
 

 

 

 

1 WHAT IS YOUR AID FOR TRADE STRATEGY? 

Q1.1 Do you have an operational Aid for Trade strategy? Does it have a “pro-poor” focus? What are its 

key objectives and delivery/implementation modes? (Please break down by types of aid: 

"multilateral contributions" / "trust funds" / "budget support" / "other bilateral") 

Please describe and exemplify. If applicable, feel free to refer to your 2007 response. 

The joint EU AfT Strategy with a clear pro-poor focus and orientation to the MDGs is the baseline for German 
financial contributions, AfT approach, priorities and delivery mechanisms. Against the joint EU pledge on TRA, 
Germany decided to contribute at least 220 million Euro TRA per year to this pledge (German share of EU 
contributions in general).  

Economic development today is taking place within the context of globalisation. MDG 8 refers to the fact that, 
while participation in international trade has created enormous economic potential for developing countries, it 
also poses risks for sustainable development. Trade liberalisation alone will not lead to growth and increasing 
prosperity in developing countries as long as they do not have adequate capacities and knowledge enabling 
them to benefit from trade opportunities. Aid for Trade (AfT) can support developing countries in taking 
advantage of trade opportunities while at the same time minimising costs of doing so.  

In German development cooperation Aid for Trade is understood as a cross-cutting issue. It is taken up in other 
main sectors such as Sustainable Economic Development (including private sector development, economic 
policy and financial services), Rural Development and Food Security, Good Governance etc. In principle there 
are no AfT programmes as such - AfT is a cross-cutting issue in the above-mentioned sectors and forms part of 
German bilateral development cooperation. To address the issues concerned in the above mentioned sectors, 
the German AfT approach is threefold and focuses on strengthening the capacity to negotiate, the capacity to 
implement and the capacity to actually trade (supply-side constraints, competitiveness). 

Almost all German Aid for Trade is implemented through its bilateral cooperation between partner 
countries/regions and the German Government. While BMZ is coordinating with partners the cooperation 
focus, development agencies like KfW, GTZ etc  are implementing them. 

Q1.2 If your Aid for Trade Strategy has evolved since 2007, please describe the changes and/or new 

focuses. 

Please describe and exemplify. 

(cont.) Areas of engagement cover all categories of AfT except for category 5. Besides these bilateral 
programmes, Germany is also funding measures implemented by multilateral organisations such as the WTO 
(Doha Development Agenda Global Trust Fund/DDAGTF), UNCTAD, ITC, IF and UNIDO. As provided for in the 
joint EU Aid for Trade Strategy, Germany will focus increased trade-related assistance on ACP countries, 
specifically countries in sub-Saharan Africa, in order to help them implement the commitments arising from 
the Economic Partnership Agreements, and also strengthen regional integration, increase intra-regional trade 
and address supply-side constraints. Furthermore, Germany provides support to promote regional elements of 
the Aid for Trade strategy and is in the process of increasing bilateral cooperation with regional integration 
commissions and secretariats. In this context cooperation focuses on institution building and organisational 
development and thus indirectly addresses and promotes trade issues as a field of cooperation. It also 
addresses trade aspects of regional integration such as implementing trade protocols in the area of goods and 
services.  
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The principles of the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness are at the core of the German approach to 
development. Germany cooperates with other donors in order to ensure coordination in aid delivery to LDCs 
through the Enhanced Integrated Framework (EIF). In the area of AfT, in several recipient countries as well as 
at the regional level, Germany participates in donors’ coordination efforts. Germany is increasingly engaged in 
joint programming, analysis and delivery and also plans to co-finance AfT programmes or projects.  

Germany is currently working on an AfT concept that will be launched in 2009 and that is based on a 
comprehensive AfT study commissioned by BMZ to the German Development Institute. 

Q1.3 Have you articulated a set of best practices in the design and/or delivery of Aid for Trade? 

  Yes   No   Not sure/Not applicable 

 If yes, what form does this best practice guidance take? 

Please describe and exemplify. 

Germany uses a range of tools to collect, articulate and make widely available for implementing agencies good 
practices in the relevant sectors and focal areas of assistance such as in SME support, export promotion and 
export finance, value chain development, technical, environmental and health standards as well as social 
standards, or regional economic integration and trade liberalisation. Due to the fact that in 2002 a special fund 
for the promotion of trade and trade policy was created, some 20 specific reference projects in TRA are 
currently available which provide a valuable source of good practices on a broad range of topics and types of 
approaches. The topics covered range from support provided to partners for building legal and negotiation 
capacity for WTO and bilateral negotiations including on sensitive commodities such as on cotton, support to 
the promotion of organic products through value chain promotion and others, introduction of IT-based 
systems for export market information, or the liberalisation of trade in services.  

The bulk of Germany's AfT is currently in SME export promotion, trade finance, technical standards and SPS 
and the promotion of public-private partnerships. The experience gathered is reflected in progress reports and 
in final evaluations though often the trade orientation is not explicitly discussed. BMZ has therefore in 2008  
commissioned a study to extract more explicitly past experience and best practices relating to AfT. The study 
will include four to five field studies at country and regional level to gain a clearer picture of Germany's 
strengths (and weeknesses) in delivering on AfT. 
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2 HOW MUCH AID FOR TRADE DO YOU PROVIDE? 

For CRS Reporting Donors 

Q2.1 Does the attached CRS profile accurately reflect the volume of your Aid for Trade? 

  Yes   No 

 If no, please provide further details of your Aid for Trade activities for 2006 and 2007. 

Please add any data that are missing in their appropriate CRS categories, including those activities that should 

be considered as Aid for Trade under the category of "Other Trade-related Needs" and describe, if applicable, 

the method used to identify trade-related activities in the relevant CRS categories. Please also provide any 

activities that may fall under the new category of "Trade-related Adjustment" for 2006. 

OECD CRS profiles 2006 and 2007 reflect total figures of German Aid for Trade in TPR (category 1.), EI (category 
3.). and BPC (category 4.) adequately. Category 2. Trade Development (according to WTO Task Force 
definition) can not be captured via the marker for various reasons. The most important one is that the marker 
(definition) was introduced not until start of 2008, while implemented in BMZ systems start of 2009 and 
applied only on new projects. Even if the marker would have been introduced earlier it revealed that 
application on all existing projects, given a few thousand sets of project data, engender undue high 
transactions cost.  

BMZ Trade Division anticipated that the marker will generate figures only in a few years, which in addition are 
likely incomplete. Here one needs to have critically in mind, that the marker is foremost an instrument to 
capture qualitative and less quantitative issues. It might be questionable if OECD ever will provide precise and 
disaggregated figures on TD (hence TRA) donor contributions. At the same time the EU TRA pledge requires 
thorough and foremost timely monitoring of EU and MS AfT figures.  

Therefore since early 2008 BMZ puts great efforts to generate precise figures of Trade Development following 
an alternative approach. The method used to identify TD activities in the relevant CRS codes (i.e. following 
OECD marker definition CRS codes 240xx; 20510; 311xx; 312xx, 313xx, 321xx, 322xx; 33210), was to generate a 
sample of proxies in above CRS areas. Relevant field organisations provided sheets with new projects in the 
years 2004-2006 and derived against OECD definition fractions which qualify for TD. In a second step external 
consultants then drew a control sample and checked against marker definition and additional criteria, if 
identified portions were coherent. In a third step if feasible proxies have been developed on a five digit CRS 
level or otherwise on a three digit level. See continuation in Q2.1. 

For non-CRS Reporting Donors 

Q2.1 How much Aid for Trade did you provide in each of 2006 and 2007?  

 Please also indicate the volume as percentage share of your total ODA. 
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Please use the WTO Task Force definition and include estimates of the value of in-kind Aid for Trade such as 

technical cooperation programmes. 

Proxies have been applied on BMZ system wide data to compute the amount of TD in the years 2005-2007. As 
TD is a subset of BPC, overall numbers in category 4 have been consequently reduced (see annexed table 
below) and consolidated.  

German TD figures from 2005-2007 exceed widely reported TCBDB data. This issue was well expected given 
that the TCBDB data base for reasons of the sheer number of projects was broadly incomplete according to 
captured measures as well as different field organisations. Also areas of trade related assistance and 
definitions can not be compared one to one. In principal TCBDB allowed a high degree of subjectivity to 
calculate fractions in the TRA codes as well as what was finally reported to WTO.  

The shift from TCBDB to CRS comes inevitably along with a methodological breach and is thus a source of 
intransparency and non comparability of TRA data. None the less Germany regards CRS reporting of all trade 
related measures as mayor advancement. From our view MS and the EU are still following heterogeneous 
methods to calculate and to report TD fractions. More dissemination of TD data and methods are needed and 
further harmonisation remains a challenge.  

In this respect BMZ likes to do its utmost to contribute to transparency in terms of methods used and analyses 
of differences between TCBDB and CRS reporting. Publication of the study is envisaged in order to 
demonstrate the chosen approach, statistical method to derive proxies and computed results. The study is 
able to clarify almost all sources and magnitude of discrepancies between TCBDB data and current TD, hence 
TRA figures.  

For reason of ongoing high transaction costs Germany refrains to report TRA relevant contributions in other 
than OECD Aid for Trade eligible CRS codes under the category of "Other Trade related needs". Though there 
are some contributions in the area of 151xx, 400xx, 500xx and the like. 

For All Donor Agencies 

Q2.2 Do you have indicative forward spending plans that include estimates on Aid for Trade? 

  Yes   No   Not sure/Not applicable 

 If yes, please provide details of your indicative forward Aid for Trade spending plan. 

Please delineate the plan per Aid for Trade category. 

German budget system operates on a yearly modus. Programming of TRA and broader AfT is carried out with a 
time horizon of no more than 1 to 2 years. Indicative forward spending plans can not be derived for total Aid 
for Trade neither per category. Our objective is to expand the TRA and wider AfT according to the EU stratgy. 
There are some projections on basis of average budget increase according to instruments of development 
cooperation. Though, these projections are of very limited explanatory power. ....  ] 

For Donors who had made Aid for Trade pledges 

Q2.3 Please describe how you are meeting your pledges? And how much progress in delivering your final 

pledges do you expect to have made in 2008 and 2009? 
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Please provide details and evidence in accordance with your accountability mechanism. 

Currently an operative target threshold of round about Euro 220 mio TRA is implemented within BMZ in order 
to meet the German contribution to the EU pledge. The threshold is calculated on an average mode based on 
the German MS contribution for the EU and the EDF contribution. Though increasing compared from year 
2005 to 2007 figures alternate seriously around 220 mio Euro. In addition the limited sizes of the time series 
aggravate analysis. The main purpose of the threshold is to stabilize German TRA figures sustainable above 220 
mio and to achieve predictability for BMZ partner countries. Given the envisaged increase in ODA volume will 
realize TRA figures can be expected in 2009 likely above 220 mio Euro. Also AfT according to the broader 
definition will likely increase in parallel with ODA figures. On the other hand, a mayor problem is that ODA as 
well as TRA eligibility of measures of specific field organisations depend on portfolio shifts within CRS areas of 
TD (see above: proxies). Hence, a non neglectable part of German TRA as well as broader AfT is highly volatile 
and total TRA in 2008, 2009 can not be foreseen... 

For Multilateral Donors 

Q2.4 Please describe how funding for your Aid for Trade activities is evolving  

[e.g. share of activities funded from your agency's core (regular budget) vs. non-core (earmarked) 

resources, including multi-donor funds; likely trends in these categories]. 

Please describe. 

Please feel free to provide any other relevant information in relation to the volume of your Aid for Trade. 

 

Please find tables about German Regional Distribution by AfT Category (expenditure in mio EURO and percent) 
from 2005 to 2007 in the annexed document. Figures provided  in category 2 and 4 are fully consolidated, i.e. 
shares of Trade Development in respective CRS Codes were computed with proxies (see above) and 
subsequently subtracted from respective codes in the category Building Productive Capacity. Herwith we like 
to report via category 6. German Trade Development figures 
 

3 IMPLEMENTATION: HOW ARE YOU DELIVERING AID FOR TRADE? 

Mainstreaming and Ownership 

Q3.1 What measures have you undertaken to mainstream Aid for Trade in your overall assistance 

strategy? 

Please describe and exemplify. 

Germany has been undertaking various measures aimed at better mainstreaming Aid for Trade in its overall 
assistance strategy. In 2002, a special fund for the promotion of trade and trade policy was created. Some 20 
reference projects in TRA have been funded, providing good practices on a broad range of topics and types of 
approaches. These good practices serve as a valuable instrument for mainstreaming AfT in German bilateral 
development cooperation with partner countries. Furthermore, in 2008 and 2009 Germany has earmarked 
additional funds for the implementation of country and regional programmes in the area of AfT. The use of 
earmarked funds is aimed not only at increasing the volume of AfT, but also at raising awareness for the topic 
within German Development Cooperation.  

Supplementary to the regular staff working on AfT issues from a sectoral perspective, an advisor has been 
placed within BMZ to support in particular country and regional divisions and the implementing agencies (e.g. 
KfW, GTZ, InWEnt, PTB etc.) in the mainstreaming of AfT in broader development programmes of bilateral 
cooperation.  
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A regular working group has been institutionalized by BMZ, including AfT experts from BMZ and implementing 
agencies in order to exchange experience in implementing AfT, develop  further tools, discuss lessons learnt 
and best practises as well as identify joint approaches. The group is also dealing with other important 
measures related to mainstreaming AfT.  

Additionally to the above mentioned measures AfT has constantly been integrated in BMZ policy and strategy 
papers, which define the guidelines for implementing German development cooperation in specific focal areas 
(such as sustainable economic development) and countries/regions (e.g. Africa "Profilbildung"). Finally, in 2008 
BMZ has commissioned a study to analyse past experience and best practices relating to AfT, which will draw 
important conclusions for future mainstreaming measures (results in 2009). 

Q3.2 In how many of the partner countries you support, are Aid for Trade concerns an important part of 

your policy dialogue with them (based on your best estimate)? 

 less than 

 25% 

 25% to 

 50% 

 50% to 

 75% 

 above 

 75% 

 Not sure / 

  Not applicable 

Q3.3 How many of your country assistance strategies contain trade or Aid for Trade elements (based on 

your best estimate)? 

 less than 

 25% 

 25% to 

 50% 

 50% to 

 75% 

 above 

 75% 

 Not sure / 

  Not applicable 

Q3.4 Has demand for Aid for Trade increased from partner countries since 2005? 

 

Significantly 

increased 

 

Increased 

  

 

Little / no 

change 

 

Declined 

  

 

Not sure / 

Not applicable 

 If increased, from which countries / regions, and for which Aid for Trade categories / sectors? 

Please describe and exemplify. 

Germany has noted a slight increase of the relevance of the topic especially to African partner countries and 
RECs. Generally speaking: trade experts from partner countries, working in Geneva or in trade ministries are 
aware of the importance of Aft for their country's development. However, when it comes to bilateral 
government negotiations between a partner country and Germany, which are the main instrument for our our 
bilateral cooperation, requests for support in other sectors such as health or decentralization are articulated 
more frequently than AfT. In a nutshell: There is a lack of coherence also on the side of partner countries. 
Moving away from past and current focal sectors will be difficult and definitely take more time.   

As most donors, Germany has limited its engagement to a maximum of three focal sectors per country; in 
many emerging economies of Asia and Latin America Germany has moved out of economic sectors altogether. 
As AfT is a cross-cutting issue mainly related to the focal area of 'sustainable economic development', in 
Germany's overall aid portfolio this limits the possibility of partners of entering into dialogue on AfT. The 
picture is slightly different in Africa where sustainable economic development, agriculture as well support to 
RECs offers better opportunities to raise AfT issues in bilateral government negotiations as well as in EU donor 
coordination meetings.  

Germany actively follows trade-related partner requests emerging from the so-called RPTFs (Regional 
Preparatory Task Forces) of African EPA groups and has announced readiness to give support. However, 
Germany has noted that needs identified within the framework of RPTFs that address the country level are 
often not linked to this country level. Given that German cooperation is mostly implemened in bilateral 
programmes with individual countries this poses an additional challenge. 
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 If increased, what steps have you taken to strengthen your capacity to respond to increasing 

demand for Aid for Trade from partner countries? Tick the box of all that apply: 

 Increased aid resources 

 Strengthened in-house trade expertise 

 Improved training, tool-kits and/or guidelines for Aid for Trade programming 

 Increased awareness among policy-makers and practitioners at the HQ and the field 

 Strengthened political commitment 

 Increased coordination among donors (e.g. joint assessment, joint delivery, etc.) 

 

Please feel free to add other steps you have taken: 

In 2008 BMZ has institutionalized a working group on Aid for Trade (co-called "Thementeam 
Aid for Trade") consisting of trade experts from BMZ and implementing agencies like GTZ, KfW, 
InWEnt, PTB.  The working group will meet three times a year; its main function is to exchange 
information about ongoing and planned activities, discuss best practices and lessons learnt and 
develop possible joint activities. Furthermore the working group will be used to discuss 
conceptual issues of the forthcoming German AfT approach and develop tools and guidlines for 
specific AfT support measures. 

Please feel free to provide any other relevant information in relation to mainstreaming and ownership. 

Germany is currently stepping up efforts to increase AfT and make it more effective. In doing so, we are 
encountering challenges both with regard to mainstreaming AfT within our own structures as well as with 
regard to partner country's ownership. In our experience, there are two main reasons for these challenges. 
Firstly, the cross-cutting nature of AfT in the portfolio of a bilateral donor like Germany: Sometimes the 
original character of AfT is difficult to exemplify as AfT can come with many facets, given the broad definition 
and CRS codes. Looking at individual programmes, the specific AfT part is difficult to identify. Thus explaining, 
programming and implementing AfT as a component of a broader programme like sustainable economic 
development is difficult. Even though Germany has an exceptionally high share of AfT in our overall ODA flows, 
this is hardly known by country/regional desks. 

Secondly, partners on their part would know and value Germany's contribution in existing sector strategies 
and programmes such as in private sector, business and investment climate support but this would be almost 
unrelated to recognising this as AfT. As regards ownership issues, we share to a certain extent the experience 
of others that trade ministries in DCs are rather weak and most often not in a position to coordinate relevant 
line ministries (e.g. agriculture, transport, finance,economics) and develop a joint trade or export strategy 
which they would forcefully communicate to ministries of finance/planning. Participating in regional or 
multilateral trade negotiations often more than stretches the capacities of trade ministries. A specific 
weakness related to lack of ownership also resides in scarce national or regional expertise such as from 
universities and think tanks to advise on trade issues. Trade matters are often considered politically sensitive. 
This may then lead to a situation where lack of own capacity cannot be compensated easily through external 
assistance.   

Working with Others: Harmonisation and Alignment 

Q3.5 In how many of the partner countries you support, have you contributed to the following joint 

donor initiatives? 

 < 10% 10-30% > 30% 



  
 

- 8 - 

 Joint needs assessment    

 Joint Aid for Trade strategy formulation    

 Joint Aid for Trade programme    

 Pool funding    

 Joint monitoring and evaluation    

 Delegated cooperation    

Q3.6 Do you have a specific approach to South-South and/or trilateral cooperation in Aid for Trade? 

  Yes   No   Not sure/Not applicable 

 If yes, what are its key elements or particular focuses? 

Please describe and exemplify. 

Q3.7 How much of your Aid for Trade is aligned with your partners' country systems (based on your best 

estimate)? 

 less than 

 25% 

 25% to 

 50% 

 50% to 

 75% 

 above 

 75% 

 Not sure / 

  Not applicable 

Please feel free to provide any other relevant information in relation to harmonisation and alignment. 

Germany is fully committed to harmonisation and alignment in order to strengthen ownership of partners. We 
therefore support the activities taken in line with the WTO Task Force recommendations and the EU AfT 
Strategy to assist partner countries in developing their trade strategies and integrating them more fully into 
national development strategies and plans. Specifically expectations are high as to a successful 
implementation of the Enhanced Integrated Framework and its capacity to strengthen in-country 
harmonisation and alignment of AfT contributions of multilateral and bilateral donors. Similar mechanisms 
would be needed in non-LDCs and at regional level. Within the EU, Germany actively supports ongoing 
initiatives to develop joint delivery modalities for AfT. Germany continues to provide funding to trade-oriented 
multilateral organisations and programmes which is considered a significant contribution to alignment and 
harmonisation in the area of AfT. 
 

4  MONITORING RESULTS, EVALUATION AND MUTUAL ACCOUNTABILITY 

Q4.1 Does your Strategy include specific monitoring and evaluation guidelines for Aid for Trade 

programmes? 

  Specific to Aid for Trade   Generic guidelines 
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 If you do have specific guidelines, please provide the details of your Aid for Trade M&E framework. 

How often do you review progress towards your strategy objectives? Who do you report to? 

Please describe and exemplify. 

Q4.2 Do you regularly monitor the potential trade impact of your aid projects / programmes? 

  Yes   No   Not sure/Not applicable 

 If yes, please describe how. 

Please describe and exemplify. 

We did not monitor the potential trade impact of aid projects/programmes in the past, but from 2009  
onwards we will us a trade marker in the programming exercise to identify the trade part of a 
project/programme. In applying the trade marker to all new projects/programmes we will have a complete 
overview of our AfT, which gives us also the chance to monitor possible trade impacts of such 
programmes/projects. 

Q4.3 Do you have plans to improve the evaluation of your Aid for Trade programmes? 

Please describe and exemplify. 

Monitoring and evaluation of AfT projects or programmes needs to be made part and parcel of the larger 
sectoral programmes they are most often part of. It is moreover necessary to look into the specific links 
between monitoring the impact of trade reforms which are often carried out with support from various 
donors, and monitoring and evaluating TRA and even the broader categories of AfT. Germany is of the view 
that more work needs to be carried out both on ex ante types of policy impact analyses and on ex post 
evaluations and monitoring mechanisms, focusing specifically on the links between trade and social indicators 
and with poverty reduction. 

BMZ has in 2007/08 commissioned a comprehensive study on how to design a monitoring mechanism for the 
implementation of the Economic Partnership Agreements, and intends to assist with piloting the mechanism in 
one of the ACP regions interested to do so. It is furthermore intended to design impact chains and indicators 
that trace AfT measures more appropriately and facilitate monitoring of AfT if provided as part of larger sector 
programmes. 

Q4.4 Have you carried out or do you plan to carry out an impact assessment of your Aid for Trade 

programmes? 

  Yes: please indicate when: 03/2010   No   Not sure/Not applicable 

Q4.5 Do you involve partner country stakeholders in developing measurable objectives/indicators to 

assess the quality of your Aid for Trade programmes? 

  Yes   No   Not sure/Not applicable 

 If yes, please describe the indicators used. 

Please describe and exemplify. 

The design of programmes supported by German Development Cooperation is developed in close cooperation 
with partner country stakeholders. This applies not only to AfT programmes, but for all aid programmes. The 
development of measurable objectives and indicators is a crucial part when defining the design of aid 
programmes. It is a prerequisite for the assessment of their quality. In the preparation process (usually 
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through appraisal missions), partner country stakeholders are involved in the development of programme 
objectives and indicators through interviews and/or joint workshops. The indicators used to specify the 
objectives of AfT programmes have to be measurable. They often relate to the improvement of the 
performance of export-oriented enterprises/ farmers or the capacities of government/regional organisations 
(see examples below).  

BMZ has in 2007/08 commissioned a comprehensive study on how to design a monitoring mechanism for the 
implementation of the Economic Partnership Agreements, and intends to assist with piloting the mechanism in 
one of the ACP regions interested to do so. Moreover, work has been carried out and shall continue in 2009 at 
the regional level to improve our partners' capacity to design and monitor impact chains and indicators which 
reflect the impact of assistance to regional integration processes. AfT again is only part of such exercises. 

Example of indicators in AfT programmes are as follows: 

− Within the framework of a representative surbey, 70% of the enterprises involved state that there has 
been a significant improvement of the export-related framework conditions.  

− The exports of agricultural products produced by farmers involved in the programme increased by 
10% 

− At least three policy papers on the regional integration process have been developed by the 
secretariat (of the regional economic community) and approved by the council of ministers 

Q4.6 Have you undertaken joint evaluations of your Aid for Trade with your partner country 

stakeholders?   

  Yes   No   Not sure/Not applicable 

 If yes, please describe when and the results of the evaluation. 

Please describe and exemplify. 

Germany is currently carrying out two types of evaluations which are carried out jointly with partners. Both are 
still in the making and results only expected in May/June 2009. One is the above mentioned study on strengths 
and weaknesses of German AfT delivery which involves up to five country/regional field studies to assess the 
state of play in our partner countries. Two is an evaluation of the specific trade mainstreaming activities 
funded by the Monterrey Fund since 2002. A specific evaluation tool based on narrative interviews is used 
here to collect information as to how relevant the project activities are being rated by various stakeholders. 
Partners are involved as interviewers, interviewees and have access to online results.   

Please feel free to provide any other relevant information in relation to monitoring, evaluation and mutual 

accountability. 

 

5 REGIONAL DIMENSION 

Q5.1 How important is the regional dimension in your Aid for Trade strategy? 

 Essential 

 element 

 Important 

 element 

 Minor 

 element 

 Not 

 present 

 Not sure / 

  Not applicable 

 If essential or important, please describe how your Aid for Trade strategy addresses regional 

challenges. 
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Please describe and exemplify. 

Germany provides support to promote regional elements of the Aid for Trade strategy and is in the process of 
increasing bilateral cooperation with regional integration commissions and secretariats. In this context 
cooperation focuses on institution building and organisational development and thus indirectly addresses and 
promotes trade issues as a field of cooperation. It also addresses trade aspects of regional integration such as 
implementing trade protocols in the area of goods and services. Regional partners so far: SADC, EAC, ECOWAS, 
CEMAC, AU/NEPAD, SAARC, Central America/CENPROMYPE and SOE. 

Q5.2 Which of the following factors are important for determining whether or not to support particular 

regions or regional programmes? Please list in the order of importance. 

 Relevance to ongoing regional trade agreements / negotiations 

 Regional proximity / support to neighbouring regional economic integration processes 

 Cultural, linguistic or historical ties with the region 

 Existence of a viable counterpart at regional level 

 Request for assistance from a regional body 

 Availability of a clearly defined regional development strategy 

 Geographical concentration of donor activities 

 

Other, please describe: 

Germany has a range of regional concepts and profile papers which are used as political 
guidelines for determining the focal areas of German support to the various countries and 
regions globally. Most regional support is currently given to African RECs due to the decision that 
strengthening regional integration processes can provide major leverage to economic and 
political stability, growth and poverty reduction in the African regions. The approach is also 
followed but to a lesser extent in Asia, the Americas and the developing regions of Europe. EPA 
negotiations have provided additional momentum to further step up assistance to the African 
regions plus the Caribbean. 

Q5.3 By how much has the volume of your regional Aid for Trade increased since 2005? 

 Declined 

  

 By less 

 than 5% 

 By 5 to 

 15% 

 By 15 to 

 30% 

 More than 

 30% 

Q5.4 In which assistance categories are you particularly active at regional level? 

 Frequently Occasionally Rarely 
Not sure / 

Not applicable 

 Training (trade negotiations/WTO rules)     

 Trade facilitation     

 Development of cross-border infrastructure     

 Capacity building of regional organisations     

 Other, please describe and exemplify: 

Germany frequently assists regionally organised private sector associations or apex bodies such as the 
association of regional chambers, or regional SME organisations or of a business council to promote private 
sector advocay for regional integration and trade and investment liberalisation. This approach has been or is 
currently applied in more than 5 regions globally. 
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Q5.5 What are the most important challenges in implementing regional Aid for Trade?  

 Please list in the order of importance. 

 Lack of (or weak) articulated demands for regional Aid for Trade 

 Lack of coherence between national and regional priorities 

 Lack of credible lending authorities at regional level 

 Lack of effective coordination at regional level 

 Difficulties of monitoring and evaluating results at regional level 

 Lack of credible mutual accountability mechanisms at regional level 

 

Other, please describe and exemplify : 

The weakness of regional bodies such as the secretariats is almost proverbial. In addition to the 
lack of capacity also known from the national level regional bodies in our experience most often 
suffer from insufficient implementing authority and slow (smallest-denominator) decision making 
or consensus building processes. Lengthy programme gestation and implementation procedures 
due to larger numbers of decision makers to be involved and consultations to be carried out are 
often underestimated by partners and donors and lead to a higher failure rate or larger sums of 
unspent funds in the periods originally planned. 

 

Q5.6 Has the demand for regional Aid for Trade increased since 2005? 

 Significantly 

 increased 

 Increased 

  

 Little / no 

 change 

 Declined 

  

 Not sure / 

  Not applicable 

 If yes, in which regions and for which activities has it increased the most? 

Please describe and exemplify. 

South-South as well as North-South trade negotiations taking place between various regions of the world 
currently have strongly increased demand for negotiating expertise as well as raised awareness for trade related 
matters more generally. As almost all developing countries are involved in at least one regional integration 
process, negotiations at regional level or between regions have become much more prominent over the past five 
years and with them the demand for regional AfT assistance. Private sector is more expressedly interested in 
expanding regional exports, hence the increased interest especially in the Asian and American regions in market 
assessment tools, value chain promotion and generally in trade and investment opportunities information 
systems.  In the African regions, support for EPA negotiations as well as for South-South integration processes 
has been requested mostly from public bodies. Germany has recently stepped up activities to strengthen 
negotiation and economic integration capacities in the ACP regions, mostly via strenthening the RECs. It is felt 
that the request for trade facilitation and infrastructure has increased sharply in the African regions though this 
is not among Germany's focal areas of current assistance. 

Please feel free to provide any other relevant information in relation to regional Aid for Trade. 

There appears to be a need for better coordinated approaches between partners and donors on trade related 
matters at the regional level. The development of an EIF-type of mechanisms where activities of donors fall 
within a jointly assessed matrix in line with a regional development strategy could provide a promising route.  

Especially in the EPA context and the work of the RPTF (Regional Preparatory Task Forces, created to identify 
EPA-related needs both at national and regional level) it became evident that the linkage between the regional 
and the country level is missing or very weak.  Needs assessments carried out at regional level are characterized 
by the weak presence and involvement of stakeholders from country level. A discussion is needed about AfT 
measures that better can be implemented at national level and such that should be implemented at regional 
level.  
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Today the private sector is usually a weak player at regional level. Thus Private sector involvement at regional 
level is also a challenge that needs to focussed on soon.] 

 



Regional Distribution by AfT Category (expenditure in mio EURO and percent) 2005    

Year Region Cat.1 Cat.2 TRA Cat.3 Cat.4 Cat.5 Cat. 1-5 Cat.1 Cat.2 Cat.3 Cat.4 Cat.5 

2005 Europe 1,03 13,30 14,32 13,05 35,50 0,00 62,87 1,6% 21,1% 20,7% 56,5% 0,0% 

2005 Africa North 0,00 10,73 10,73 25,46 31,77 0,00 67,96 0,0% 15,8% 37,5% 46,8% 0,0% 

2005 Africa Sub Sahara 4,40 27,31 31,71 61,73 44,62 0,00 138,06 3,2% 19,8% 44,7% 32,3% 0,0% 

2005 Africa n.a. -0,04 0,92 0,87 0,71 1,83 0,00 3,41 -1,3% 26,9% 20,7% 53,7% 0,0% 

2005 Africa sum 4,35 38,96 43,31 87,89 78,23 0,00 209,43 2,1% 18,6% 42,0% 37,4% 0,0% 

2005 America North-,Middle 0,06 5,15 5,21 4,11 15,21 0,00 24,52 0,2% 21,0% 16,8% 62,0% 0,0% 

2005 America South 0,00 11,96 11,96 3,37 37,20 0,00 52,53 0,0% 22,8% 6,4% 70,8% 0,0% 

2005 America n.a. 0,00 1,16 1,16 1,32 1,70 0,00 4,19 0,0% 27,8% 31,5% 40,7% 0,0% 

2005 America sum 0,06 18,27 18,33 8,81 54,11 0,00 81,24 0,1% 22,5% 10,8% 66,6% 0,0% 

2005 Asia Near East 0,00 2,42 2,43 0,35 0,70 0,00 3,47 0,1% 69,9% 10,0% 20,1% 0,0% 

2005 Asia East 1,88 25,33 27,21 85,06 79,86 0,00 192,13 1,0% 13,2% 44,3% 41,6% 0,0% 

2005 Asia South, Central 0,35 18,40 18,75 95,31 50,17 0,00 164,23 0,2% 11,2% 58,0% 30,6% 0,0% 

2005 Asia n.a. 0,00 1,87 1,87 0,05 2,92 0,00 4,84 0,0% 38,6% 1,0% 60,4% 0,0% 

2005 Asia sum 2,23 48,02 50,25 180,76 133,65 0,00 364,67 0,6% 13,2% 49,6% 36,7% 0,0% 

2005 Oceania 0,00 0,09 0,09 1,65 0,47 0,00 2,21 0,0% 4,3% 74,5% 21,2% 0,0% 

2005 DC n.a. 4,94 31,34 36,28 4,95 17,76 0,00 58,99 8,4% 53,1% 8,4% 30,1% 0,0% 

2005 Sum in total 12,61 149,98 162,60 297,10 319,72 0,00 779,43 1,6% 19,2% 38,1% 41,0% 0,0% 

 

Regional Distribution by AfT Category (expenditure in mio EURO and percent) 2006    

Year Region Cat.1 Cat.2 TRA Cat.3 Cat.4 Cat.5 Cat. 1-5 Cat.1 Cat.2 Cat.3 Cat.4 Cat.5 

2006 Europe 1,00 45,44 46,44 10,55 113,03 0,00 170,02 0,6% 26,7% 6,2% 66,5% 0,0% 

2006 Africa North 0,00 10,73 10,73 87,32 44,49 0,00 142,54 0,0% 7,5% 61,3% 31,2% 0,0% 

2006 Africa Sub Sahara 5,15 38,90 44,06 46,05 66,50 0,00 156,61 3,3% 24,8% 29,4% 42,5% 0,0% 

2006 Africa n.a. -0,02 0,36 0,34 0,08 0,61 0,00 1,03 -2,1% 34,5% 8,2% 59,4% 0,0% 

2006 Africa sum 5,13 49,99 55,12 133,46 111,60 0,00 300,18 1,7% 16,7% 44,5% 37,2% 0,0% 

2006 America North-,Middle 0,00 4,93 4,93 15,11 12,08 0,00 32,12 0,0% 15,4% 47,0% 37,6% 0,0% 

2006 America South 0,02 12,87 12,89 3,83 52,67 0,00 69,40 0,0% 18,6% 5,5% 75,9% 0,0% 

2006 America n.a. 0,00 13,46 13,46 1,10 8,61 0,00 23,17 0,0% 58,1% 4,7% 37,2% 0,0% 

2006 America sum 0,02 31,27 31,29 20,04 73,36 0,00 124,69 0,0% 25,1% 16,1% 58,8% 0,0% 

2006 Asia Near East 0,00 1,81 1,81 0,40 5,97 0,00 8,18 0,0% 22,2% 4,9% 73,0% 0,0% 

2006 Asia East 0,91 39,06 39,97 66,52 126,40 0,00 232,90 0,4% 16,8% 28,6% 54,3% 0,0% 

2006 Asia South, Central 0,29 26,29 26,58 72,85 98,65 0,00 198,07 0,1% 13,3% 36,8% 49,8% 0,0% 

2006 Asia n.a. 0,02 4,35 4,37 27,93 9,45 0,00 41,75 0,0% 10,4% 66,9% 22,6% 0,0% 

2006 Asia sum 1,22 71,51 72,72 167,69 240,47 0,00 480,89 0,3% 14,9% 34,9% 50,0% 0,0% 

2006 Oceania 0,00 0,03 0,03 0,03 0,09 0,00 0,15 0,0% 18,2% 21,8% 60,1% 0,0% 

2006 DC n.a. 7,71 29,85 37,56 8,46 20,64 0,00 66,66 11,6% 44,8% 12,7% 31,0% 0,0% 

2006 Sum in total 15,08 228,08 243,16 340,23 559,20 0,00 1142,59 1,3% 20,0% 29,8% 48,9% 0,0% 

 

Regional Distribution by AfT Category (expenditure in mio EURO and percent) 2007   

Year Region Cat.1 Cat.2 TRA Cat.3 Cat.4 Cat.5 Cat. 1-5 Cat.1 Cat.2 Cat.3 Cat.4 Cat.5 

2007 Europe 0,77 19,33 20,09 30,16 36,86 0,00 87,11 0,9% 22,2% 34,6% 42,3% 0,0% 

2007 Africa North 0,00 10,57 10,57 133,35 33,64 0,00 177,57 0,0% 6,0% 75,1% 18,9% 0,0% 

2007 Africa Sub Sahara 4,80 38,33 43,12 51,42 91,28 0,00 185,83 2,6% 20,6% 27,7% 49,1% 0,0% 

2007 Africa n.a. 0,00 4,04 4,04 0,66 22,57 0,00 27,27 0,0% 14,8% 2,4% 82,8% 0,0% 

2007 Africa sum 4,80 52,94 57,74 185,43 147,50 0,00 390,67 1,2% 13,6% 47,5% 37,8% 0,0% 

2007 America North-,Middle 0,06 5,10 5,16 5,61 6,47 0,00 17,24 0,4% 29,6% 32,5% 37,5% 0,0% 

2007 America South 0,00 13,87 13,87 7,90 60,33 0,00 82,09 0,0% 16,9% 9,6% 73,5% 0,0% 

2007 America n.a. 0,00 0,89 0,89 6,29 5,85 0,00 13,03 0,0% 6,9% 48,3% 44,9% 0,0% 

2007 America sum 0,06 19,87 19,93 19,80 72,64 0,00 112,37 0,1% 17,7% 17,6% 64,6% 0,0% 

2007 Asia Near East 0,12 4,06 4,19 4,45 19,81 0,00 28,44 0,4% 14,3% 15,6% 69,6% 0,0% 

2007 Asia East 0,77 32,70 33,47 125,18 69,61 0,00 228,26 0,3% 14,3% 54,8% 30,5% 0,0% 

2007 Asia South, Central 0,92 37,88 38,80 90,61 137,81 0,00 267,22 0,3% 14,2% 33,9% 51,6% 0,0% 

2007 Asia n.a. 0,01 2,16 2,17 1,26 4,06 0,00 7,49 0,1% 28,8% 16,9% 54,2% 0,0% 

2007 Asia sum 1,82 76,80 78,63 221,51 231,28 0,00 531,41 0,3% 14,5% 41,7% 43,5% 0,0% 

2007 Oceania 0,00 0,03 0,03 0,00 0,09 0,00 0,12 0,0% 26,9% 2,8% 70,4% 0,0% 

2007 DC n.a. 9,03 38,27 47,29 7,87 43,48 0,00 98,64 9,1% 38,8% 8,0% 44,1% 0,0% 

2007 Sum in total 16,47 207,25 223,71 464,76 531,86 0,00 1220,33 1,3% 17,0% 38,1% 43,6% 0,0% 

1) n.a. = non attributable; 2) Fluctuations in TRA mainly caused by ODA eligibility of specific field organisations 
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