wider donor community in achieving standardised procedures that might reduce the 
administrative burden on recipient governments and contribute to general overall transparency. 
An important obstacle is the fact that each major donor has a distinct set of policy objectives and 
financial reporting requirements.

70 Active co-ordination There are a few well-known examples of successful food aid co 
ordination (Bangladesh, Cape Verde and Mali) as well as other conspicuous examples of failure 
to co-ordinate effectively (Egypt, Mauritania). A comparison of these and other experiences 
indicates factors contributing to successful and sustained co-ordination:

  common objectives;
  a genuine interest on the part of the recipient government in working to co-ordinate with 

and accept co-ordination among donors;

European Council. 1991. 'Use of Counterpart Funds Generated by the Various Development 
Assistance Instruments - Council Resolution.' (Press release, 27.5.91). 6379/91 (Presse 73-G). 
Brussels.
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• food aid as a sufficiently important resource, at least initially, to justify donor interest and 
commitment at both country and headquarters level;

  donor representation in-country;
appropriate institutional arrangements;

  a policy framework which permits complementary provision of financial as well as food 
aid where annual food import requirements are variable; and

  the need for a more limited, stable group of donors, in effect making multi-year 
commitments.

71 Obstacles to effective co-ordination These are, in most cases, the obverse of those 
factors already listed which facilitate successful joint efforts. Institutional arrangements perse 
are not the critical factor.

International co-ordination

72 Institutional arrangements Several international organisations are involved in providing 
and monitoring food aid. Some international institutional arrangements are also intended to 
provide a forum for donors and also recipients to discuss matters relating to food aid and, at 
least potentially, to improve co-ordination of their respective programmes, as detailed below. 
There are perhaps too many institutions and committees with partially overlapping 
responsibilities involving some aspects of food aid.

73 The Development Assistance Committee (DAC) of the OECD collects data (which are 
seriously incomplete for food aid) and is a forum for donor discussions. The FAO Committee 
on Food Security provides a forum on food security issues and the FAO Committee on 
Surplus Disposal (CSD) brings food exporter influences into the decisions on food aid 
allocation. The Food Aid Committee, with the International Grains Council acting as the 
Secretariat, monitors signatories' compliance with the Food Aid Convention.

74 FAO Global Information and Early Warning System reports are a basic source of 
information used by most donors and an important aspect of the co-ordination of food aid 
programming on both a normal and an emergency basis.

75 The World Food Programme (WFP) provides a forum for donor and recipient 
discussions through its governing body, the WFP Executive Board, formerly the Committee on 
Food Aid Policies and Programmes. Its INTERFAIS database has been an important source 
of data for the present study in its attempt to quantify, on a comparable basis, total and 
programme food aid flows of the European Union and Member States globally and for individual 
case-study countries. At a country level WFP plays a growing role, especially in the 
co-ordination of logistics and information in major emergencies.

76 Links with financial aid No arrangements have been established for linking food aid 
with international financial assistance.

77 Crises and co-ordination Attempts at active international co-ordination of food aid are 
mostly linked to specific crises such as the Southern African drought in 1992.



Recommendations

78 In making recommendations that would increase the effectiveness and improve the 
efficiency of the provision of European programme food aid, three specific considerations were 
paramount. First, it is essential to locate such suggestions in the wider international and 
specifically developing country context of the late 1990s. Second, recommendations should be 
clearly based on the findings of the study including the twelve country cases, whilst taking into 
account their consistency with previous evaluations. Finally, the focus should be on identifying 
opportunities for the effective and efficient use of programme food aid as well as other aid 
instruments available to the ED and its Member States.

Is programme food aid an appropriate aid instrument for the EU?

79 The combination of a modest performance in terms of effectiveness together with 
operational difficulties and high transaction costs raises serious questions about the overall 
usefulness of programme food aid as an aid instrument. The prime policy implication of the 
study is that the EU and the Member States should either stop providing assistance in the form 
of programme food aid or make radical changes to the procedures employed in order to increase 
effectiveness and reduce transaction costs to an acceptable level. The Commission has already 
embarked on a major restructuring of its food aid to make it a more effective instrument for 
supporting food security. A number of Member States, as well as other major food aid donors, 
have responded to the changing circumstances and mixed record of programme food aid by 
according relatively higher priority to emergency assistance and targeted project aid.

80 Choice of aid instrument The second major policy implication is that in most 
circumstances financial aid is preferable to commodity aid, whether in providing balance-of- 
payments or sectorally-targeted budgetary support for food security.

81 Programme, project or emergency food aid The study has focused on the relative 
efficiency of programme food aid as compared with financial support rather than on the relative 
advantages of different forms of food aid. Other recent evaluations have focused on other forms 
of food aid, indicating possibilities and problems of targeting assistance on highly food-insecure 
groups.8 The evidence of the present evaluation, particularly with regard to efficiency, is that 
Member States with relatively small minimum food aid commitments should consider carefully 
whether there is any longer scope for the effective use of programme food aid as an aid 
instrument.

For example, Chr. Michelsen Institute. 1993. Evaluation of the World Food Programme. Final 
Report. Bergen: December, and Eriksson, J. et al. 1996. The International Response to Conflict 
and Genocide: Lessons from the Rwanda Experience. Synthesis Report. Copenhagen: Steering 
Committee of the Joint Evaluation of Emergency Assistance to Rwanda, March.
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Allocating programme food aid

82 For those donors continuing to provide programme food aid, the priority is to target 
limited resources on the small number of low-income, seriously food-deficit countries with either 
severe temporary acute or longer-term chronic problems of food insecurity and poverty. The 
evidence indicates that small, one-off allocations are unlikely to be either particularly effective 
in impact or an efficient resource transfer. The only possible exception is where individual donor 
actions are part of a well co-ordinated collective response to a specific crisis.

83 Better division of responsibilities? A more radical alternative would be to consider 
the advantages of leaving programme food aid in support of food security largely to Community 
Action. Meanwhile, Member States might provide complementary financial support and limit 
their food aid involvement to emergencies and supporting UN and NGO projects targeted on 
highly food-insecure groups. In the case of countries needing import support and'which are 
major food aid recipients, it would also be useful to explore systematically the feasibility of 
gradually substituting financial assistance, especially in the context of programmes for economic 
liberalisation.

84 Financial or commodity aid? Consideration of the role of programme food aid should 
be set in the context of analyses of experience with different forms of assistance, particularly 
import support, and the mixed experience of Community Action and Member State projects and 
programmes in supporting food security. The actions of some Member States in already 
terminating programme food aid and the 1995 draft EU regulation (op. cit.) which allows 
alternative actions in the form of financial assistance to support food security are also factors to 
be taken into account.

85 Integration with other instruments Integration of programme food aid with other 
development assistance in a project is an alternative way of combining import support and local 
currency funds with complementary project assistance. But the action must still be efficient as 
a mechanism for providing balance-of-payments or budgetary support by generating counterpart 
value.

86 Responding to acute and crisis situations There is a continuing opportunity for the 
use of programme food aid as part of a response to sustain food availability in relation to 
effective demand and to address a temporary foreign-exchange gap. In the organisation of 
assessment and response, the need for co-ordination and the opportunities for co-operation are 
considerable. Individual country circumstances should determine the relative amounts of 
financial assistance for import support, programme food aid and relief. Programme food aid is 
only likely to be effective if both commitments and deliveries can be made speedily. The degree 
of flexibility associated with instruments should also be taken into account, in particular the need 
for reassessment and, if necessary, modification of arrangements as a food crisis situation 
changes rapidly. Confronted with a crisis, contingency planning to avoid the worst possible 
outcome of famine or social disorder is unavoidable. However, if the situation rapidly improves 
or is found to be less severe than originally thought, it is important to have built-in opportunities 
for reassessment and rapidly changing or suspending commitments. Because of the 
uncertainties of a crisis response, it will usually be inappropriate to be too specific about the uses 
of CPFs. Directing local currency to a crisis management programme or replenishing an 
emergency reserve fund is more likely to be successful than tying CPFs to specific projects.
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87 Responding to chronic food insecurity and structural poverty Programme food aid 
provided by the European Commission and the Member States should be an integral part of 
overall development assistance. It should support the efforts of the recipient countries to 
achieve household as well as national food security objectives, improving the nutritional status 
of the population. Unless there are clear food security objectives, the rationale for providing 
programme food aid rather than a more general form of import support in the context of 
economic liberalisation is unclear.

88 Priority recipients From the perspective of a recipient country, programme food aid 
typically appears as an additional resource. This is partly because of the lack of integration of 
food aid programming with other development assistance. Also the case of some donors implies 
that there has been some genuine element of additionality. As already noted, priority in the 
provision of programme food aid should be given to countries with clear needs in terms of food 
security problems, where there is a structural food deficit and where per capita income or other 
measures of development indicate a high priority. The FAO list of 31 low-income and severe 
food-deficit countries might be a useful starting point for establishing a priority list of countries.9 
That 79 countries were in receipt of EU programme food aid, 64 as Community Action and 66 
from Member States, between 1989 and 1994 suggests a failure to target resources in an 
effective and efficient way.

Effectiveness: recipient country context

89 Recipient conditions for success The relatively more successful case studies had the 
following in common:

a clear need for import support;
  a suitable food marketing system ;
  an adequate information system;
  more adequate planning, both on the recipient and donor side;
  sustained support with aid and technical co-operation; and
  donor co-ordination at both recipient country and donor headquarters level.

90 Transitory food insecurity A clear appraisal of the recipient country situation is of 
critical importance in order to provide an appropriate response to problems of food insecurity. 
When there is a crisis, the choice of aid instrument, financial import support, programme food 
aid or emergency relief, and of the channel, either directly via the government or indirectly 
through the UN or NGOs, should be based on a rapid but systematic assessment of capacities 
within the affected country or region. That emergency commercial imports arranged by the 
governments of Zambia and Zimbabwe in response to the 1991/2 drought had already begun 
to arrive by the time the EU finalised its commitments of programme and relief food aid in 
response to the crisis illustrates the challenge.

FAO. 1995. The State of Food and Agriculture 1995. Rome.
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91 Chronic food insecurity A coherent national food strategy is identified as a necessary 
condition for the effectiveness of programme aid provided in the context of chronic food 
insecurity. The absence of such a strategy was in turn identified as a reason for both 
unsatisfactory impacts and associated operational inefficiencies in a number of countries. 
Clearly, a strategy is needed which realistically reflects the extent and speed of any transition 
to a more liberal foreign-exchange and sectoral marketing regime.

92 Country-specific strategies Overall, the case studies underline the highly country- 
specific nature of impacts on both national and household food security and the need to avoid 
oversimplified assumptions about an appropriate strategy and appropriate commodities. It 
should also be recognised that recipient governments and agencies may have become 
accustomed to making the best use of what happens to be available. The onus is therefore on 
the aid provider to assess carefully the consumption and implied income-distributional 
implications of the commodities provided.

Effectiveness: CPF management

93 CPFs The focus of aid is shifting from the balance of payments to the budget and 
appropriate procedures are therefore required for valuation, constitution and disbursement of 
the local currencies generated by sales of food aid. The country studies point to the need for 
realism about recipient country capacities as well as donor administrative constraints in terms 
of establishing practicable, transparent procedures. CPF management is not, however, solely 
an EU matter or an issue concerning just food aid, but involves the wider donor community at 
the recipient country level. In many cases, there is clearly scope for common donor action to 
achieve either consistent procedures or, possibly, common CPFs. In the area of food aid, the 
European Commission has attempted initiatives in a number of countries where it has capacity. 
Where programmes have been relatively more effective, the need for these to be 
institutionalised and put under local control - to be owned by the recipient country - is highlighted. 
The balance of evidence is that CPFs should be on-budget as part of the recipient government's 
macroeconomic planning and within a framework of structural and sectoral policy agreements.

94 Institutional capacity The case studies indicate the need for adequate capacity and 
procedures on the part of both donors and the recipient government as regards selection, 
planning, appraisal, implementation, monitoring and evaluation. Sufficient and effective 
institutional capacities have to be ensured for co-ordinating, guiding and monitoring this process. 
Often it will be necessary and justifiable to strengthen such institutional capacities specifically 
through technical assistance measures.

95 Uses of CPFs Clear criteria are required for the inclusion of particular activities in terms 
of poverty targeting, as well as the sectoral, spatial and functional composition of activities to be 
supported. A potentially wide variety of agricultural and rural-based activities could be included 
in a programme oriented to supporting food security or poverty alleviation. Explicit criteria for 
discriminating between activities such as regional or socio-economic targeting are therefore 
essential.
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96 Food security information system A high priority might be accorded to strengthening 
the food security information system including market and stock intelligence, production and 
vulnerability early warning as well as CPF monitoring.

97 Rationalising reporting requirements Harmonisation of reporting procedures with the 
government's own budgeting procedures would also help relieve the administrative burden, as 
would multi-donor CPFs and closer co-operation between donor and recipient in the design 
phase of the programme food aid action.

Increasing the efficiency of programme food aid actions

98 Mobilisation practices The highly variable performance demonstrated by the evaluation 
indicates that donors need to examine closely the efficiency of their procurement and delivery 
practices. Donors should consider whether a cost-effectiveness analysis ought to be part of the 
initial assessment for every programme aid action. This would involve comparing the anticipated 
costs of alternative modalities of resource transfer. The potential options include food as 
commodity aid, finance for commercial food imports, or more general import support. Where 
support for the budget is envisaged, the efficiency of arrangements for generating local 
currencies through monetisation should be part of the initial assessment.

99 Options for rationalising assistance to food security Is there scope for the 
rationalisation of assistance to involve fewer larger food aid donors or jointly funded actions? 
A useful starting point for co-ordinated assistance could be joint assessment in cases of acute 
food security, as attempted, for example, by the Commission and the Netherlands in 1995 for 
Zambia.

100 Mode of supply Triangular transactions and financial support for commercial food 
imports organised by the private sector should automatically be considered as options in every 
programme food aid action as well as direct aid. Some recipient government agencies appear 
to be better able to make cost-effective import arrangements for their own specific local 
requirements than most of the donor agencies.

101 Contracting and operational management Management, procurement, delivery and 
monitoring of all programme food aid, not just individual actions, should be assigned to bodies 
without responsibilities for internal EU market management. Many of the more cost-effective 
actions appear to have involved such bodies, for example, GTZ, WFP Bilateral Services, and 
the UK Crown Agents.

102 Building operational efficiency into aid agreements The evaluation findings point to 
the need for food aid agreements to be carefully and comprehensively designed and concluded 
before the arrival of the commodities. This should minimise potential administrative difficulties 
and performance problems after arrival. Agreement should cover all aspects relating to the 
successful procurement, delivery (including responsibilities for demurrage, unloading costs, etc.) 
and monetisation of the intended action, as well as the constitution, management and uses of 
CPFs.
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Co-ordination among donors

103 Co-operation and co-ordination Agencies working in isolation are unlikely to make a 
significant contribution to food security in most countries. There is therefore a need for closer 
co-operation and co-ordination among donors at both headquarters and country level. In 
practice, the delegation of more responsibilities in programme design and implementation to the 
country level is an important precondition for improving the effectiveness of co-ordination among 
donors. The benefits of co-operation and the consequences of ineffective co-ordination are both 
well documented in the case-study countries. The countries where there was relatively more 
effective action involving food aid (not just programme food aid) are those where there is co 
operation among donors and relatively better integration of food aid and other forms of 
assistance. In seeking to improve co-operation and co-ordination on food aid within the EU the 
following steps would be constructive:

104 Strengthening information exchange Whilst all donors make formal commitments to 
co-operation, the experience of this evaluation and the findings of the case studies underlined 
this as an area of weakness. The exchange of information on a consistent, regular and 
comprehensive basis is required including both the Commission and the Member States, 
through the Food Aid Committee and the Working Group on food aid as well as wider fora 
involving non-EU donors.

105 Common procedures There is considerable scope for working out common procedures 
particularly at the recipient country level. The EU has taken steps towards agreeing procedures, 
for example in the case of CPFs. Nevertheless, the case studies indicate the importance of 
donors agreeing with the recipient government and its relevant agencies on details of common 
procedures at a country level which take account of local circumstances.

106 Links to structural adjustment Structural and sectoral adjustment programmes 
commonly provide the context within which programme food aid is committed. However, in all 
but a few cases the conditionalities associated with programme food aid are not clearly 
integrated with those attached to support for national economic reform and structural adjustment 
programmes. Recognising the importance of sectoral goals, particularly support for food 
security, it would be desirable to explore on a country-by-country basis the scope for more 
effectively tying food aid into wider support for reform and structural adjustment, including 
mitigating the short-term social costs of adjustment. This should be a high priority of all major 
recipient countries.

107 Flexibility and country-specific circumstances The Mali experience has been 
frequently cited since its launch in 1981 as an example of successful food aid co-ordination in 
support of food security. The replication of aspects of this 'model' has been attempted with 
limited success elsewhere especially in West Africa. The fundamental characteristics of this 
joint experiment are that the basic elements of the programme were put together in-country in 
relation to local circumstances and that this involved both international financial institutions and 
food aid donors working together and with the Malian government.

108 Agreements on common procedures and a policy framework for food aid that is 
integrated with a wider national economic programme will require a greater degree of within- 
country responsibility for programming and management than has been typical of food aid
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organised either by the Commission or by the Member States. Apart from short-term 
humanitarian crises, EU programme food aid, and indeed food aid overall, now has a majortood 
security or wider developmental role in only a small number, at most 15, lower-income, food- 
deficit countries. This fact makes it more realistic than in the past to envisage donors working 
together with government to produce country-specific strategies, with co-ordinated arrangements 
for the provision, monetisation and distribution of food aid that are appropriate to local 
circumstances and integrated within a national economic strategy.

The role of evaluation

109 This first joint evaluation of an aspect of EU food aid has highlighted ways in which the 
role and process of evaluation could be strengthened.

110 Strengthening information exchange Evaluation provides a useful vehicle for mutual 
exploration of issues but also underlines the need for a better basis of shared information. Both 
the Stage One Report and the Synthesis Report contain incomplete information on the food aid 
expenditure and activities of several Member States.

111 Country-level co-operation The concept of joint evaluation is not yet readily 
understood either by recipient governments or Member State Missions and EC Delegations at 
the country level. It is therefore important to invest time in information collection and in visiting 
the EC Delegations, representatives of the EU Presidency and Member States, focusing on 
issues of common concern. For reasons of continuity, contacts at a recipient country level 
should be organised through the Delegation. Co-operation is facilitated at a country level where 
the Member States' agencies and the Commission advise their country representatives about 
forthcoming activities and encourage their active co-operation.

112 Design and management of joint evaluations Some areas for special attention are:

preparatory work on methodology including definition of terms;
  use of a common data set, for example on expenditure, prices, etc., to permit inter- 

country and inter-agency comparisons;
  preparation of common methodology for country studies to ensure consistent review of 

issues and evidence;
  realistic timetables of activities. For example, the review of reports where this involves 

several agencies at both headquarters and at country level is likely to require up to twice 
the time needed for an evaluation on behalf of a single agency;

  budgeting human resources to allow for higher costs of liaison with a large number of 
donor agencies at headquarters and country level than is necessary in evaluations on 
behalf of only one agency.



Annex 1 Terms of Reference for the Study

Overall Terms of Reference

Scope of the study For analytical purposes food aid is usually grouped into three categories - 
programme aid, project aid, project food aid and emergency food aid.

The focal point of this study will be programme food aid. The emphasis will be put on the supply 
of programme food aid over the period 1989-94. (Originally 1989 -1992 for the Stage One 
Report).

Objectives The study will examine four main areas:

1. The effects of programme food aid on food security in terms of the availability of food 
(including local agricultural production) as well as the accessibility of food (including food 
consumption level).

2. The effectiveness and efficiency of programme food aid as a resource transfer to 
developing countries.

3. The effects and efficiency of counterpart funds.
4. Co-ordination with respect to programme food aid.

Lessons will be drawn for the policies and procedures of food aid used by donors and recipients.

Issues
1. Effects on food security

(a) To explain the rationale, justification and effect of EC and Member States' 
programme food aid on structural adjustment and national policies. Background 
analysis will be provided on the proportions of programme food aid with respect to 
total food aid of the Community and the Member States, to overall commercial food 
exports and imports and to overall food consumption of recipient countries.

(b) Additionality of food aid to local production and commercial imports, effects and 
long-term implications for agricultural production and farmers' and household 
incomes (Analysis of a.o. CSD rules in this context).

(c) Effects on local market prices in relation to the effects of government policies.
(d) Availabilities of food commodities at household level for different income groups, as 

a result of programme food aid.

2. Effectiveness and efficiency of programme food aid as a resource transfer

(a) The allocation of programme food aid (countries and volumes) in comparison with 
donor criteria.

(b) The costs and efficiency of procurement, administration and shipping.
(c) The costs and efficiency of marketing in the recipient country (from port to point of 

consumption).
(d) The alternative costs of supply of equivalent food from third countries either in the 

region or elsewhere, or from local sources.
(e) The overall costs and efficiency taking account of the above issues.



Joint Evaluation of European Union Programme Food Aid____________________________________29

3. The effects and efficiency of counterpart funds

(a) The creation and management of counterpart funds in terms of the criteria and the 
decision making process.

(b) The actual uses of counterpart funds; the relations to the overall budget and 
economic policy.

(c) The development effects of use.
(d) The overall costs and efficiency taking account of the above issues.

4. Co-ordination with respect to programme food aid

(a) Mechanisms in the Community at headquarters and field levels.
(b) Mechanisms at international levels.

Method The evaluation will be carried out in two stages:

1. A desk study to review documents made available by Member States and the 
Commission.

2. Several country studies to examine recent programme food aid operations in depth and 
draw conclusions of general relevance.

Stage 1 will produce a comprehensive review of the current state of knowledge on programme 
food aid, based on published sources and internal planning documents, evaluations, reviews 
and reports of food aid donors. The report on Stage 1 will draw conclusions on the need for 
further examination of these issues. Stage 1 will also produce a detailed proposal for Stage 2. 
This proposal will cover specification of the data required, country choice, the method of data 
collection and analysis. A decision on the scope of content of Stage 2 will be decided by the 
Steering Committee according to the conclusions of the report on Stage 1.
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EU:n elintarvikeapu - oh jelma-avun tehokkuus ja toimivuus

EU:n elintarvikkeiden ohjelma-avusta on kesalla 1996 valmistunut laaja evaluaatio. Tahan 
paperiin on koottu keskeisia huomioita kyseisesta arvioinnista.

Evaluaatiossa tutkittiin seuraavia asioita:
  ohjelmiin perustuvan elintarvikeavun eli ohjelma-avun vaikutus saatavissa ja 

kaytettavissa olevien elintarvikkeiden maaraan;
  sen vaikuttavuus ja tehokkuus resurssien siirrossa;
  vastarahastoj en vaikutukset j a tehokkuus; j a
  koordinaatio

Evaluaatiossa keskityttiin ohjelma-apuun, jonka luonteenomainen piirre on se, etta:

  hyodykkeet toimitetaan suoraan vastaanottavan maan hallitukselle tai sen edustajalle 
myytavaksi paikallisilla markkinoilla

seka kaksi tyypillista, joskaan ei valttamatonta piirretta :

  myynnista saatava paikallinen valuutta voidaan ohjata vastarahastoihin, joiden 
hallinnosta ja kaytosta avun antajalla ja vastaanottajalla on jonkinlainen sopimus. 
Vastarahastoihin tallennetaan elintarvikeavun myynnista saadut tulot. Niiden 
kayttokohteiksi on useimmiten maaritelty erilaisten ruokaturvaa ja maatalouden 
tuotantoedellytyksia parantavien hankkeiden paikallisten kustannusten kattaminen; ja

  avun antamiseen liittyy usein erilaisia ehtoja

Tassa arvioissa ei tutkittu humanitaarista apua lainkaan, vaan esittavat huomiot koskevat 
yksinomaan elintarvikkeiden ohjelma-apua.

Miksi tutkimus elintarvikkeiden ohjelma-avusta?

Subsidiariteetti kaytannossa. Elintarvikeapu on ainoa kehitysyhteistyon alue, jonka osalta 
Euroopan Unionin neuvosto on paattanyt jakaa EU:n kollektiivisen vastuun. Tama 
elintarvikeavun Subsidiariteetti tarkoittaa kaytannossa sita, etta paatoksenteko on hajautettu 
osittain jasenvaltioihin, jotka paattavat itsenaisesti omasta osuudestaan EU:n yhteisesta 
elintarvikeavusta. Kansainvalista elintarvikeapua saatelee Elintarvikeapusopimus eli Food 
Aid Convention (FAC), jossa rikkaat teollisuusmaat ovat sitoutuneet antamaan vuosittain 
tietyn minimimaaran elintarvikeapua. Tama sopimus neuvotellaan uudestaan joka kolmas 
vuosi. Viimeksi solmitun sopimuksen mukaan avunantajamaat sitoutuivat 7.5 miljoonan 
tonnin vuotuiseen elintarvikeapuun. FAC:lle suoritettava minimipanostus suoritetaan 
toisaalta Komission organisoiman Community Actionin, yhteison toimintaohjelman 
puitteissa, ja toisaalta jasenvaltioiden kansallisina toimintaohjelmina. Tama kuuden 
alkuperaisen jasenmaan vuonna 1968 tekema paatos on vahvistettu aina uudelleen kunkin 
FAC:sta kaydyn neuvottelukierroksen jalkeen. Kaikki uudet jasenvaltiot, myos ne jotka 
vaikuttavat epatodennakoisilta elintarvikeavun antajilta, ovat hyvaksyneet osuutensa EU:n 
kokonaispanoksesta. Taman seurauksena kaynnissa on nyt 16 EU:n elintarvikeohjelmaa. 
Komission organisoima ohjelma on laaja: 1990-Iuvun alussa se kattoi yli 20 % 
maailmanlaajuisistaja noin 60 % EU:n elintarvikeapukustannuksista. Muut 15 keskisuurta



tai hyvin pienta ohjelmaa rahoittavat yhdessa 12-15 % koko maailman ja 40 % EU:n 
elintarvikeapukustannuksista. Elintarvikeapu tarjoaa tasta syysta mahdollisuuden tarkastella 
avun tarjonnan subsidiariteetin seurauksia.

Vahittainen luopuminen ohjelmiin perustuvasta elintarvikeavusta. Ohjelma-apu oli 
1980-luvun loppupuolelle asti paaasiallinen EU:n tarjoaman ja koko maailman laajudessa 
annetun elintarvikeavun muoto. Tilanne on muuttunut, ja osasyyna ovat olleet joidenkin 
avunantajamaiden nimenomaiset poliittiset paatokset suosia katastrofiapu- ja 
projektityyppista elintarvikeapua. Se on osittain myos seurausta ohjelma-avun 
supistamisesta, kun avunantajamaat ovat halunneet vastata odottamattomien humanitaaristen 
kriisitilanteiden aiheuttamaan tarpeeseen kohdistamalla jo budjetoidut resurssinsa 
katastrofiapuun. Ohjelma-avusta luopuminen on jyrkassa ristiriidassa sen kanssa, etta 
yleisemmalla tasolla on haluttu priorisoida kehitysmaille annettavaa maksutase- ja 
budjettitukimuotoista ohjelma-apua. Koska ruokaturva nahdaan nykyisin yha enemman 
osana koyhyyden lieventamisstrategiaa, on syyta kysya: Onko elintarvikkeiden ohjelma-apu 
oikea tapa yrittaa ratkoa naita ongelmia? Nain ollen on syyta tutkia, onko tama vain osittain 
suunnitelmallinen luopuminen ohjelma-avusta perusteltua resurssien uudelleenjakoa .

Ruokaturva: monitahoinen kasite

Arviointi on kiinnostunut elintarvikeapuohjelmien tehokkuudesta ennenkaikkea ruokaturvan 
parantamisen nakbkulmasta. Koska kasitetta kaytetaan niin monessa merkityksessa, on 
syyta maaritella ruokaturva. Ensinnakin saatavuutta ja saantia tarkastellaan erikseen 
kansallisena ja kotitalouksia koskevana ruokaturvana.

  Kansallisessa ruokaturvassa on kyse siita, etta varmistetaan saatavuus, t.s. 
elintarviketarjonnan riittavyys ja vakaus, maailmanlaajuisellaja kansallisella tasolla.

  Kotitalouksien ruokalurvassa on kyse siita, etta varmistetaan koyhimpien ja 
riskialttiimpien kotitalouksien ja ryhmien elintarvikkeiden saanti.

Toiseksi ruokaturva nahdaan dynaamisena, jolloin ruokaturvan puutteessa nahdaan erilaisia 
ajallisia ulottuvuuksia.

  Akuutii ruokaturvan puute merkitsee elintarvikepulaa tai sen uhkaa, joka liittyy 
kansallisiin kriisitilanteisiin, sisallissotiin, pakolaisuuteen, poikkeukselliseen kuivuuteen 
tai muihin epaedullisiin luonnonilmioihin. Ongelma saattaa olla ohimenevd ja liittya 
akilliseen ymparistoon tai talouteen kohdistuvaan tapahtumaan (esim. alhaiset 
hyodykkeiden hinnat), tai se voi jatkua pitkaan ns. "jatkuvana hatatilana" etenkin 
konfliktitilanteessa.

  Krooninen ruokaturvan puute on luonteeltaan jatkuva ja pitkaan kestava ongelma, jossa 
riskialttiit kotitaloudet ovat kyvyttomia saamaan riittavassa maarin elintarvikkeita 
normaalien elintoimintojen ja kehityksen yllapitamiseksi. Tama liittyy laheisesti 
koyhyyteen. Kansallinen ruokaturvan puute voi olla luonteeltaan myb's viela 
pitempiaikaista niissa maissa, joilla on jatkuvia ongelmia joko riittavan kotimaisen 
tuotannon takaamisessa tai tuonnin rahoittamisessa.



Muuttuva taloudellinen ja poliittinen kokonaistilanne

Elintarvikkeiden puutteen yleisyys. Vain erittain harvaa maata uhkaa talla hetkella 
suoranainen nalanhata, paitsi konfliktitilanteissa. Kuitenkin etenkin Afrikassa on lukuisia 
elintarvikevajeesta karsivia matalan tulotason maita, joihin vaikuttavat sellaiset akilliset 
tapahtumat kuten kuivuus tai muut akuuttia elintarvikepulaa aiheuttavat luonnonkatastrofit. 
Mikali naihin vaikutuksiin ei puututa tehokkaasti, ne voivat johtaa nalanhataan tai 
yhteiskunnallisiin levottomuuksiin. Ennen kaikkea Etela-Aasiassa esiintyy laajasti myos 
kroonista ruokaturvan puutetta, joka johtuu pikemminkin koyhyyteen liittyvasta tehokkaan 
kysynnan puutteesta kuin tarjontaan liittyvasta saatavuuden puutteesta. Viime vuosina 
siirtymavaiheessa olevat taloudet Keski- ja Ita-Euroopassa seka entisen Neuvostoliiton 
alueella ovat ainakin kausittain kokeneet rakenteellisen muutoksen ohella taloudellisia 
vaikeuksia, ja tilanne muistuttaa luonteeltaan niita ongelmia, joita lievittamaan annettiin 
suuren mittakaavan elintarvikeapua 1940-luvun lopun ja 1980-luvun lopun valisena aikana.

Talouden vapautuminen. 1990-luvun puolivaliin tultaessa maailman elintarvikekaupan ja 
ulkomaanvaluuttoihin liittyvan hallinnon vapautuminen on tehnyt mahdolliseksi kayttaa 
kaupallisessa elintarviketuonnissa useampia eri lahteita ja rahoitusjarjestelyita. GATT:in 
Uruguayn kierroksen ratifiointi viittaa tamansuuntaisen kehityksen jatkumiseen. Monissa 
kehittyvissa maissa on valuuttakauppa vapautunut ja rakenteellisten seka sektorikohtaisten 
sopeuttamisohjelmien puitteissa maataloussektorin markkinointi uudistunut.

Kustannusvaikutuksiltaan kokonaan huomioitu resurssi. Elmtarvikeavun kaikki 
kustannusvaikutukset otetaan nykyaan entista selkeammin huomioon, kun ne 
ylijaamavarojen sijasta joutuvat kilpailemaan talousarvioissa muiden avustukseen 
kohdennettavien varojen kanssa. Katastrofitarpeet seka WFP:n ja kansalaisjarjestqjen 
pidemman aikavalin projektien kayttotarpeet merkitsevat, etta ohjelma-apuun tehdyt 
varaukset joudutaan selkeammin perustelemaan.

Evaluaation suorituksesta

Tutkimusaineisto. Arviointiin valittiin kaksitoista maata heijastamaan vastaanottajamaiden 
hyvin erilaisia olosuhteita suhteessa vastaanotetun avun suuruuteen, riippuvuuteen 
elintarviketuonnista, kehitystasoon seka alueelliseen tasapainoon. Tama mahdollisti 
ohjelma-avun erilaisten tavoitteiden tutkimisen. Tutkittuja maita olivat Bangladesh, Kap 
Verde, Kiina, Egypti, Etiopia, Kenia, Mali, Mauritania, Mosambik, Nicaragua, Peru ja 
Sambia. Ne kuuluivat kaikki EU:n elintarvikeapuohjelman 20 suurimman vastaanottajan 
joukkoon (11 kuului 13 ensimmaisen joukkoon), ja niiden yhteenlaskettu osuus oli noin 73 
% koko EU:n vuosina 1989-94 kehitysmaille antamasta ohjelma-avusta. Naista 
tapaustutkimuksista saadut tulokset muodostavat perustan ruokaturvaa, kustannus- 
hyotysuhdetta, vastarahastojen hallinnointia ja koordinointikysymyksia koskevalle 
analyysille.

Avun vaikuttavuus ja tehokkuus. Vaikuttavuus ja toteutuksen tehokkuus ovat tassa 
arvioinnissa rinnakkain kulkevat aiheet. Vaikniluvitus tarkoirtaa asetettujen tavoitteiden 
suhteuttamista annetun avun vaikutuksiin tai kapea-alaisemmin ilmaistujen paamaarien ja 
tavoitteiden vertaamista resursseihin. Toinen kysymys koskee tehokkuutta, jolla on kaksi 
puolta: muuttuvatko aikomukset tarkoituksenmukaisiksi toimenpiteiksi ja onko tama 
tehokasta kehitysvarojen kayttoa.



EU:n elintarvike-apu

Muuttuvat poliittiset tavoitteet. Komission ja jasenvaltioiden elintarvikeapupolitiikan 
tarkastelu osoittaa, etta painopiste on siirtynyt. Ennen keskityttiin tuotannon tehostamiseen. 
Nykyisin painopisteena on ruokaturvan edistaminen seka rakennesopeutuksen tukeminen ja 
siihen liirtyvien negatiivisten sosiaalisten seurausten lieventaminen. Yhdistetty katastrofi 
apu seka ruokaturvan tavoitteita palveleva elintarvikeapu on lisaantynyt. Tama arviointi 
keskittyi siksi tarkastelemaan ohjelma-avun vaikutuksia nopean poliittisen muutoksen 
aikakaudella.

EU:n kasvava rooli elintarvikeavun antajana. 1960-luvun lopulta lahtien EU:n 
elintarvikeapu on kasvanut asteittain seka absoluuttisesti etta koko maailman 
elintarvikeavun osuudella mitattuna. EU vastaa talla hetkella noin kolmanneksesta Food 
Aid Conventionin mukaisista maailman yhteenlasketuista minimimaksuista. Vuosina 1989- 
94 EU kokonaisuutena ylitti vuotuiset FAC -velvoitteensa yli 100 %:lla. Koska eraat muut 
antajamaat ovat leikanneet budjettejaan elintarvikeavun osalta, EU:n osuus maailman 
kokonaiselintarvikeavusta saattaa viela tastakin nousta. 1980-luvun lopulta EU:n osuus on 
kasvanut noin viidenneksesta kolmannekseen (Kuva 1).

KuvalL^.U T «* i

EU:n vilja-apu 1970/71-1994/95 prosentteina maailman vilja-avusta.
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Komission avun merkitys kasvaa. EU:n kokonaisuudessa Komission organisoimat yhteison 
toimintaohjelmat ovat maarallisesti lisaantyneet 1970-luvun alun viidenneksesta yli kahteen 
kolmasosaan vuosien 1989 ja 1994 valilla. Yhteison toimintaohjelmat nayttavat 
suuntautuvan lahinna katastrofeihin vastaamiseen ja uudenlaisten elintarvikealoitteiden 
perustamiseen, esimerkkina siirtymavaiheen talouksissa alkuunpannut ohjelmat.

Elintarvikeavun kustannukset. Elintarvikeavun osuus kaikista EU:n virallisista 
kehitysapukustannuksista on laskenut noin 5 %:iin, mika johtuu osittain joidenkin 
antajamaiden toimittaman elintarvikeavun vahenemisesta ja osittain siita, etta raha-apu on 
kasvanut nopeammin kuin elintarvike-apu. Tama arviointi viittaa siihen etta EU:n 
elintarvikeapuun liittyvia kustannuksia on saatettu aliarvioida kolmanneksella vuosina 1991 
ja 1992. Elintarvikeapu nahdaan yha enemman muiden avustusmuotojen kanssa 
budjettivaroista kilpailevana toimintana ja sita pidetaan entista vahemman erillisena 
maatalousministerib'iden valineena vapautua ylijaamista (Taulukko 1).

Ohjelma-avun merkitys vahenee. Ohjelma-avun osuus koko maailman seka EU:n 
elintarvike-avusta on vahentynyt. Ohjelma-apu on kuitenkin tarkein Ita- ja Keski-Euroopan 
siirtymavaihetalouksien vastaanottama elintarvikeavun muoto (Kuva 2).

Kuva2
EU:n elintarvikeapu kehitysmaihin seka siirtymavaihetalouksiin eriteltyna eri
aputyyppeihin .
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Taulukko 1
EU:n yhteison toimintaohjelmien ja jasenvaltioiden kansallisten toimintaohjelmien
piiriin kuuluva vilja-apu ja sen kustannukset

Antajataho

Yhteison
toimintaohjelma
Jasenvaltiot b)
joista:
Belgia
Tanska
Ranska
Saksa
Kreikka
Irlanti
Italia
Luxemburg
Alankomaat
Portugal
Espanja
Yhdistyneet
kuningaskunnat
EU yhteensa
Uudet jasenet:
Itavalta
Ruotsi
Suomi
EU yhteensa (15)

Huom: a)
b)

Vilja-apu
vuosikeskiarvo

b)
1989-1994

(lOOOtonnia)

2.330

1.068

c) 38
31

213
268

c) 2
5

153
1

143
-)

31
180

3.398

21
154
36

Kalenterivu 
Kansalliset

Osuus koko
EU:n vilja-

avusta
1989-1994

(%)

68,6

31,4

1,1
0,9
6,3
7,8

d) -
0,1
4,5

-
4,2

d) -
0,9
5,3

100,0

osittaiset lahetykset 
toimintaohjelmat, j<

Kustannukset Osuus koko
vuosikeskiarvo EU:n

1991-1992 kustannuksista
(miljoona

ECUa)

742,3

529,6

10,35
36,8
42,7

135,1
0,5
et)

88,35
1

112,5
7,3
44

50,9

1.271,8

7,2
42,2
38,1

1358,6

, riisi muutettu vehna<
oihin ei sisally yhteisc

1991-1992
(%)

58,4

41,6

0,8
2,9
3,4

10,6
d) -

-
7,0
0,1
8,9
0,6
3,5
4,0

100,0

;kviv. 
m

toimintaohjelmalle maksetut varat
c)
d)
et)

WFP:lle mahdollisesti epataydellisina annetut tiedot
Alle 0,1 %
Tietoa ei saatavissa. Ei sisally EU:n yhteissummaan

Lahde: Clay,E.,Dhiri,S. & Benson,C. Joint Evaluation of European Union Programme 
Food Aid. Synthesis Report. July 1996. Overseas Development Institute. 
Taulukot2.1. ja2.3.



Hyodykkeet. Vilja ja erityisesti vehna ovat yha maaraavammassa asemassa koko EU:n 
elintarvikeavussa ja etenkin Yhteison toimintaohjelmassa. Lisaksi on tapahtunut muutosta 
karkeampien viljalajien, erityisesti maissin suuntaan, koska EU-markkinoiden piirissa 
alkuperaa koskevat saannokset ovat holtyneet ja kehitysmaista hankittujen hyodykkeiden 
maara on vastaavasti lisaantynyt. Yhteison toimintaohjelmasta on tullut monipuolisempi, 
mutta maitotuotteiden osuus on vahentynyt; 1980-luvun alkuun asti niiden osuus 
kustannuksista oli maaraava. Vastaavasti kasvioljyjen ja kehitysmaista hankittavien 
palkokasvien osuus on kasvanut. Tassa on tapahtunut selkea muutos maatalouden 
ylituotannon dumppauksesta kohti kasitysta, etta elintarvikeapu on arvokas ja rajallinen 
resurssi.

Hankinnat kehitysmaista. Kehitysmaista tehtavat ostot ovat jatkuvasti kasvaneet. Ne 
tapahtuvat joko vastaanottajamaassa tehtavina paikallisostoina tai kolmikantaostoina 
kolmansista, saman maantieteellisen alueen maista. Noin 19 % yhteison toimintaohjelman 
piiriin kuuluvien ja noin 29 % jasenvaltioiden ostoista vuosina 1992-1994 on tehty 
kehitysmaissa ja niilla on ollut erityisen suuri merkitys eraiden jasenvaltioiden ohjelmissa.

Arvioinnin tulokset

Elintarvikeavun vaikutukset - ruokaturva

Epavarmat ja vaatimattomat vaikutukset. EU:n ohjelmiin perustuvan elintarvikeavun 
epavarma vaikutus ruokaturvaan tulee korostetusti esiin kaikissa suoritetuissa 
tapaustutkimuksissa. Tama on osittain seurausta useimmille vastaanottajamaille 
suunnattujen varojen vaatimattomasta tasosta, mutta se heijastelee myos sita tosiseikkaa, etta 
kansallisen tai kotitaloustason ruokaturva El ole ollut (ainakaan viime aikoihin asti) avun 
painopisteena. Tavoitteiden moninaisuus on myos joskus johtanut niista tinkimiseen ja 
joissain tapauksissa hajanaisuuteen. Ohjelma-apu on suhteellisesti tehokkaammin pystynyt 
tukemaan kansallistason ruokaturvaa osana laajempaa taydentavien toimintaohjelmien 
valikoimaa, johon on kuulunut hataapuna ja projektiluontoisesti annettu elintarvikeapu seka 
taloudellinen apu akuutin elintarvikepulan kohdatessa. Toinen tilanne, jossa sen merkitys on 
ollut ilmeinen - nimittain kun vakava krooninen ruokaturvan puute on yhdistynyt 
kauppatasevaikeuksiin, mika on estanyt maita kattamasta vahimmaiskulutustarpeitaan 
tuonnilla - on nyttemmin harvinaisempi. Konfliktitilanteita lukuunottamatta valittoman 
nalanhadan vaara on poistunut useimmista kehitysmaista, kuten tapaustutkimuksetkin 
osoittavat.

Kansallinen ruokaturva. EU:n antajavaltioiden yhteenlasketun elintarvikeavun tai 
ohjelma-avun maaralla ei ole laheista yhteytta maiden esittamiin avunantokriteereihin, joita 
ovat esimerkiksi elintarvikkeiden saatavuus tai maksutasetilanne yksittaisissa 
vastaanottajamaissa. Sen sijaan ohjelma-apua on kohdennettu epatarkasti joihinkin 
elintarvikkeiden tuonnista riippuvaisempiin matalan tulotason maihin. Lukuunottamatta 
joitain erittain tarkeina pidettyja maita, EU:n ohjelma-avun osuus kotimaisesta 
elintarvikkeiden saatavuudesta on ollut haviavan pieni.

Ohimeneva ruokaturvan puute. EU:n antajavaltiot ovat myontaneet ohjelma-apua 
ratkaisemaan elintarvikkeiden saatavuudessa ilmenneita lyhytaikaisia ongelmia, mutta vain 
muutamille. eritvisesti vahiten kehittvneille katastroflen ja konfliktien koettelemille maille.
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Kun otetaan myos muut avun antajat huomioon, apu on ollut suuruudeltaan riittavaa. 
Elintarvikeapua ei kuitenkaan usein ole pystytty iariestamaan tehokkaasti hitaan toteutuksen, 
sopimattoman hvodykevalikoiman ja koordinaation puutteen takia. Suora rahoitus 
vastaanottajamaan itse iarjestamalle tuonnille tai kolmikantakaupalle on ollut usein seka 
vaikuttavampaa ja tehokkaampaa kuin elintarvike-apu.

Poliittinen yhteys - sopeuttaminen, sektorikohtainen uudelleenjarjestely ja koyhyyden 
lievittaminen. Vaikka lahes kaikissa vastaanottajamaissa on meneillaan elintarvikealan 
markkinoiden ja kaupan rakenteellinen sopeuttamis- ja vapauttamisprosessi, ohjelmiin 
perustuvat elintarvikeapusopimukset ovat harvoin nimenomaisesti sidottuja julkisen 
varainkayton reformiin tai alakohtaisiin uudistuksiin, sosiaalipolitiikka mukaanlukien.

Tuonnin korvaaminen tai lisaelintarvikkeet. 1990-luvun puolivaliin asti ohjelma-avun 
ensisijaisena tavoitteena on ollut tukea maksutasetta, etenkin keskitulotasoisten 
vastaanottajamaiden kohdalla. Toteutukseen liittvvat ongelmat ovat kuitenkin usein 
pienentaneet valuuttasaastoja ja tuonti on kasvanut aiotusta.

Vaikutus maatalouteen. On ollut tavallista, etta elintarvikkeiden tuonnilla ja siihen 
mukaanluettavalla ohjelma-avulla on ollut vahaista ja Ivhvtaikaista kielteista tai ei- 
myonteista vaikutusta paikalliseen tuotantoon. Kielteisia vaikutuksia on ollut 
todennakoisemmin kriisitilanteissa, ja jalkikateen nahtyna ne ovat johtuneet liiallisista 
apulupauksista. Lupausten ja toimitusten viivastymiset, jotka olisivat olleet valtettavissa, ja 
niiden seurauksena myohastyneet toimitukset ovat saattaneet sotkea markkinoita.

Vastarahastojen makroekonomiset ja kehitykseen liittyvat vaikutukset

Maatalous- ja elintarvikestrategioiden tukeminen. Tavoite kayttaa elintarvikeapua ja 
erityisesti vastarahastoja maatalouden kehittamisen tai elintarvikestrategioiden tukena on 
jaanyt suurelta osin saavuttamatta seuraavista syista:

  useimmilla vastaanottajamailla ei ole johdonmukaista ruokaturvapolitiikkaa, joka 
pystyisi tarjoamaan tehokkaat puitteet naiden resurssien tehokkaalle kaytolle,

  vastarahastoja koskevat jarjestelyt ovat vain harvoin sallineet yksittaisten antajamaiden 
paattaa, seuraako niista lisaysta maataloussektoriin tehtaviin investointeihin;

Nayton puute - avoimuuden puute? Vastarahastojariestelyien todelliset vaikutukset 
vastaanottajahallitusten varainkayttoon ovat enimmakseen epaselvat. Niita toimintoja, 
joihin vastarahastot on tarkoitettu, ei ole juurikaan valvottu ja arvioitu. Kaytettavissa oleva 
rajallinen tieto viitaisi siihen, etta projektien tehokkuus on erittain vaihtelevaa. Kun kyse on 
ollut laajemmille ohjelmille annetusta tuesta, jota on annettu suunnitellusti nimenomaisten 
alakohtaisten tavoitteiden pohjalta (esimerkkeina Kiinan maitotuotteita koskeva 
kehitysprojekti tai Perun koyhyyden lieventamisprojekti), raportointi ja arviointi on 
nayttanyt olevan perinpohjaisempaa.



Kotitalouksien ruokaturva

Kulutus- ja ravitsemusvaikutukset. Valittomat kulutusvaikutukset ovat seurausta siita 
politiikasta, jota elintarvikeavulla tuetaan. Useimmissa tapauksissa naihin kuuluu edelleen 
jonkinmuotoinen kuluttajille tai elintarvikkeiden jalostajille suunnattu hintatuki, johon usein 
liittyy lisaantynyt kokonaiskulutus. Tukipolitiikan tulonjakovaikutukset ovat kuitenkin 
tavallisesti regressiivisia, koska ne suosivat kaupungissa asuvaa keskiluokkaa ja julkisen 
hallinnon palveluksessa olevia ryhmia. Hyodykevalikoiman laajeneminen voi myos lisata 
tuontielintarvikkeiden kulutusta.

Riskialttiiden ryhmien ravitsemustaso. On olemassa vain vahan nayttoa siita, etta 
elintarvikeavulla yleisesti tai ohjelma-avulla erityisesti olisi mitaan voimakasta myonteista 
vaikutusta. Useimmiten melko vaatimattomia kotitalouksien ruokaturvaan kohdistuneita 
myonteisia vaikutuksia rajoittaa niiden pieni mittakaava ja kohdistamattomien 
tukitoimenpiteiden vaikutusten yleinen luonne. Riskialttiiden ryhmien ravitsemustason 
maarittelyyn vaikuttavat moninaiset tekijat vaikeuttavat myos tieteellisesti tyydyttavien 
selitysten loytamista kotitalouksien ruokaturvan vaatimattomien parannusten vaikutuksesta 
ravitsemustasoon. Seka tapaustutkimusten etta aiemman tutkimuksen perusteella 
elintarviketuonnin, elintarvikeavun ja ravitsemustilanteen suhteista vedetyt johtopaatokset 
ovat enimmakseen ei-kielteisia.

Elintarvikeavun tehokkuus

Tarjousmenettelyita koskevat rajoitukset seka elintarvikeapuhyodykkeiden hankinnassa 
etta niiden kuljetuksessa pienentavat tutkimusten mukaan kustannus-hyoty -suhdetta 
nostaessaan avunantajalle koituvia kustannuksia. EU:n piirissa ollaan kuitenkin luopumassa 
tarjousmenettelyrajoituksista ja elintarvikeapuhyodykkeiden sitomisesta EU:n omiin 
lahteisiin, joskin suurin osa ohjelma-avusta vielakin tulee EU-lahteista.

Toimitusten oikea ajoitus. Suuri osa ohjelma-avusta on myohassa ja sen toimitusajat eivat 
ole ennakoitavissa. Useimmissa vastaanottajamaissa tama ei ole aiheuttanut suurempia 
tarjontaan liittyvia hallinnollisia ongelmia, koska EU:n ohjelma-apu on ollut marginaalista 
verrattuna koko viljatuotteiden tarjontaan, kulutukseen ja tuontiin. Vaaraan aikaan tulevat ja 
ennakoimattomat toimitukset ovat kuitenkin ongelma elintarvikeavusta riippuvaisissa 
maissa, joilla on huonot mahdollisuudet korvata odotettavissa olevia 
elintarvikeapulahetyksia kaupallisella tuonnilla: viive lupauksen antamisesta 
elintarvikeavun toimittamiseen on joskus ollut jopa kaksi vuotta. Tasta on seurannut 
ongelmia kaupallisen tuonnin ajoirtamisessa eraissa maissa, joista tunnetuin tapaus on Kap 
Verde.

Vastarahastojen perustaminen. Usein rahastojen perustaminen on myohastynyt, eivatka 
ne ole vastanneet antajamaiden vaatimuksia. Viivytykset heijastelevat monia tekijoita, esim. 
hallinnon heikkous, hyodykkeiden myynnin viivastyminen, meneillaan olevat 
markkinauudistukset tai rahoitukselliset uudelleenjarjestelyt seka taloudellinen ja 
institutionaalinen epavakaus. Lisaksi vastarahastosopimuksen noudattaminen ei valttamatta 
ole vastaanottajahallituksen mielesta tarkeaa. Toimenpiteisiin on ryhdytty etenkin 
Komissiossa naiden ongelmien vahentamiseksi.
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Valvonta- ja raportointivaatimukset. Vastaanottajamaiden virastot eivat usein pysty 
tavttamaan antajamaiden vaatimuksia. Menettelytavoissa on huomattavaa vaihtelua seka 
raportointitiheyden etta edellytetyn tiedon suhteen. Tama yhdenmukaisuuden puute 
aiheuttaa vastaanottajamaan julkisille laitoksille huomattavaa hallinnollista painetta. Jotkut 
antajatahot, etenkin Komissio, ovat yha painokkaammin korostaneet riittavien raportointi- ja 
valvontamenettelyiden tarkeytta, mutta samanaikaisesti ne ovat painottaneet sita, etta 
avoimuutta tulee edistaa yksinkertaisemmin ja standardoiduin menetelmin. 
Vastaanottajavaltioiden julkishallinnon heikkous ja antajavaltioiden lahetystojen rajallinen 
kapasiteetti ovat realiteetteja, jotka tulee ottaa huomioon antajamaiden maaritellessa 
vaatimuksiaan vastarahastojen hallinnosta.

Antajamaiden tehokkuus. Antajamaiden virastojen ja yksittaisten antajien toimien 
taloudellisessa tehokkuudessa tai tarjonnan kustannus-hyotysuhteessa on suurta vaihtelua, 
mika puolestaan heijastelee hankintaan, hyodykeisiin ja kohteisiin liittyvia tapoja (taulukko 
2). Yhteison toimintaohjelmat ovat keskimaarin suhteellisesti tuottavampia kuin 
jasenvaltioiden toimintaohjelmat, mutta jalkimmaisten keskiarvoon sisaltyy laajempi 
valikoima suoritteita ja joissain tapauksissa vain muutamia ohjelmia. Jasenvaltioiden 
elintarvikeapuohjelmien kustannukset olivat keskimaarin 70 % korkeammat kuin 
vastaanottajamaan vaihtoehtoinen oma kaupallinen tuonti joka olisi rahoitettu 
kehitysapuvaroin. Rahoitusapu on siten hyodykeapua suositeltavampaa.

Taulukko 2
Tarjonnan kustannus-hyoty -suhde: EU:n ohjelmapu 12 maassa hyodykkeiden ja
antajatahon mukaan jaoteltuina, 1989-1994

Hyodyke Toimitusten Analyysissa mukana olevat
tehokkuusluku a) (%) toimitukset b) (%)

Viljatuotteet
Vehna
Vehnajauho
Maissi
Riisi

126
177
127
150

93
91
89
71

Muut kuin viljatuotteet
Rasvaton maitojauhe
Kasvioljy
Voioljy
Sokeri
Pavut

Yhteison toimintaohjelma
Jasenvaltiot

97
102
100
260

85

110
171

100
94
96
12
11

92
82

Huom: a) Antajamaalle koituneiden kustannusten ja
vaihtoehtoisen kaupallisen tuonnin suhde (%)

b) Tutkitut lahetykset %:na kokonaistonnimaarasta. 1989-94 
Lahde: Kts. Taulukko 1, Taulukot 7.1. ja 7.2.
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Naiden tulosten perusteella nayttaa silta, etta voitaisiin saada aikaan merkittavaa saastoa 
tai enemman elintarvikeapua voitaisiin kuljettaa samalla maaralla varoja, mikali 
toimituslahteen ja hyodykkeiden valinta voisi olla joustavampaa tai mikali 
jonkinmuotoista tuontitukea voitaisiin antaa elintarvikeavun sijasta. Eraat antajamaat 
pitavat kuitenkin elintarvikeapua erillisena ja taydentavana avustusmuotona, joka ei ole 
vaihtoehtoinen muiden valineiden kanssa.

Tehottomuus vastarahastojen tuotoissa. Elintarvikeavun kaytto paikallisen valuutan 
tukemistarkoituksessa, olipa kyse yleisesta kehitysbudjetin tai suppeammasta ruokaturvan 
tukemisesta, on aiheuttanut korkeita toimenpidekustannuksia. Perustettujen vasta- 
arvorahastojen arvo on ollut keskimaarin 23 % alhaisempi kuin EU:n antajatahoille 
koituneet kustannukset (Taulukko 3). Siten vastaava rahamaara menetetaan jo 
elintarvikeavun myyntivaiheessa. Korkeat toimenpidekustannukset ovat tavallisesti 
aiheutuneet monien tekijoiden yhdistelmasta esim.:
  hyodykkeiden toimitukseen liittyva tehottomuus;
  hyodykkeiden alhainen myyntihinta;
  viivytykset hyodykkeiden myynnissa; ja
  korkeat maan sisaisen jakelun kustannukset.

Taulukko 3
Vastarahastojen muodostustehokkuus: EU:n ohjema-apu tapaustutkimusmaihin, 1989-
94.

Tutkitut maat Vasta-rahastoinnin Analyysissa mukana olevat
tehokkuusluku a), (%) toimitukset b),(%)

Bangladesh
Kenia
Etiopia
Kap Verde
Mosambik
Nicaragua
China
Mali
Sambia
Peru
Mauritania

99
95
92
72
64 0
61
59
57
55
45
19

99
67
48
75
-
67
57
65
87
93
64

Yhteensa, 11 tutkittua maata d> 77 86

Yhteison toimintaohjelma d> 78 85 
Jasenvaitiot d> 75 86

Huom: a) Vastarahastojen arvo jaettuna antajainaiden kustannuksilla (keskiarvot), %
b) Tutkitut laherykset %:na kokonaistonnimaarasta, 1989-94
c) Ar\'ioitu keskiarvo, vain ne lahetykset, joissa vastarahasto muodostettu
d) Keskiarvo, Mosambik ei mukana koska luotettavia tietoja ei saatu

Lahde: Kts. Taulukko 1, Taulukko 7.5.
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Suositukset:

Onko elintarvikkeiden ohjelma-apu EU:lle soveltuva avustusmekanismi?

EU;N elintarvikeavun kokonaisarvo on ollut 4500 miljoonaa ecua ja avun vaikutukset 
vastaanottajamaissa ovat taman tutkimuksen perusteella usein olleet epaselvat. Vaikka 
otetaan huomioon se, etta elintarvikeavun vaikutusten mittaamiseen liittyy 
menetelmaongelmia, joiden vuoksi kaikki positiiviset ja negatiiviset vaikutukset eivat tule 
esiin, voidaan kasilla olevan mittavan tutkimuksen perusteella kuitenkin vetaa selkeita 
johtopaatoksia paatoksenteon perustaksi.

Tehokkuudeltaan vaatimaton tulos yhdistettyna kaytannollisiin vaikeuksiin ja 
korkeisiin toimenpidekustannuksiin ovat vakavasti kyseenalaistaneet ohjelma-avun 
hyodyllisyyden avustusmekanismina. Tutkimuksen paaasiallinen avustuspolitiikkaa 
koskeva paatelma on se, etta EU:n ja jasenvaltioiden tulisi joko lopettaa avustuksen 
antaminen ohjelma-avun muodossa tai muuttaa kaytossa olevia menettelytapoja 
radikaalisti tehokkuuden lisaamiseksi ja kustannusten saattamiseksi hyvaksyttavalle 
tasolle. Komissio on jo kaynnistanyt elintarvikeapunsa uudelleenjarjestelyn tehostaakseen 
sita ruokaturvaa tukevana valineena. Monet jasenmaista, kuten myos useat muut suuret 
avunantajatahot, ovat reagoineet muuttuviin olosuhteisiin ja ohjelma-avusta saatuihin 
ristiriitaisiin kokemuksiin antamalla suhteellisesti enemman painoarvoa katastrofiavulle ja 
kohdennetulle projektiavulle. Toinen tarkeista politiikkaan liittyvista paatelmista on se, etta 
useimmissa tapauksissa rahoitusapu on hyddykeapua suositeltavampaa, olipa se 
ruokaturvaa tukevaa maksutaseeseen kohdistuvaa tai sektorikohtaisesti kohdennettua 
budjettipohjaista apua.

Ohjelmiin perustuva, projektikohtainen vai katastrofitilanteissa annettava 
elintarvikeapu. Tutkimuksen painopisteena on ollut tarkastella ohjelma-avun suhteellista 
tehokkuutta verrattuna rahoitukselliseen apuun eika niinkaan eri avustusmuotojen 
suhteellisia etuja. Taman arvioinnin perusteella nayttaa silta, etta suhteellisen pienta 
elintarvikeapua antavien jasenmaiden tulisi tarkkaan harkita, onko ohjelma-apu 
tehokas avustusmuoto.

Ohjelma-avun jakaminen

Ohjelma-apua jatkossakin antaville tahoille on ensisijaisen tarkeaa kohdentaa rajalliset 
resurssit pieneen joukkoon vakavasta elintarvikevajeesta karsivia matalan tulotason 
maita, joilla on joko vakavia lyhytaikaisia akuutteja tai pitempiaikaisia kroonisia 
ruokaturva- ja koyhyysongelmia. Tutkimustulokset viittaavat siihen, etta pienella 
kertaluontoisella avulla ei todennakoisesti ole kovinkaan suurta vaikutusta eika se ole 
tehokas resurssien siirtotapa. Ainoan mahdollisen poikkeuksen muodostavat tilanteet, joissa 
yksittaisen apua antavan tahon toimenpiteet ovat osa hyvin koordinoitua, tietty>'n 
kriisitilanteeseen suunnattua kollektiivista toimintaa.

Parempi vastuunjako? Radikaalimpi vaihtoehto olisi harkita sita, mita etuja olisi 
ruokaturvan tukemiseen tahtaavan, ohjelma-avun jattamisesta suurelta osin yhteison 
toimintaohjelman varaan. Samalla jasenvaltiot voisivat antaa taydentavaa rahoitusapua ja 
rajoittaa oman elintarvikeapupanoksensa katastrofitilanteisiin seka tukea YK:n ja 
kansalaisjarjestojen projekteja, jotka kohdistuvat elintarvikepulasta erittain raskaasti
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karsiviin ryhmiin. Tuontitukea tarvitsevien ja elintarvikeapua paljon saavien maiden osalta 
olisi hyodyllista tutkia systemaattisesti elintarvikeavun asteittaisia korvaamismahdollisuuk- 
sia muulla rahoituksella etenkin talouden vapautumisohjelmien yhteydessa.

Yhdistaminen muihin valineisiin Ohjelma-avun yhdistaminen muuhun kehitysapuun
on vaihtoehtoinen tapa liittaa tuontituki ja paikallisvaluuttamaaraiset rahastot taydentavaan 
projektipohjaisen apuun. Toimien tulee kuitenkin olla tehokas tapa antaa maksutasetukea 
tai vasta-arvoa luovaa budjettitukea.

Krooniseen ruokaturvan puutteeseen ja rakenteelliseen koyhyyteen vastaaminen EU:n 
Komission ja jasenvaltioiden antaman ohjelma-avun tulisi olla olennainen osa yleista 
kehitysapua. Sen tulisi tukea vastaanottajamaiden pyrkimyksia saavuttaa seka kotitalouksia 
etta kansallista ruokaturvaa koskevat tavoitteensa ja parantaa vaeston ravitsemustilannetta. 
Ellei selkeita ruokaturvatavoitteita ole, ohjelma-avun antaminen taloudellisen 
vapautumisen puitteissa annettavan yleisemman tuontituen sijasta ei tunnu 
perustellulta.

Ensisijaiset vastaanottajat. Ohjelma-avun antamisessa tulisi ensisijaisesti suosia maita, 
joilla on selvia ruokaturvaan liittyvia ongelmia, joissa on rakenteellista elintarvikevajetta ja 
joiden per capita -tulotaso tai muut kehitysmittarit tekevat niista ensisijaiskohteita. FAO:n 
luettelo 31:sta matalan tulotason ja vakavan elintarvikevajeen maista saattaisi olla 
hyodyllinen lahtokohta laadittaessa listaa eniten apua tarvitsevista maista. EU:n 
yhteisotoimintaohjelman vastaanottajamaita on ollut 106 ja jasenmaiden elintarvikeapua on 
saanut 111 maata vuosina 1989-1994, mika viittaa siihen, ettei resursseja ole onnistuttu 
kohdentamaan tehokkaasti.

Tehokkuus: vastaanottajamaiden tilanne

Ohimeneva" ruokaturvan puute. Vastaanottajamaan tilanteen selkea arviointi on 
aarimmaisen tarkeaa, jotta ruokaturvan ongelmiin voidaan kunnolla puuttua. Kun kyseessa 
on kriisitilanne, seka avustusmekanismin, (taloudellinen tuontituki, ohjelmiin perustuva 
elintarvikeapu tai katastrofiapu), etta kanavan, (joko hallituksen kautta suoraan tai 
valillisesti YK:n tai kansalaisjarjestojen kautta) valinnan tulisi perustua kyseisen maan tai 
alueen omien kykyjen nopeaan mutta systemaattiseen analyysiin. Se, etta vuosien 1991 
ja 1992 kuivuuden seurauksena Sambian ja Zimbabwen omien hallitusten jarjestama 
kaupallinen tuonti oli jo alkanut saapua naihin maihin, kun EU vasta sai aikaan lopulliset 
paatoksensa ohjelma-ja hataelintarvikeavusta, kuvaa haasteen suuruutta.

Krooninen ruokaturvan puute. Johdonmukaista kansallista elintarvikestrategiaa 
pidetaan valttamattomana edellytyksena kroonisessa ruokaturvan puutteessa 
annettavan ohjelma-avun tehokkuudelle. Tallaisen strategian puute havaittiin puolestaan 
seka epatvydyttavien vaikutusten etta apuun liittyvan kaytannollisen tehottomuuden svyksi. 
On selvaa, etta tarvitaan strategiaa, joka perustuu realistiseen kuvaan sen muutoksen 
laajudesta ja nopeudesta, joka tahtaa liberaalimpaan valuutta- ja sektorikohtaiseen 
markkinointipolitiikkaan.

Maakohtaiset strategiat. Kaikki tapaustutkimukset painottavat sita, etta vaikutukset seka 
kansalliseen etta kotitalouksien ruokaturvaan ovat suuressa maarin maakohtaisia. On 
tarpeen valttaa liian yksinkertaistavia oletuksia sopivimmista strategioista ja hyodykkeista.
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Tulisi myos nahda, etta vastaanottajamaiden hallitukset ja virastot ovat saattaneet tottua 
kayttamaan hyodykseen sita, mita sattuu olemaan saatavilla. Kulutuksen ja hyodykkeiden 
antamisesta seuraavien tulonjakovaikutusten huolellinen arvioiminen on siis avun 
antajatahon velvollisuus.

Ruokaturvan tietojarjestelma. Olisi erittain tarkeaa vahvistaa elintarveturvan 
tietojarjestelmaa, johon on keratty markkinoita, varastoja ja tuotantoa koskevia tietoja, 
ennakkovaroituksia riskialttiista alueista seka vasta-arvorahastoja koskevia valvontatietoja.

Tehokkuuden lisaaminen

Liikkeellelahtomekanismit. Arvioinnissa esiintulleet erittain vaihtelevantasoiset toiminnan 
tulokset osoittavat, etta antajatahojen on valttamatonta tutkia tarkasti hankinta- ja 
toimituskaytantojensa tehokkuutta. On harkittava, olisiko tuottavuusanalyysin oltava aina 
osa ohjelma-avun alkuarviointia. Tahan voisi kuulua vaihtoehtoisten resurssiensiirtomuoto- 
jen odotettavissa olevien kustannusten vertaaminen. Mahdollisia vaihtoehtoja ovat 
elintarvikkeet hyodykeapuna, kaupallisen elintarviketuonnin rahoitus tai yleisempi 
tuontituki. Kun harkitaan budjettitukea, alkuarviointiin tulisi kuulua niiden jarjestelyiden 
tehokkuuden tutkiminen, joiden tarkoituksena on tuottaa paikallisvaluuttaa hyodykkeiden 
myynnilla.

Toimitustapa. Kolmikantakauppaa ja yksityissektorin jarjestaman kaupallisen 
elintarviketuonnin taloudellista tukemista tulisi automaattisesti harkita vaihtoehtoina 
kaikissa ohjelma-aputoimissa seka suorassa avustustoiminnassa. Jotkut vastaanottavien 
maiden virastot nayttavat pystyvan jarjestamaan tuonnin maiden paikalliset 
erityisvaatimukset tayttaen ja kustannus-hyoty -suhteeltaan edullisemmin kuin useimmat 
antajamaiden virastot.

Sopimusten tekeminen ja kaytannon hallinto. Kaikkeen ohjelma-apuun eika vain 
yksittaisiin avustustoimiin liittyva hallinto, hankinta, toimitus ja valvonta tulisi antaa 
sellaisten elinten tehtavaksi, jotka eivat ole vastuussa EU:n sisaisten markkinoiden 
hallinnosta.

Toiminnallinen tehokkuus ja avustussopimukset. Arvioinnin tulokset viittaavat siihen, 
etta on tarpeen suunnitella ja tehda elintarvikeapua koskevat sopimukset huolellisesti ja 
taydellisesti ennen hyodykkeiden saapumista. Tama vahentaisi mahdollisia hallinnollisia 
vaikeuksia ja toimintaan liittyvia ongelmia hyodykkeiden saavuttua. Sopimuksen tulisi 
kattaa kaikki seikat, jotka liittyvat aiotun hankkeen onnistuneeseen hankintaan, toimitukseen 
(seisonta-aika, purkukustannukset ym. vastuukysymykset mukaanlukien) ja markkinoille 
laskemiseen seka vasta-arvorahastojen perustamiseen, hallinnointiin ja kayttoon.

Tietojen vaihdon vahvistaminen. Vaikka kaikki antajatahot ovat virallisesti sitoutuneet 
yhteistyohon, evaluaation kokemukset seka tapaustutkimusten tulokset painottavat 
yhteistyon heikkoutta. Tietojen vaihto saannollisesti, systemaattisesti ja riittavan 
perusteellisesti on valttamatonta kaikkien elintarvikeapua antavien tahojen valilla.
Tapaustutkimukset osoittavat olevan tarkeaa, etta antajatahot sopivat vastaanottajamaan 
hallituksen ja sen asianomaisten virastojen kanssa yhteisista maakohtaisista, 
paikallisolosuhteet huomioon ottavista menettelytavoista.
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