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What is MAFAP? 

Monitoring and Analyzing Food and Agricultural Policies  

• Analyses policy impacts on food & agriculture with comparable 

indicators across commodities, countries and over time 

– Price analysis  

– Expenditure and aid 

– Policy coherence 

• Builds capacities of national partners for institutionalization 

• Targets policy makers & development partners  to promote 

evidence-based policy dialogue 

 



Which indicators and what kind of 

analysis? 

1. Market price support (NRPs/NRAs and 

MDGs) 

2. Public expenditure level and composition  

3. Policy coherence  

4. Country and sector performances 



Where does MAFAP focus? 



What commodities and expenditures does MAFAP analyze? 
  Commodity list Burkina  Mali  Kenya Tanzania  Uganda  Ethiopia Ghana Malawi Mozamb. Nigeria Total  

1 Maize S S S S S S S S S S 10 

2 Rice S S S S S   S   S S 8 

3 Cassava S v S S S S S 7 

4 Sorghum-Millet  S S S S   S S S 7 

5 Cotton fiber S S S S S     S S   7 

6 Beans - Cowpeas  S S   S   S S S   6 

7 Livestock S S S v S v         6 

8 Cow milk   S S S    v S   5 

9 Sugar cane     S S S       S S 5 

10 Groundnuts S S v   S   4 

11 Coffee     S S S S       4 

12 Palm, Cotton, Sesame oil S     v S   S 4 

13 Wheat   S   S S       3 

14 Tea S   S S 3 

15 Tobacco     S S 2 

16 Cocoa       S S 2 

17 Sesame S       1 

18 Arabic gum S 1 

19 Yam   S       1 

20 Fish     S 1 

21 Oignon  S 1 

22 Teff  S 1 

  Total  11 8 11 11 10 9 8 7 7 7 89 

Selected technical notes are already available on the web www.fao.org/mafap  

S S S S S S S Expenditures 

http://www.fao.org/mafap


What are the MAFAP products ? 

• Data base 
• Triennial multi-country report 
• Country reports 
• Technical notes 
• Policy monitoring system 
• Support to evidence-based policy 

dialogue and decision making 



Example of  results for one country: Rice 
analysis in Mali, 2005-2010 

 

Market price support 

• Expenditure and aid 

• Policy coherence 

 



Rice production and marketing in Mali 



Rice production and trade 



Policy decisions and measures 

• Input subsidies 

• Tax exemptions on imports 

• Price ceilings  



Are there incentives to rice production ?  
Surging world food prices 

yet more disincentives ! 
Policies effective to 

absorb the price rise  
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Expenditure composition 
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GVT 

OBJECTIVES 

Policy 

Coherence 
MAFAP 

FINDINGS GVT 

POLICIES 
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Main messages 

• Objective (Mali as a net exporter) not supported by effects of 

measures 

• Implicit objective to support consumers outweigh support 

to producers (lowest prices in West Africa) 

• Unfavorable environment for investments by farmers 

• Exchange rate misalignment increases competitiveness of 

imports 

• MAFAP does not capture all forms of incentives as shown 

by sustained production growth 



Mali, Ghana, Burkina Faso and Tanzania,  
2005-2010 

MAFAP allows for cross countries and cross 
sectors comparisons 



Commodity level analysis: Rice example 
MALI  

TANZANIA  GHANA 

BURKINA FASO  
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Commodity group level: Imports 
MALI (Rice, Milk) 
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Rice 80% of 

indicator 
Inclusion of Milk 

GHANA (Palm oil, Maize, Rice) 

BURKINA FASO (Rice, cottonseed oil)  
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Public expenditure level 
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Public expenditure composition 
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Conclusions 

• MAFAP a tool for evidence based policy making 

• Useful to compare countries & commodities 

(Quantitative indicators) 

• Useful to identify investment gaps/ priorities 

• Policy impacts  

• Data intensive (quality + availability) 



Thank you! 

Visit www.fao.org/mafap 

Ask questions at Mafap@fao.org  

http://www.fao.org/mafap
mailto:Mafap@fao.org
http://www.gatesfoundation.org/Pages/home.aspx

