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Town Names

1=Lwakhakha; 2= Malaba; 3= Busia; 4= Mutukula; 5= Kikagati; 6= Cynika 7= Katuna;

8= Bunagana; 9= Ishasha DRC; 10= Ishasha; 11= Mpondwe; 12= Ntoroko; 13= Goli;

14= Vurra; 15= Paidha; 16= Oraba;17; Nemule; 18= Namanga; 19= Isabania; 20= Oloitoktok;
> ICBT data is collected through various methods: Border observation or 2= Moyale; 22= Mchinj 23=Songwe/ Kasumuru; 24=Mulungu/ Kigoma; 25=Zombe/

. . 5 q 5 Kaseya; 26=Nakonde/ Tunduma; 27=Chirundu; 28=Muloza (Mulanje district); 29=Nayuchi;
monltorlng’ TraCklng and StOCk taklng teChanues' 30=Tengani; 31=Marka; 32=Mwanza; 33=chadiza; 34=Beitbridge; 35=Chirundu;

36=Momkambo; 37=Kasumbalesa; 38=Mkumaniza; 39=Nyamapanda; 40=Machipanda;
Figure 2: |nf0rma| trade in SE|eCtEd countries (2010, nominal 41=Kibondo; 42=Kigoma; 43=Elwark; 44=Mpondwe; 45=Rusumo; 46=Manyovu; 47=Dobley

values US$1000) Challenges of monitoring informal trade data

» Figure 1, indicates borders that are currently monitored.
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» Available informal trade data is collected by only a few agencies.
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» Data is mostly incomplete in terms of commodities or borders, and is

often based on sample case studies and estimates from particular
20000 borders.
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» Not all components of informal trade are captured (‘panyas, night trade)
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Figure 3: Proportion (%0) of informal Volumes to total ) i )
trade volumes of selected commodities (2009) » Not all agricultural commodities are momto_red
Recommendations

120 » ldentify representative borders for monitoring

0 > Prioritize main agricultural staples for monitoring: volumes, value,

80 proportions.

&0 > Improved methodology of monitoring- standardized methodology
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! » Implement continuous capacity building through a harmonized program
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I - [ | » Use international harmonization codes
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countries) » Strengthen partnership among agencies
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