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QUESTION nr 1

Name of Parliamentarian: Horst Schnellhardt
Subject: Funding of very small development projects:

Question text:
By making use of its development funds the European Commission is financing many 
projects in the ACP countries. Frequent questions from development aid workers 
emphasise that often only large-scale projects are initiated. However, in many regions 
relatively small amounts of funds (less than EUR 10 000) could already lead to 
significant improvements.
1. Is the European Commission willing to adopt actions allowing for the funding of 
such small-scale projects?
2. Does the European Commission consider the funding of touristic hubs as a likely 
means to boost economic development in that region?

REPLY 

1.   

 In certain cases, for the benefit of civil society organisations, the Commission 
finances, and will continue to finance, small-scale projects for relatively small 
amounts. This type of funding is more often provided by budget lines and/or 
local calls for tender, and less by the European Development Fund.

 The Commission is aware of the importance of small-scale projects, 
particularly to provide support to thematic activities such as democracy and 
human rights, gender or the environment, for example.

 The Commission must, nevertheless, take into account the heavy 
administrative costs relating to the management of such micro-projects. For 
this reason, ad hoc procedures for the selection and management of these
projects are foreseen, for example re-granting, co-financing and simplified 
calls for proposal. 

2. 

 The Commission works in partnership with ACP countries that improve the 
business environment for micro, small and medium scale enterprises. 

 In its recently adopted Communication "Increasing the Impact of EU 
Development Policy: an Agenda for Change" the Commission proposes to 
concentrate, inter alia, on the enabling vectors for inclusive and sustainable 
growth and makes a specific reference to the development of agricultural, 
industrial and innovation policies

 In some ACP countries the tourist sector may play an important role to 
diversify the local economy, boost growth and create business and jobs 
opportunities for the poorer, employees and self-employees. 

 The Commission will consider assisting local governments that wish to do so, 
in particular to engage in a constructive dialogue with the private sector.
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 Any specific sector intervention has to be carefully analysed and its possible 
impact assessed to ensure that public aid has a real catalytic effect in 
unleashing the potential of a given sector and it is not crowding out existing 
companies and/or distorting the market.

QUESTION nr 2

Name of Parliamentarian: Michèle Rivasi
Subject: Land grabs vs food security

Question text:
The Land grab phenomenon is taking a very worrying trend where foreign investors 
such as China, Saudi Arabia, and Qatar as well as EU based companies acquire arable 
land in developing countries, particularly in Africa and Latin America, at the expense 
of food security for the local population. What is the EU policy in this field, to avert 
food insecurity in these countries? Has the Commission raised this issue in the 
framework of its policy dialogue with partner countries? How does the Commission 
envisage guaranteeing the right of ACP populations to have access to natural 
resources including land and water as a fundamental human right? 

REPLY 
 Secure access to land and secure land tenure and user rights are prerequisites for 

food security and higher productivity and sustainability of the agricultural sector. 
They are crucial in ensuring food security and the right to food, in particular for
women and indigenous groups. 

 The Commission shares the concerns of the Joint Parliamentary Assembly that 
these rights should not be jeopardised by large-scale investments in land. Effective 
national land policies and laws are essential, requiring governments to take 
priority action on land. 

 And so it is essential that our support at all levels strengthens secure and equitable 
access to land, in particular for vulnerable groups. 

 But investments can also provide adequate returns to the nation, such as access to 
food for people, new opportunities for out-grower involvement and off-farm 
employment for local populations, and contributions to improving local and 
national food security.

 Thus, there is consequently a strong need to support national and international 
initiatives for the definition of principles and codes of conduct on responsible 
domestic and foreign investments in farm land.  This should ensure sustainability 
of appropriate investments so as to maximise the social, economic and 
environmental benefits for countries. 

 In this regard, the Commission supports the development and application of 
appropriate land policies and international guidelines, such as the FAO Voluntary 
Guidelines on Responsible Governance of Tenure of Land, Fisheries and Forests 
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in the Context of Food Security, and principles for responsible agricultural 
investment, focusing on the protection of local communities land rights, secure 
access to land and other natural resources.

 Regarding Africa in particular, the Commission is supporting African countries in 
strengthening their own land tenure frameworks. A €9 million project is currently 
in operation to assist in the implementation of the Framework and Guidelines on 
Land Policy in Africa at national level. The Commission also contributes to 
capacity building of civil society organisations and networks in Africa with the 
aim to promote secure access to land and other resources.

 Agriculture and food security are priority areas of EU development cooperation. I 
am committed to increase our support for sustainable agriculture and food security 
in order to speed up progress towards the MDGs and reduce poverty. And I want 
to underline that where countries develop policies on agriculture, land and food 
security, the Commission will seek to advocate that these policies, and their 
implementation, address concerns over availability of and access to food and 
investments that respect human rights, livelihoods and resources. 

QUESTION 3

Name of Parliamentarian: Licia Ronzulli
Subject: Sustainable agricultural development

Question text: 
According to a report by the Worldwatch Institute, produced following visits to 25 
African countries during a one-year period, small-scale agriculture is the most 
sustainable and effective way of guaranteeing food security. 
To feed the world's population in an efficient and environmentally sustainable 
manner, it makes sense to encourage self-sufficiency and to reduce waste, rather than 
simply produce more food. 
However, most aid is distributed to farmers on a quantity basis, with little attention 
paid to quality and the impact of agricultural practices on health and the environment.
What proposals will the Commission be putting forward to encourage agricultural 
development which is increasingly eco-friendly but also respects local populations?

REPLY 

 Feeding nine billion people by 2050 represents an enormous challenge for the 
global community with regard to sustainable agriculture development. Sustainably 
catering for the food and nutrition needs of the increasing global population will 
therefore rightly remain at the top of the EU agenda. 

 Our new policy framework for development, 'An Agenda for Change',  strongly 
reflects the EU approach to do more and to do better in order to support inclusive 
and sustainable growth in developing countries, especially through support to 
agricultural value chains, food security and nutrition.
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 Constraints are becoming more and more apparent in terms of the availability of 
natural resources (notably water and land), compounded by climate change effects. 
Moreover, the costs of fossil-based energy have a significant impact on access to 
energy, including for agricultural purposes. With a swelling world population, 
agricultural production growth will have to keep up speed. But with resource 
constraints, the need for climate change mitigation and the rising costs of inputs, 
farming practices will have to become even more sustainable.

 The EU therefore places a strong focus on sustainable small-scale food production.
Such a type of production has the potential to enhance incomes and resilience for 
rural producers, make food available for consumers, and maintain or enhance
environmental quality.

 This approach to sustainable farming is promoted in the EU food security policy 
and is further underlined in the new development policy where emphasis is also on 
the supply and marketing chain and government efforts to facilitate responsible 
private investment. We will continue to push forward this approach.

 So, let me assure you that the EU is serious about investing in sustainable 
agriculture and food security to speed up progress towards the MDGs and reduce 
poverty. This is why, as the world's largest grant donor, we are leading by 
example. We are spearheading efforts to encourage donors worldwide to give 
appropriate space to food security and rural development in their development 
cooperation.

 But donors cannot impose a focus on food security from the top; it has to be a 
bottom-up process. So we need our partner countries to commit to this agenda as 
much as we do. It is them who can do the most to achieve food security in their 
countries by prioritising sustainable agriculture and food security and by delivering 
on their commitments. For example, in Africa the Commission supports 
governments in delivering on their commitments made in Maputo in 2003 to 
dedicate 10% of their national budgets to sustainable agriculture.

  I would like to make one final point: on malnutrition. Malnutrition remains a key 
concern as the first Millennium Development Goal is particularly off track. We still 
see insufficient progress in nutrition statuses and an unacceptable persistence of 
malnutrition rates. So, alongside the needed increase in agricultural production and 
food security, we must invest in adequate and balanced nutrition to avoid severe 
and irreversible consequences, in particular for pregnant women and for children 
under the age of two. So, for the Commission, nutrition is a key objective and we 
have stepped up our financial support accordingly. For example, the €1 billion 
MDG Initiative seeks to allocate about €300 million to water and sanitation efforts, 
which will have a substantial impact on under-nutrition.

QUESTION 4

Name of Parliamentarian: Michael Cashman
Subject: Support for tuberculosis vaccines from 2014 and beyond
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Question text:
New tuberculosis vaccines will play a vital role in reducing the death toll from this 
devastating communicable disease in developing countries. 
The clinical trials procedure for vaccine candidates is necessarily long and resource-
intensive. Promising vaccine candidates need support throughout their development, 
especially in late-stage trials.
With particular reference to EU development funds, can the Commission clarify what 
funding is envisaged for the development of tuberculosis vaccines from 2014 other 
than that provided through the European and Developing Countries Clinical Trials 
Partnership? Will the Commission give its assurance that promising vaccine 
candidates will be supported in late-stage trials?

REPLY 

The Commission understand the paramount importance of the access to a quality 
vaccine to effectively address the problem of this communicable disease in 
developing countries and particularly in the ones hugely affected by the HIV 
epidemic. The Commission has paid attention to TB vaccines, through support to 
different initiatives, such as a €5 million grant to the Oxford University, "Capacity 
Building and Clinical Trials of new TB vaccines in Africa". The Commission remains 
committed to supporting the development of an effective TB vaccine.

However, regarding future orientations for the EU development funds, even though 
the Commission's 2011 Communication "Increasing the impact of EU Development 
Policy: an Agenda for Change" identifies the social sectors and health as one of its 
main priorities, it cannot yet comment on the precise shape of future external action 
programmes as the preparation of the Multi-Annual Financial Framework is ongoing.

The last stages of the clinical trials are particularly expensive and so a selection of the 
most promising candidates will have to take place. It is generally admitted that it is 
extremely complex and difficult to predict in an early stage which of the competitor 
vaccines will succeed. Would the criteria to such a ranking be available and 
consensual the Commission will use it to support the most promising candidates.

QUESTION nr 5

Name of Parliamentarian:  Hans-Peter Mayer
Subject: Water shortage in the ACP countries

Question text:
Many people have too little water or only poor-quality water. This very problem was 
addressed in the Millennium Development Goals supported by the Commission, so 
the question arises of whether in the meantime there is a separate water facility that is 
independent of the general development aid.
If this is not the case: is it intended for there to be such a water facility? If this is the 
case: when and to what extent will the next tranche be paid out?
Which Commission unit is working on this water facility and taking the decisions in 
individual cases?
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How can ACP countries approach the Commission to explain their particular water 
problem and, where appropriate, obtain assistance?

REPLY 

In order to support the African, Caribbean and Pacific (ACP) countries to achieve the 
Millennium Development Goals on Water and Sanitation, in addition to the regular 
aid delivery through National Indicative Programs, in 2004, the Commission set up 
the ACP-EU Water Facility. This specific financing instrument of the Commission 
has as principal objective of providing water and basic sanitation to the poor, and to 
improve water management governance in ACP countries. 

Under the 9th European Development Fund (EDF), € 497 million were allocated to 
the first Water Facility. Most of the funds went to 175 projects selected via two Calls
for Proposals. 

An allocation of € 200 millions from the 10th European Development Fund (EDF) 
supplemented with €12 million contribution from Spain has been allocated to the 
second Water Facility. Funds went to 99 projects selected via two Calls for Proposals 
and to a new financing instrument called Pooling mechanism, launched in May 2011. 

The Pooling mechanism will enhance private sector participation, in order to 
maximise the impact of the Water Facility grants through leverage of, and blending 
with, additional resources.. The Pooling mechanism is a flexible instrument,  open to 
contributions from Member States, and can thus  support projects whose scale and 
complexity go beyond the scope of the Call for Proposal.

Considering the overall results of the two Water Facilities, the Commission estimates 
that 13,3 million people will directly benefit from access to improved water supply of 
which about 7,8 millions peoples will benefit from access to improved sanitation. In 
addition, 7 millions peoples will benefit from hygiene promotion.

An additional new Call for Proposal of € 14 millions funded from the 10th European 
Development Fund (EDF) will be launched on the 1st December. The grants will be 
for projects on "Sanitation in the poor peri-urban and urban areas in ACP countries". 
Additional funds should be added to this call from different sources.

All actions funded should respect the priorities of the water and sanitation national 
policies. This is also taking into account during the selection of projects under the 
Calls for Proposals. Projects must demonstrate how they will contribute to develop or 
implement national strategies and programmes related to water resource management 
and safe drinking water supply and sanitation services, and the extent to which the 
proposed activities fit with past, ongoing and planned (state, donor, and local 
government) activities in the geographical location of the project. Projects must 
enhance ownership and sustainability by i) including the active involvement of key 
local stakeholders/partners and/or local government in project implementation.

The Commission service in charge of managing the Water Facility is DG EuropeAid 
(DEVCO).
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The EU Delegations in the concerned countries are the relevant entity to provide 
support to all interested parties concerning national water and sanitation policies and 
programmes financed by the concerned state budget, by donors and European 
Commission. The EU Delegation is responsible for the implementation of projects in 
the concerned country. Partner countries are closely associated with the preparation 
and implementation of the overall country program.

QUESTION 6

Name of Parliamentarian: Isabelle Durant
Subject: Economic Partnership Agreements

Question text: 
Many ACP governments, trade unions, employers in ACP countries and civil society 
organisations including in Europe consider EPAs as a threat to ACP countries weak 
economy. The Commission published a proposal for a regulation to withdraw Access 
to the EU markets for 18 ACP countries. ACP countries that initialled an EPA at the 
end of 2007 were granted market access until contentious issues were fully addressed 
and a comprehensive EPA was reached. How does the Commission explain its policy, 
which puts ACP countries at disadvantageous position? How does the Commission 
reconcile the EU trade and development policies? 

REPLY 

Economic Partnership Agreements are a joint project of the ACP and the EU 
grounded in the Cotonou Agreement. They are an expression of our shared vision that 
trade and development are mutually reinforcing. EPAs are negotiated partnerships 
between the EU and ACP regions, supportive of their integration processes. EPAs 
allow the partners to address economic governance issues, access to services and the 
link with capacity-building measures. They will help promote trade, increase 
investment and foster economic sustainable development. 

Negotiations started back in 2002. By the end of 2007 – when the WTO waiver 
covering the Cotonou trading regime expired – the Commission had concluded one 
comprehensive EPA with the Caribbean region and seven interim EPAs in African 
and Pacific regions. These interim agreements covered mainly goods and were 
supposed to be replaced after further negotiations by more comprehensive regional 
deals. 

To help ACP countries and avoid that their trade flows with the EU were disrupted, 
the EU adopted the Market Access Regulation (MAR). This regulation was conceived 
as a bridging solution for ACPs, through which the EU offered advance provisional 
application of the EPA market access (and rules of origin) provisions. This was based 
on the understanding that the ACP countries would proceed to ratification of the 
agreements.  

Four years of application of this unique regime should have provided enough 
breathing space for ratifying the 2007 EPAs or negotiating successor agreements. 
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In the long run, every country must find its place either in a partnership with the EU 
or in an autonomous EU market access regime.  ACP countries have the possibility to 
avoid any impact of this measure, by either applying and ratifying existing EPAs or 
concluding ongoing negotiations and implementing the resulting agreements. The 
Commission's proposal on Market Access would give to the countries concerned 
enough time to do so, as it would not take effect before 2014.

This is neither a new policy nor a fundamental change of approach. It has always been 
a cornerstone of the Commission's strategy to put ACP-EU trade relations on a solid 
legal footing based on the respect of WTO and EU law, balance and fairness towards 
other ACP and developing countries

QUESTION 7

Name of Parliamentarian: Gabriele Zimmer
Subject:  Economic Partnership Agreements

Question text: 
The proposal to withdraw the Market Access Regulation for countries that did not 
sign Economic Partnership Agreements represents another example of policy 
incoherence of the EU. It represents an arrogant attempt to bully development 
countries into signing EPAs and so to guarantee our trade interests instead of 
respecting our development policy goals. These agreements are seen by the majority 
of the populations as contradictory to sustainable economical and democratic 
development. 
How does the Commission want to fulfil the proclaimed aim of EU development 
policy to eradicate poverty if these agreements are against the interest of the 
governments of these countries?

REPLY 

I would like to add few elements to the response already provided (no.6 by Ms 
Isaebelle Durant).

The proposed amendments of Market Access Regulation are certainly no attempt to 
bully our partners into signing Economic Partnership Agreements. The proposal 
responds to a twofold need:
1) to restore fairness between developing countries, in particular the ACP that have 
seen through EPA commitments and those that still don’t implement; 
2) to improve the legal certainty for economic operators, as the current regime is not 
sustainable. This is also the interest of our ACP partners.

However, it is up to our ACP partners to make their choice: they can create a 
sustainable long-term partnership with the EU in which free market access is ensured, 
but which also supports regional integration, strengthens economic governance and 
helps attract investment. Or they can opt out of EPAs and, if depending on eligibility, 
rely on the Generalised System of Preferences (GSP), thus still enjoying substantial 
duty reductions on many, although not all products.
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We still believe regional comprehensive agreements covering trade-related rules and 
growth factors such as services and investment are still the best way to boost 
development. But there is  of course  flexibility in negotiating according to the level 
of ambition of each region. 

These agreements allow ACP regions and countries to back up their regional 
integration commitments and lock in governance reforms, by confirming them in an 
international agreement which is regularly monitored and reviewed. This adds 
credibility to the reforms and predictability for economic operators.

Finally, the Commission proposal to amend MAR would only enter into force in 
2014, therefore providing enough time to take a decision and implement it.

QUESTION 8

Name of Parliamentarian: by Fiona Hall
Subject: EPAs and Market Access Regulation

Question text:
The Commission has recently adopted a proposal to terminate the Market Access 
Regulation for EPA countries in 2014.
Given the deadlock in negotiations, it is important to create an impetus towards the 
conclusion of agreements while recognising that negotiations are two-sided and both 
sides must be flexible.
Does the Commission intend to be accordingly flexible in its approach and respond to 
ACP concerns over too-rapid liberalisation of their markets? Will the Commission 
give assurances that this is not a 'gun to the head' to pressure ACP countries into 
ratifying imperfect EPAs, especially for those disqualified under the latest GSP 
reform?

REPLY 

Adding to my previous replies on the issue of MAR amendment (to questions by 
Isabelle Durant and Gabriele Zimmer), let me stress that the Commission had invested 
further in the EPA process to address the impasse, before taking any action on the 
market access. 

These efforts have shown some success: We are pleased to note the renewed will to 
make progress displayed by ACP regions: Central Africa, the East African 
Community (EAC) and Eastern and Southern Africa (ESA) regions have engaged in 
new rounds. West Africa and the Southern African Development Community (SADC) 
EPA Group are pushing forward with EPA talks. 

We will intensify our negotiation efforts over the next months in order to capitalise on 
the good progress made in 2011. Between now and the end of the year we will have 
meetings at least once with all EPA regions.

The EU has shown flexibility in the EPA process: long transition periods, asymmetry 
in commitments, the readiness to improve on provisions on export taxes or safeguards 
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already agreed in the interim EPAs. Obviously, we will continue to show flexibility in 
these talks, but we must ensure this actually helps us to close a deal. 

QUESTION 9

Name of Parliamentarian: Amadou Ciré Sall (Sénégal)
Subject: WTO Ministerial Conference in December 2011 and concrete results for 
LDCs

Question text: 
Time and again the European Commission has expressed a determination to ensure 
that the WTO Ministerial Conference in December 2011 delivers concrete results for 
the least developed countries. The cotton issue will clearly be an integral part of any 
package for LDCs. Apart from the 2004 cotton subsidy reform, how will the 
European Union help to achieve this objective while at the same time implementing 
the principles of a coherent development policy?

REPLY 

The European Union has always played an important role in cotton including the level 
of development aid provided and within the WTO negotiations. 

The EU has reformed its policies to support the cotton sector in 2006 abandoning 
support that distorts the markets. This reform had notable effects as the level of 
European production has been reduced to 50% representing only 1% of the world 
production. EU is a net importer of cotton.

The EU is by far the largest provider of development assistance to cotton. EU has 
mobilised significant levels of support for the implementation of the EU-Africa 
Partnership on cotton. To date the European Commission provides 52% of the 
reported assistance in grants or €127 million out of the total €180 million.

EU Member States – in particular France, Germany and the Netherlands – have added 
significant support (mixed grants and loans) and as a whole the EU has allocated €320 
million to African cotton programmes and projects since 2004 which represent 75% 
of the total allocation. €217 million has currently been disbursed. This includes 
assistance at national level in various African countries such as Benin, Burkina Faso, 
Cote d'Ivoire, Mali, Mozambique, Senegal, Togo and Zimbabwe.  About half of the 
total EU contribution is targeting the C4 countries: Benin, Burkina Faso, Mali and 
Tchad, all Least Developed Countries.

These figures do not include bilateral and regional assistance that is indirectly related 
to cotton like support to more general agricultural projects, infrastructure, trade 
facilitation, private sector development and general macro economic assistance.

Despite intensive efforts the cotton negotiations in the WTO have not produced 
satisfactory results. As part of the WTO Director General's Consultative Framework 
Mechanism on Cotton, the European Union contributes to transparency regarding 
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policies regarding cotton as well as support for the cotton industries in Developing 
Countries and Least Developed Countries.

QUESTION  10

Name of Parliamentarian: Jo Leinen
Subject: Energy Security in ACP States

Question text: 
Access to energy is a basic human right. What progress has been achieved by the 
European Union in improving the situation regarding energy security in ACP States? 
How does the Commission intend to contribute to achieving securing access to energy 
throughout the ACP States?

REPLY 

As rightly pointed out by the Honourable Member, the energy security in ACP States 
is first of all a question of giving access to modern energy services to the population. 
The main EU instrument to improve and increase the access to energy services for 
people living in rural and peri-urban areas in ACP countries is the ACP-EU Energy 
Facility. 
Projects financed under the first Energy Facility (€220m) and the first part of the 
second Energy Facility (€108m so far) will benefit to 13 million of people living in 
poor areas in ACP countries. 

According to the estimates, the remaining funds of the Energy Facility would allow 
another 10 to 12 million of people to benefitting from an improved access to energy 
services. This increased impact would be able thanks to the use of an innovative 
instrument called Pooling mechanism which allows for blending grant resources from 
the Commission with loans from European development banks.
Beyond the Energy Facility, other programmes financed by the European 
Commission or the Member States contribute to improving access to energy services 
and energy security in ACP States, particularly since the launch of the EU Energy 
Initiative for poverty eradication and sustainable development (EUEI) in 2002. 

QUESTION  11 and 12

QUESTION 11
Name of Parliamentarian: Norbert Neuser
Subject: Universal energy access

Question text: 
How will the Commission shape the future Energy Facility in the upcoming new 
financial framework? 
Will the Energy Facility remain the same or is the Commission planning to create a 
thematic programme? 
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What is the funding envisaged for the future Energy Facility in order to achieve the 
UN-target of universal energy access by 2030, especially for the poor and remote 
population? 
Finally, I would like to encourage the Commission to come out with a new 
communication on universal energy access, since the last communication on energy 
dates from 2004. 

QUESTION 12
Name of Parliamentarian: Filip Kaczmarek
Subject: Future of the ACP-EU Energy Facility

Question text:
As arguably the only financial mechanism specifically focused on delivering energy 
access at the local level in Sub Saharan Africa, the ACP EU Energy Facility (EUEF) 
has the potential to contribute to poverty reduction and sustainable development. 
How does the Commission look upon the future of the EUEF and its potential to make 
the EU a leader in the global fight against energy poverty beyond Rio + 20

REPLY 

 Energy poverty, which affects 1.4 billion people in the world – concentrated 
mainly in rural and peri-urban areas of developing countries –is widely recognized 
as a major impediment to economic development of these countries and improved 
well-being of the population. As clearly set out in the Agenda for Change, 
Energy Access is one of Commission's top priorities in development of 
African countries .

 I was recently invited by UN secretary General Ban Ki Moon to participate, in 
New York, to the High Level Working Group on Sustainable Energy for All, 
where the issue was debated. There is a consensus that giving access to energy to 
the developing population is a worthwhile objective for the international 
community. The High Level Group aims at proposing an Action Agenda to 
achieve the objective of universal access to modern energy services by 2030
while committing to doubling rate of progress in Energy efficiency and the share 
of Renewable Energy Sources in global energy mix. The Energy Facility is 
contributing to this objective. 

 The EU has mobilised a range of instruments, which work at regional and
national levels and which aim for example at building regional interconnections, 
supplying cleaner and cheaper electricity (hydro-power and solar PV), promoting 
the creation of regional electricity markets and increasing investment by the 
private sector. These instruments comprise projects under the National and 
Regional Indicative programmes, the Infrastructure Trust Fund and the Investment 
Facility managed by the European Investment Bank. 

 However, the Energy Facility is indeed the only instrument so far which is 
able to fund access projects at non-governmental and local levels.
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 The aim of the Energy Facility is to increase energy access in rural and peri-urban 
areas in Africa, the Caribbean and the Pacific countries (ACP area). It has 
financed since 2007 around 140 national and cross-border projects for about €300 
Mio and has permitted to leverage €340 Mio. As a result, about 13 Mio people 
should benefit of improved energy services.

 The projects focus mainly on the use of renewable sources and technologies
such as mini-hydropower, solar PV, bio-fuels, biogas and wind, including capacity 
building activities aimed at improving governance and framework conditions in 
the energy sector at regional, national and local levels. The EF has financed grid 
extensions especially in rural areas as well as efficient cooking stoves and micro-
finance for energy services projects.

 The possibility to continue and enlarge the - positive - action of the Energy 
Facility will depend on financial means available under the 11th EDF. A renewed 
Energy Facility could emerge within the 11th European Development Fund to be 
set up in 2013, as an outcome of the negotiations between the EU and the ACP 
Group of Countries. It is a valuable objective for me and the support of the 
European Parliament in this debate will be welcome. 


QUESTION  13

Name of Parliamentarian: Maurice Ponga
Subject: Maintaining the socio-economic development of the Pacific Islands 
(Solomon Islands and Papua New Guinea) 

Question text: 
Several years ago the EU introduced favourable tariffs and trade treatment for ACP 
countries to facilitate their socio-economic development. However, the conclusion of 
free trade agreements between the EU and non-ACP countries threatens the socio-
economic development of ACP countries. This is the case with the Solomon Islands 
and PNG, which face a serious threat from the free trade agreements currently being 
negotiated with Malaysia and Indonesia. 
What does the Commission intend to do to maintain the socio-economic development 
of these island nations with fragile economies, and thus ensure that its own policies 
remain coherent

REPLY 

 In the Pacific, only Papua New Guinea and Fiji signed an interim Economic 
Partnership Agreement with the EU, although Fiji's still has not ratified the 
agreement. Both countries will be benefitting from full duty free quota-free access 
to the EU market provided under the agreement. In addition, the iEPA includes 
other development-friendly aspects, such as adapted rules of origin that allow 
global sourcing for the fishing industry. 

 The interim EPA aims at fostering the socio-economic development in the region. 
It remains open for other parties in the region to join, or it could be replaced by a 
more comprehensive regional agreement with the Pacific for which negotiations 
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are on-going. This partnership could be tailored to the specific needs and interests 
of small and vulnerable island economies.

  
 In South-East Asia, the Commission has so far only launched Free Trade 

Agreement (FTA) negotiations with Malaysia (and not with Indonesia). We are 
still in the first phase of the negotiations with Malaysia which are likely to 
continue for some time.

 As far as the impact on other regions of the world is concerned, it is clear that our 
trade policy strives to keep a balance between the needs of different developing 
countries and coherence between trade and development policies. In fact, before 
the EU launched negotiations with the ASEAN countries, the Commission carried 
out a Sustainable Impact Assessment (SIA) of the future FTA analysing the 
potential economic, social and environmental impacts this FTA could have. The 
SIA also looked at impacts on third countries, including LDCs. The SIA 
concluded that the extent of trade diversion was minimal. Although there may be 
some preference erosion, this would be rather limited. 

 Consultation of civil society and key stakeholders formed an important part of the 
SIA process. Throughout the negotiation process, we are ready to engage with 
stakeholders on their specific concerns.

QUESTION 14 

Name of Parliamentarian: Catherine Bearder
Subject: African Nature Tourism and the Poaching of Local Wildlife Knowledge 

Question text:
Nature tourism in many African countries has spawned different certification schemes 
for wildlife guides. Knowledge on wildlife and ecosystems lies principally with local 
people who have lived for generations in natural areas which now attract many 
tourists. These people are prohibited, due to the high cost of certification, from 
qualifying as guides and making a living from these natural resources. This amounts 
to a 'brain drain' across Africa. Is the Commission aware of this problem? 
Is the Commission collaborating with the ACP states to share their experiences of 
harmonised training schemes and to highlight the problem of the undervaluing and 
subsequent loss of local wildlife knowledge?

REPLY 

 So far Certification schemes for wildlife guides exist only in few Eastern and 
Southern African countries (notably Kenya, Tanzania, Botswana, South Africa 
and Namibia)

 This reflects the fact that natural tourism is more developed in Eastern and 
Southern Africa than in Central and Western Africa. 
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 The Commission has supported Wildlife Conservation since 1985 when it funded 
the rehabilitation of the Pendjari National Park in Benin. Since then, Commission 
has become one of the major donors in this sector in Africa. 

 The Commission has contributed to the funding, directly as well through various 
Nature NGOs, of approximately 25% of the National Parks of Africa

 All the projects or programmes funded by the Commission in wildlife 
conservation foresee  activities aimed at implicating directly or indirectly local 
population in the conservation efforts

 Whenever  possible, local people are always trained and thereafter employed as 
guards, employs or ecotourism guides

 Since projects are implemented in close collaboration with the national authorities 
responsible, the Commission also intervenes to improve the national legislation 
and governance, especially to facilitate access by local populations to the benefits 
provided by natural resources.

 As an example, the Commission has supported almost all the National Paks which 
are World Heritage sites in Democratic Republic of Congo.

QUESTION 15

Name of Parliamentarian: Mr. Frank Engel
Subject: Information and communication technologies (ICT) in cooperation and 
development policy with ACP countries

Question text: 
- What action does the ACP Secretariat propose for the ICT sector in view of the 
increasing demand among African countries to close the digital divide? 
- How do you plan to involve the private sector?

REPLY

-Information and Communication Technologies (ICTs) are today key drivers for    
socio-economic development, offering unprecedented opportunities at cross-sector 
level for innovation, job-creation, growth, productivity and ultimately long-term 
economic competitiveness. The near ubiquity and increasing affordability of mobile 
phones in ACP countries, along with the growing availability of Internet services, 
highlight the current potential for a strategic shift in the way that ICT can impact 
development.

-Investing in infrastructure in ICT is not yet a priority field of cooperation. It has been 
a cross-cutting issue but is becoming, given the rapid advance of these technologies, a 
real need in ACP countries.

-Under the 9th EDF, we implement the project "Support for the Establishment of 
Harmonized Policies for the ICT Market in the ACP".
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It addresses the regulatory challenges facing the beneficiary countries with the goal of 
creating an environment conductive to massive investments in ICT infrastructure and 
ICT-enabled applications which the countries will adopt for day to day use in their 
economic and social activities. It also fulfils the needs expressed by the beneficiaries 
concerned in the domain of capacity building on ICT policies and regulations on one 
hand and of e-readiness on the other hand. 

-The interaction with the private sector has proven that a high potential exists for 
public-private partnerships in this field. The industry is ready to significantly increase 
its current level of investment for ICTs deployment provided the public sector invests 
in parallel in fostering the right enabling environment for market development and 
capacity-building.

-The 2011-2013 Action Plan for the 8th Partnership on Science, Information Society 
and Space explicitly includes such catalytic measures form support to ICT regulatory 
reforms to fostering grass-root ICT innovation through business incubators, which 
need to be now translated into concrete initiatives on the ground.

QUESTION  16 and 17

QUESTION 16
Name of Parliamentarian: Assarid Ag Imbarcaouane (Mali) 
Subject: Famine in Somalia and in the Horn of Africa

Question text: 
Africa is concerned about the famine in Somalia and the Horn of Africa. This is a 
disaster of devastating proportions and the images we see are difficult to watch.
Can you brief us on the action taken by the European Union as part of its 
humanitarian aid programme to help people in these countries?

QUESTION 17
Name of Parliamentarian: Ole Christensen
Subject: On the situation of Horn of Africa

Question text:
With regard to famine and food security crisis in the Horn of Africa could the 
Commission inform us on the initiatives undertaken to improve the humanitarian 
situation? How does the Commission guarantee the transition between EU 
humanitarian aid and development aid as the drought crisis in the Horn of Africa 
clearly shows that years of emergency aid to drought stricken has not been effectively 
followed up by long term development policies?

REPLY 

The EC has responded quickly and generously with additional funding as soon as the 
extent of the situation became known. The financial contribution from the 2011 EU 
budget currently stands at EUR157 million out of which EUR 62 million is allocated 
to operations in Somalia, EUR 46 million to Ethiopia, EUR 43.6 million for Kenya, 
EUR 2.6 million for Djibouti and EUR 3 million to Uganda. A further envelope of 
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EUR 24 million is currently being mobilised. The combined effort with EU member 
states bilateral contributions amounts to EUR 700 Million. EU-funded relief actions 
provide immediate life-saving assistance, focusing primarily on the sectors of food 
assistance, acute malnutrition treatment and prevention, access to healthcare and safe 
water. EU assistance also addresses shelter needs, response to small scale epidemics, 
response to floods and protection needs. 

The assistance supports interventions for both Somali refugees in the region and 
drought affected resident populations in Kenya, Ethiopia, Somalia and Djibouti. The 
EC funds in the Horn are allocated to 20 INGOs, 5 UN agencies (UNHCR, UNICEF, 
WFP, FAO, OCHA) and IOM as well as the Red Cross/Crescent family to assist the 
affected people in the area.

In addition to its emergency response, the EU is committed to reinforce people's 
resilience in the Horn of Africa. Funding decisions have been taken since 2006 to 
support actions in Disaster Risk Reduction (DRR) in the Horn of Africa. So far, €70 
million has been invested in the arid region of Horn of Africa for DRR actions. 

Currently the 2010 DRR decision for the Horn amounts 20 Million EUR. 

UNHCR : Office of the UN High Commissioner for Refugees
UNICEF : United Nations Children’s fund.
WFP : World Food Programme
FAO : Food and Agriculture Organization of the UN. 
OCHA: Office for the coordination of Humanitarian Affairs
IOM: International Organization for Migrations


