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Partnership lives on common interest

Difference of experience and knowledge

And the inter-exchange of it

COMPETE Platform
COMPETE Website: www.compete-bioafrica.net

COMPETE Duration: January 2007 to December 
2009

Coordinators:
Rainer Janssen, Dominik Rutz, Peter Helm (WIP)
Jeremy Woods, Rocio Diaz-Chavez (Imperial College)

COMPETE is co-funded by the European Commission in the 
6th Framework Programme – Specific Measures in Support of 
International Cooperation (INCO-CT-2006-032448).
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COMPETE – Partnership
• The COMPETE Consortium consists 

of 44 partners from 4 continents. 

• African partners are from Botswana, 
Burkina Faso, Kenya, Mali, Senegal, 
South Africa, Tanzania, and Zambia

• European partners are from Austria, 
Belgium, Germany, Italy, Norway, 
The Netherlands, Sweden, and UK

• Asian partners are from China, India, 
and Thailand

• Latin American partners are from Brazil 
and Mexico

• International partners are the AFDB, 
CI, and FAO 
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COMPETE Objectives

COMPETE will establish a platform for policy dialogue 
and capacity building and identify pathways for the 
sustainable provision of bio-energy

• to improve the quality of life and create alternative 
means of income for the rural population in Africa

• to aid the preservation of intact eco-
systems in arid and semi-arid regions 
in Africa

• to enhance the equitable exchange of 
knowledge between EU and developing countries
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•African decision takers
• African Countries

• Co-operating Groups
• African Union

First draft by Compete

Second (refined) concept

EU
UN

African Groups
-SADC

- West Africa
- East Africa

Final concept

Agreements with
• EU
• UN

• Others

Export

Various industries

Improvement of living
conditions

Positive (side) effects

P o l i c y
aim

- Income for African countries
- Environment friendly fuel
- Direct improvement of living conditions
- Overall improvement of national economy

• Agricultural industry
• Food industry
• Chemical industry
• Building industry
• Pharmaceutical industry
• Cosmetics industry
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ment connected with
large scale production

- Tax concessions on in-
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duction

-Tax concession on in-
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Negative (side) effects
•Exploitation of labour 
forces

•Exploitation of arable 
land to the disadvantage
of food crops

• Monocroping
• Destruction of Biotopes

and interference with
bio diversity
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nate use of arable land
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Strategy for policies and its mechanisms for the production of Energy Crops in Sub-Saharan Africa  
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COMPETE – Main Activities and Results
• to evaluate current and future potential for the sustainable 

provision of bio energy in Africa

• to facilitate South-South technology and information 
exchange capitalising the world-leading RD&D in bio 
energy

• to develop innovative tools for the provision of financing
for national bio energy programmes and local bio energy 
projects

• to develop practical, targeted and efficient policy 
mechanisms for the development of bio energy systems

• to establish the Competence Platform to ensure effective 
dissemination and knowledge exchange
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Bio-energy Development Options - Scale matters
Large Scale

1. Sugarcane to EtOH
2. Palm / Soy Bio-diesel
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Small Scale
1. Sweet Sorghum – micro-distillery

2. Woodlot gasification elec.
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interactions
Woods, J. Foucs 14: IFPRI, 2006


