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I. Small island developing States 
 

A. Introduction 
 
1. The African small island developing States comprise six islands Cabo Verde, the 
Comoros, Guinea-Bissau, Mauritius, Sao Tome and Principe and Seychelles. African small 
island developing States are inherently diverse in social, political, economic and geographical 
settings. However, they share similar characteristics with other small island developing States 
in terms of the development challenges they face. Their small land mass, small population 
with high concentration in coastal areas, low adaptive capacity, their heavy reliance on 
imports and dependency on global markets, all challenge their development by posing 
disproportionate costs in communication, energy, infrastructure and transport investments 
(Boto and Biasca, 2012; Nurse, and others, 2014). 
 
2. In addition to socioeconomic challenges, the effects of sea level rise, ocean 
acidification, sea surface temperature change and extreme climate change events, such as 
cyclones and storm surges, are seriously affecting the economic development of small island 
developing States, in particular farming, fisheries and tourism – the mainstay of most African 
small island developing states. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) fifth 
assessment report predicts that these events are set to continue and pose a serious threat to 
their very survival, even though these countries are responsible for only 0.02 per cent of 
greenhouse gases emission (IPCC, 2014). 
 
3. Recognizing their peculiar circumstances and the formidable threats that the effects of 
climate variability and change pose to the attainment of the sustainable development goals, 
African small island developing States are looking into ways to turn their physical limitation 
and the challenges they face due to the effects of climate change, into development 
opportunities by exploiting their ocean space. While the African small island developing 
States are small in terms of land mass, their ocean space is large (e.g. the exclusive economic 
zone of African small island developing States is large with on average 639,638 km² per 
country compared to 6,244km² of land area). By looking at the ocean as development space 
and taking their rightful share, the African small island developing States believe their ability 
to keep the effects of climate change at bay will be enhanced, and allow them to accelerate 
economic growth towards sustainable development.  
 

B. Development challenges in key economic sectors of the African small island 
developing States 

 
4. African small island developing States are considered vulnerable because of their 
small population and size; insularity and remoteness; overreliance on limited natural 
resources; high dependence on imports and geopolitical weaknesses (Boto and Biasca, 2012; 
Nurse, and others, 2014). In addition, small island developing States are very exposed to both 
irreversible and life threatening damages from climate variability and change. Changes in 
weather patterns and extreme climate change events have, or will have, serious repercussion 
for the economies of African small island developing States as the projected costs of “loss 
and damage” will be huge, given the small size of their economies and their heavy reliance 
on climate sensitive development sectors (e.g. farming, fisheries and tourism). Hence, 
adaptation and resilience to climate change are of paramount importance to protecting the 
economy, lives and livelihoods of African small island developing States. 
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5. Farming is one of the sectors most susceptible to changes in climate. Projected 
decreases in rainfall coupled with an increase in temperature will considerably reduce crop 
yields in African small island developing States. This is already becoming a phenomenon in 
the Comoros, where reductions in maize and banana yields threaten the country’s food 
security. Similarly, in Guinea-Bissau, where 80 per cent of the population relies on farming 
for their livelihoods, changing rainfall patterns and sea level rising affects crop yields 
considerably, and exacerbate poverty (Republic of Guinea-Bissau, 2006).  

 
6. Tourism is a major source of revenue and holds huge potential for growth and 
development in African small island developing States. It is an important sector for the 
Comoros and Guinea-Bissau, where the tourism sector is much less developed, 
notwithstanding their potential. In Seychelles, for instance, the tourism industry contributes 
more than 60 per cent of the gross domestic product (GDP) (Republic of Seychelles, 2013). 
But the predicted sea level rise between 0.45 m to 0.82 m, as a result of climate change, will 
have serious consequences for the industry because of infrastructure damage, aggravated 
coastal erosion and inundate beaches (Nicholls, 2014). Similarly, ocean acidification will 
degrade coral reefs and harm marine life, while rising temperatures will reduce water 
availability and obliterate biodiversity – the key tourist attractions.  
 
7. The fisheries industry is of great importance to African small island developing States 
for livelihoods and employment, food security and foreign exchange earnings. However, the 
fisheries sector is also highly vulnerable to climate change. Under a warming scenario of 2º 
C, by 2050, climate change is projected to cause a loss to the global fishery of between $17 
million and $41 million (Holmyard, 2014). Anecdotal evidence in Guinea-Bissau has 
indicated that the reduction in precipitation and increase in temperatures has contributed to 
the decline of some lake fish species (Republic of Guinea-Bissau, 2006).  

 
8. Likewise, in the Comoros, ocean acidification has led to coral bleaching and the 
subsequent reduction in stocks of some fish species, which in turn has lead to the reduction of 
household income (Union of the Comoros, 2006). The changes in temperature and bleaching 
of the coral reef also greatly impacts the spawning cycle of reef fish and other marine 
biodiversity dependent on coral reefs. The increasing intensity and frequency of extreme 
climate events in African small island developing States, decrease safety at sea and disrupt 
fishing activities, thereby affecting livelihoods of coastal populations and national economies 
considerably (Daw, Adger and Brown, 2009). 
 
9. Unique ecosystems, including biodiversity, coral reefs and other resources, are among 
the major pillars of key economic sectors of African small island developing States, although 
they are increasingly threatened by changes in climate. For instance, coral reefs are extremely 
important biodiversity and provide a home to over 25 per cent of all marine life and are vital 
for various ecosystem services. They provide nurseries for commercially important fish 
species, protect coastal areas from storm waves, and are a significant attraction for the 
tourism industry. However, increasing greenhouse gas emissions could cause ocean 
temperatures to rise and induce coral bleaching. Some of the valuable species in these unique 
ecosystems do also have less adaptive mechanisms, as they lack ecological corridors and 
escape routes due to their confinement in tight spaces. Hence, the global agreement to curb 
greenhouse gas emissions is imperative for the economies of African small island developing 
States and livelihoods of the people, and a failure to reach an agreement would be a tragedy 
for them whose very existence depends on biodiversity integrity. 
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10. Energy poverty is a major developmental impediment in many African small island 
developing States, where the majority of their population lives in rural area and do not have 
access to electricity. Heavy reliance on imported fossil fuels impacted the economy of 
African small island developing States due to the high cost of oil in the world market (Chen, 
and others, 2007). Moreover, lack of improved energy technologies and their high prices 
make energy inaccessible to poor households. Provision of cheap clean energy technologies, 
however, benefits poor women disproportionately as they are often responsible to find fuel 
for household use and are subjected to adverse health effects (by being exposed to smoke and 
other particulates during cooking). Thus, in order to capitalize on small island developing 
States’ potential to renewable energy, affordable technologies should be promoted.  
 
11. African small island developing States face huge governance and institutional 
challenges, including: prevalent illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing; their large 
exclusive economic zone, and the lack or limited capacity to control and secure economic 
zones; intrusion of distant fishing vessels into their waters and their limited inability to 
control own water boundaries; and overexploitation of highly valuable tuna stocks and other 
species (e.g. dermersal snappers, crustaceans and molluscs). Overfishing in the East African 
countries’ exclusive economic zone waters also depletes fish stocks in African small island 
developing States, as the pelagic species migrate between different exclusive economic zone 
jurisdictions.  

 
12. Piracy in the West Indian Ocean waters also poses a serious threat to the peace and 
security of African small island developing States, and exerts enormous pressure on their 
economies as they have none or small fleets to patrol their waters. Consequently, weak 
institutional capacity in African small island developing States has resulted in the depletion 
of fish stocks, increased insecurity and disruption of economic activities. To curtail these 
enormous challenges, concerted regional and international efforts are therefore needed.  

 
C. Opportunities to transform the economies of African small island 

developing States, and keep the effects of climate change at bay 
 
13. Transforming the economies of African small island developing States, and making it 
resilient to climate change impacts, could be achieved by harnessing their intrinsic potentials 
and by reforming their development policies, programmes and strategies to embrace both 
adaptation and mitigation. As a result, the countries could earn long lasting development, and 
create employment opportunities and ensure peoples livelihoods. Accordingly, a robust 
framework of pro-poor development policies is required to enhance resilience in key 
economic sectors and reduce losses and damages emanating from the effects of climate 
change. Some opportunities, such as transitioning towards a green economy, safeguarding the 
natural resource-base of the economy, institutional capacity and regional cooperation, among 
others, are suggested to ensure sustainable development in the African small island 
developing States. 
 
14. A significant amount of domestic food consumed in African small island developing 
States is imported, which renders them vulnerable to price fluctuations. Hence, sound 
strategies that increase agricultural productivity and domestic food production, and orienting 
consumption towards local food could improve food security. Improving agricultural 
productivity and food production will require improved farming methods, appropriate 
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production technologies, water use efficiency, and innovation in production, productivity and 
post-harvest processing, and investment in climate information. 
 
15. Fisheries are the most important renewable resource that African small island 
developing States have for food security, employment and foreign exchange. It is therefore 
essential to capitalize on these marine resources by: entering into favourable trade agreements 
that facilitate fish export markets; implementing policies that improve small fishers’ access to 
finance, insurance and market information; and improving the capacity of producer and trader 
organizations. Strengthening institutional capacity, effectively managing the exclusive 
economic zone, investing in modern infrastructure and equipment, and developing human 
capital will also be important in future management of fish resources. In this regard, African 
small island developing States will need to implement protection and conservation policies, 
rationally harness marine resources and mainstream climate into development processes, and 
enhance the resilience of coastal and integrity of marine biodiversity in order to ensure the 
sustainability of fisheries. Further, research for development will be critical for African small 
island developing States in the production and processing of fish products locally, which 
generate high economic returns and expand employment opportunities. 
 
16. Tourism is an important industry with a significant contribution to the national 
economies of African small island developing States, especially in Cabo Verde, Mauritius 
and Seychelles. To sustain growth in the tourism sector will require strategic planning to 
reduce leakage and increase the extent to which tourism operations are nationally owned. 
Linkages to key economic sectors and local industries, such as agriculture, will also ensure 
that tourism enhances economic growth and inclusive development through increased local 
ownership and participation. Designating preservation areas of ecological importance, 
developing high-level tourism products and improving energy efficiency in the tourism, as 
well as innovative provision of avenue for tourists to offset their flights by donating to 
sustainable energy schemes in the country, could ensure sustainable tourism in the long term. 
 
17. There is significant potential to develop and implement renewable energy technology 
in African small island developing States. Harnessing renewable energy resources such as 
hydropower, wind, solar, geothermal, biomass and wave power, have the potential to reduce 
their heavy reliance on costly oil imports, and create employment and business opportunities. 
A range of tools is available to increase market access, including public-private partnerships. 
However, this demands appropriate policies to be in place to encourage investment as 
renewable energy is capital intensive and requires a significant commitment. Hence, a mix of 
four key reforms (political prioritization to attract investment; market framework for 
investment; technical planning for investment; and capacity-building to implement 
investment) may attract investment for cost effective renewable energy resources in the 
African small island developing States. International financing and technological support will 
be crucial for the realization of such potentials. For the private sectors, there are significant 
opportunities for investment in renewable energy in the African small island developing 
States, by capitalizing on the current potentials and national policy reforms that have created 
the enabling business environment in turning the paradox of small and remoteness into 
development opportunities. 
 
18. Building resilience to climate change in the small island developing States demands 
the strengthening of adaptive capacity, reducing the risk of climatic hazards and dealing with 
inequality (Perch, 2010b). Governments can effectively address both climate change and 
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development through national policies that promote coherence with subnational policies that 
simplify and combine programmes (Perch, 2010a). No single sector can tackle the effects of 
climate change on its own, it is imperative for Governments to integrate policies and promote 
coordination amongst line ministries that may have conflicting priorities, while multi-
dimensional frameworks that look at the nexus between climate change, poverty, gender and 
other environmental concerns. Accordingly, enhancing resilience to ensure inclusive growth 
and sustainable development requires strong institutions that incorporate the needs of a range 
of stakeholders, cross-sectoral collaboration, plus policies and regulatory frameworks that can 
advance green and blue economy initiatives in small island developing States.  
 
19. Regional cooperation is required in order for African small island developing States to 
deal with the enormous development challenges they face, and the effects of climate change 
emanating from their peculiar circumstances of smallness, insularity, remoteness, the heavy 
reliance on limited terrestrial resource base, high dependency on imports and global market, 
and geopolitical weakness. Small island developing States need to enhance their 
understanding of how the effects of climate change can affect development, and enhance 
potential strategies to deal with them, including the combination of risk management 
approaches most suited to a variety of contexts, and investing in climate information services. 
They cannot do this on their own, capacity constraints and limited financial resources have 
stalled their initiatives of tackling the multitude of problems in order to build resilient 
economies.  
 
20. In this regard, regional cooperation could play a role in trade, effective management 
of ocean as economic space, development of renewable energy, security of the seas and 
prohibition of illegal fishing, and disaster risk management in African small island 
developing States. For instance, they could benefit from the establishment of a regional 
institution to provide a platform for sharing of expertise and oversight. To this end, within the 
Samoa Pathway, the African Climate Policy Centre at the Economic Commission for Africa 
(ECA) is supporting African small island developing States in building and strengthening 
climate information services through the Clim-Dev Africa Initiative. It is also supporting the 
development of strategy and guidelines for blue economy development in East African small 
island developing States. 
 

D. Conclusion and recommendations 
  

21. In terms of development, the major obstacle for African small island developing 
States is their narrow terrestrial base – sustainability for these islands States is all about the 
ability to use oceanic space as opportunities for development. Efficient and optimal use of 
rich marine resources, while respecting environmental and ecological parameters, offers the 
prospect of sustained environmentally sound and socially inclusive economic growth, which 
can significantly transform economies of African small island developing States. They are 
however, vulnerable to the effects of climate change in all its manifestation, and countries 
need to enhance their understanding of the effects of climate change in relation to 
development, and develop strategies to deal with them.  
 
22. Climate change will undoubtedly complicate matters for African small island 
developing States, and coping with the challenges caused by the effects of climate change 
require enormous financial resources, technology transfer and, most importantly, effective 
national, regional and global policy and governance frameworks. National ownership of these 
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measures is critical. Effective national, regional and global policy, and governance 
frameworks of ocean space as a common good and favourable international partnership in 
support of small island developing States in development, will go a long way in ensuring 
their sustainable development and survival. 
 
23. In the light of the foregoing, the Africa Regional Forum for Sustainable Development 
may wish to consider the following messages to inform its collective input to the 2015 High-
level Political Forum (HLPF-2015): 

 
(a) Support small island developing States move towards blue economy. African 

small island developing States’ terrestrial resources are limited, therefore, they should 
explore the large resources in the ocean and coastal system functions that present excellent 
opportunities for development while protecting environmental integrity; 

 
(b) Promote sustainable governance structure for oceans. African small island 

developing States should promote their governance structure for fisheries, shipping, use of 
sea bed mineral wealth potential, sustainable tourism, managing emissions and sea pollution, 
as they are critical for development; 

 
(c) Support for renewable energy development. African small island developing 

States should consider the many commercially feasible options they have for providing 
energy, such as wind, solar and geothermal. Ocean energy expansion of renewable energy 
infrastructure would help African small island developing States to reduce their dependence 
on imported fuel; 

 
(d) Facilitate technology innovation and transfer. Key economic sectors such as 

farming, water, energy, tourism, and ecosystem functions, are vital for the economic 
transformation and sustainability of African small island developing States. Achieving 
sustainable energy for all, commodity value chain, tourism and sea bed mining as well as 
information networks for early warning on climate services, requires innovative approaches 
and adoption of appropriate technologies. 

 
(e) Mobilize financial resources and human capital. Small island developing 

States face enormous challenges of development and resilience to impacts of climate change 
due to their peculiar circumstance. Attention should be given to effectively deal with these 
problems, especially adaptation to the effects of climate change, which requires sufficient 
financing from both domestic and international sources as well as skilled labour, which are 
limited in small island states. 

 
(f) Enhance partnerships and regional integration. Considering should be given 

to enhancing partnership, which is critical in island States. Sustainable use and management 
of ocean wealth requires effective management of ocean space and significant investments. 
Small island developing States cannot do this alone, and should therefore seek public-private 
partnerships at domestic, regional and international level to enable them to leverage new 
spaces for economic development, and new resources to ensure protection of sensitive areas. 
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II.  Least developed countries 
 

A. Introduction 
 
24. Least developed countries refer to a group of the world’s poorest countries 
characterized by weak human and institutional capacities, low and unequally distributed 
income and scarcity of domestic financial resources. Their economies are largely agrarian, 
with low productivity and low investment. They rely on the export of few primary 
commodities as major source of export and fiscal earnings, which makes them highly 
vulnerable to terms-of-trade and external shocks. There are 48 countries with this status, of 
which 34 are in Africa1.  
 
25. The category of least developed countries was officially established in 1971 by the 
General Assembly in recognition of their specific challenges and needs for support in 
considering them. Since then, four of the United Nations Conference on the Least Developed 
Countries have taken place, with a view to attracting special international support for the 
most vulnerable and disadvantaged members of the United Nations family. Specific 
programmes of action were adopted at each of the conferences, the Istanbul Programme of 
Action being the latest of the series.  
 
26. The Istanbul Programme of Action was adopted during the fourth United Nations 
Conference on the Least Developed Countries in 2011. It spans the period 2011–2020 with 
the overarching goal of overcoming the structural challenges faced by this group in order to 
eradicate poverty and achieve internationally agreed development goals, specifically the 
Millennium Development Goals. Additionally, it aims to enable at least half of all least 
developed countries to graduate from their status over the period 2011–2020.  

 
27. The Istanbul Programme of Action is broken down into the following eight priority 
areas, in which progress among least developed countries is measured: productive capacity; 
agriculture, food security and rural development; trade; commodities; human and social 
development; multiple crises and other emerging challenges; mobilizing financial resources 
for development and capacity-building; and good governance at all levels. Graduating from 
the least developed country category is decided upon improvement in three criteria: the gross 
national income per capita (GNI per capita); the human assets index (HAI), constructed from 
indicators of nutrition, health, education and literacy; and the economic vulnerability index 
(EVI), based on indicators of the instability of agricultural production and exports, 
merchandise export concentration, economic importance of non-traditional activities and the 
handicap of economic smallness. 
 
28. The Rio+20 Conference in 2012, agreed to effectively implement the Istanbul 
Programme of Action and to fully integrate its priority areas into its framework action, with 
the ultimate aspiration of enabling least developed countries to meet the criteria of graduation 
by 2020. 

                                                 
1 Least developed countries in Africa are: Angola, Benin, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Central African Republic, 
Chad, the Comoros, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Ethiopia, the 
Gambia, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauretania, Mozambique, 
Niger, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South Sudan, the Sudan, Togo, 
Uganda, the United Republic of Tanzania, and Zambia. 
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29. The General Assembly in resolution 67/290 establishing HLPF, recalled the Istanbul 
Programme of Action for the decade 2011–2020, and decided that the meetings of the Forum 
would devote adequate time to discuss the sustainable development challenges facing least 
developed countries, and other vulnerable countries. 
 
30. The year 2015 is a pivotal year in development with a series of watershed events, 
which will have significant implications for all least developed countries. The three major 
events are the Financing for Development Conference (July in Addis Ababa); the adoption of 
the post-2015 development agenda (September in New York); and the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change (November in Paris). The importance of official 
development assistance in the financing portfolio of least developed countries, coupled with 
the uncertainties in development financing posed by the global financial crisis, make the 
Financing for Development Conference outcomes of keen interest for this category of 
countries.  

 
31. Similarly, given the vulnerability of least developed countries to the effects of climate 
change and the financial implications of climate change adaptation, the outcomes of the 
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change  
will be of particular relevance for these countries. In addition, to the extent that the 
sustainable development goals reinforce global support for, and commitment to, the special 
needs of least developed countries, the collective outcomes of the three events will be 
instrumental in helping, and ultimately have a bearing on, the graduation prospects of these 
countries in general. 
 
32. This section of the report provides an update on the social and economic conditions of 
the least developed countries, by focusing on the progress in implementing some priority 
areas of the Istanbul Programme of Action. It then reports on their progress on graduation and 
smooth transition from least developed country status, and finally conclusions and 
recommendations, especially in view of the upcoming mid-term review of the Programme 
and the major global development events happening in 2015.  

 
B. Progress in the implementation of the priority areas of the Istanbul 

Programme of Action for least developed countries 
 

Productive capacities  
 

33. Good infrastructures, especially road and rail, and also rising labour productivity are 
vital for strengthening the competitiveness of least developed countries in regional and global 
markets. African least developed countries continue to face infrastructure deficits and an 
underskilled labour force, which constrain their ongoing efforts and those of their 
development partners to promote sustainable development. Notwithstanding a series of 
ongoing regional infrastructure projects initiated in Africa, recent data suggests that, after 
rising sharply in 2007, road infrastructure has deteriorated ever since, while rail infrastructure 
has remained stagnant. For example, accessible road networks declined between 2009 and 
2011 from 50,000 km to 35,000 km, offsetting the positive evolution observed between 2007 
and 2009. GDP per person employed is a means of evaluating labour productivity. African 
least developed countries also experienced a sharp decline in labour productivity in 2011, but 
it rebounded in 2012, an increase of about 10 per cent. 
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34. The countries are faced with limited job opportunities resulting from population 
growth, as can be seen from the employment-to-population ratio, which stagnated at around 
71 per cent since 2010, following a modest increase of 2 percentage points between 2005 and 
2010 (UNSD, 2014). Strengthening capacities for value addition and economic 
diversification is vital to increasing the employment-to-population ratio. Leveraging 
productive capacities will require complementary investments in infrastructures, health and 
education.  
 
Agriculture, food security and malnutrition 
 
35. The average food production index for African least developed countries increased 
from 100 in 2005 to 131 in 2012. Further, all of the 15 countries with data available for 
2010–2012 reveal reductions in malnutrition prevalence, compared with the preceding 
available year. However, a worrying trend in this regard is government expenditure on 
agriculture. Among the 13 African least developed countries with data for the period 2001–
2013, there is a clear downward trend in that regard, with the average agricultural expenditure 
as a share of total government expenditure falling from 4.6 per cent in 2001 to 2.9 per cent in 
2011. Zambia is a very good exception in this picture, ranking among the top ten countries in 
the world on government expenditure on agriculture.  
 
Trade 
 
36. Participation in the global economy remains extremely low for African least 
developed countries. The countries accounted for 0.79 per cent of global trade in merchandise 
exports and services in 2012, while the least developed countries of the Asia-Pacific region 
contributed 0.3 per cent of the total. Primary commodities accounted for a substantial share 
(93.9 per cent) of exports from African least developed countries, compared with 40.4 per 
cent from the least developed countries of the Asia-Pacific region. This underscores the 
limited transformation of the economies of African least developed countries and their 
heightened vulnerability to economic shocks.  
 
Human and social development 
 
37. There have been improvements in health sector indicators, particularly in child 
mortality (decline of 28 per cent in under-five mortality and 18 per cent in infant mortality 
between 2005 and 2013); maternal mortality (average deaths per 100,000 live births fell from 
676 in 2005 to 506 in 2013) and malnourishment (UNSD, 2014). Additional investments in 
basic health generate substantial improvements in human development, hence the need to 
increase such investments. However, the Ebola pandemic in Guinea, Liberia and Sierra 
Leone has tested the functionality of health systems in Africa’s post conflict States, and 
exposed their fragility. 
 
38. With respect to education, net primary enrolment has improved with the average 
adjusted net enrolment rate amounting to 79 per cent over the period 2010–2013. But the 
quality of primary education remains low; one in two pupils in an African least developed 
country is likely to drop out from school. Such outcomes are inevitably reflected in literacy 
rates. Estimates from the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO) Institute for Statistics reveal that the 2015 average literacy rate among young 
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people (15–24 years of age) in African least developed countries is 70 per cent, while for 
adults (15 years of age and over) is 60 per cent. Some positive changes were also recorded 
with regard to gender parity in education. Improvements are greater at higher education 
levels. Gender parity at the secondary level increased from 0.78 to 0.85 between 2005 and 
2012, and from 0.54 to 0.62 in tertiary education. Some least developed countries, such as 
Lesotho, consistently display a disparity against boys (e.g. ratios greater than 1) reflecting a 
higher representation of females over males. 
 
39. The representation of women in national parliaments of African least developed 
countries has been impressive, rising by 50 per cent between 2005 and 2014. In 2014, seven 
least developed countries had women holding at least 30 per cent of the seats in national 
parliaments, while the representation of women in national parliaments was less than 10 per 
cent in three countries. Rwanda has emerged as a pioneer on this indicator, with the 
proportion of women holding seats in the national parliament reaching an unprecedented 
level of 64 per cent in 2014 (UNSD, 2014).  

 
40. Social protection programmes are cushioning households from economic shocks, and 
reducing poverty while helping to narrow inequalities. In recent years, African least 
developed countries have put in place a number of formal social safety nets such as school-
feeding programmes. Social safety nets however tend to be fragmented pilot projects and 
largely donor financed, hence unsustainable. The Ethiopian Productive Safety Net 
Programme, for instance, is fully funded by donors (UN-OHRLLS2, 2014). Social safety nets 
in Rwanda and the United Republic of Tanzania have, however, been assessed to be more 
institutionalized and sustainable (World Bank, 2014b). 

 
Mobilizing financial resources for development and capacity-building 

 
41. Since 2005, African least developed countries have exceeded or equalled the average 
gross domestic savings. The performance was boosted by very high savings in natural-
resource-rich countries, particularly Angola and Equatorial Guinea. Gross domestic savings 
increased on average during the 2005–2013 periods from 4.9 per cent to 9.5 per cent, with 
large disparities among countries, and Angola recording the highest level at 37.7 per cent. 
 
42. Despite these improvements in savings, African least developed countries face 
relatively low capacity to mobilize domestic financial resources to fund their public 
expenditures. The Government revenue, excluding grants, as a percentage of GDP stood at 
about 22 per cent in 2012 for Asian least developed countries as opposed to 18 per cent for 
African least developed countries, while the figures were about 14 per cent and 23 per cent 
respectively in 2007. This shows a setback for African least developed countries, which have 
now been surpassed by Asian ones. The low domestic resources mobilization makes African 
least developed countries highly dependent on official development assistance (UNSD, 
2014). 

 
 

                                                 
2 UN-OHRLLS: United Nations, Office of the High Representative for the Least Developed Countries, 
Landlocked Developing Countries, and Small Island Developing States. 
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43. The weak global recovery from the financial crisis of 2008 has dimmed the prospects 
for increased official development assistance in the foreseeable future. Indeed, it declined in 
2012 in real terms over the 2011 level, and country-programmable aid was projected to have 
abated by 5 per cent in 2014 due to limited access to grants, a key source of development 
financing in least developed countries (Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development, 2014). Official development assistance to African least developed countries 
has not been commensurate with their representation in the category of least developed 
countries. Over the period 2005–2013, the share of official development assistance flows 
averaged 20 per cent for these countries as a whole, and 15 per cent for African least 
developed countries (UNSD, 2014). 
 
44. FDI inflows to African least developed countries have shown an upward trend in 
recent years, increasing by an average of 6 per cent of GDP over the period 2004–2013 
(World Bank, 2014). In terms of absolute values, net FDI inflows to African least developed 
countries more than doubled, standing at 7.2 billion in 2004 and 17.3 billion in 2013, in 
current United States dollars. FDI to African least developed countries is concentrated in 
natural-resource-rich countries. Mozambique ($6.69 billion), Equatorial Guinea ($1.9 
billion), the Democratic Republic of the Congo ($1.69 billion) and Mauritania ($1.1 billion) 
were the top destinations for FDIs among the African least developed countries. 

 
C. Progress toward graduation and smooth transition 

 
45. To be recommended for graduation, the three eligibility criteria mentioned in the 
introduction must be met in two consecutive 3-year periods. The following graduation 
thresholds are for the 2015 review: GNI per capita – $1,242 or more; HAI – 66 or above; and 
EVI – 32 or below. There is a second rule whereby least developed countries can graduate: 
the income-only rule. It has one criterion only, that countries double the standard GNI 
threshold of $1,242. With that rule, countries don’t need to satisfy the requirements for HAI 
and EVI for graduation, they must just satisfy a GNI per capita of $2,484 or above. There are 
currently 10 least developed countries that are eligible for graduation based on the 2015 
thresholds, 2 of which are from Africa. Angola and Equatorial Guinea have met the income-
only criterion for the second time. Sao Tome and Principle met the GNI and HAI criteria for 
the first time in 2015, and is likely to be eligible for graduation relatively soon if it keeps up 
the good progress. Sao Tome and Principe is the only African country meeting two of the 
three criteria for graduation. 
 
46. In general, eight African least developed countries3 have GNI per capita equal to or 
higher than the 2015 graduation threshold of $1,242. However, only two countries (Angola 
and Equatorial Guinea ) have gross national incomes that are more than double the threshold 
(e.g. $2,484), which makes them eligible for graduation based solely on the GNI criterion.  
 
47. For African least developed countries, HAI averaged 45.11 over the period 2011–
2013, which is far below the threshold of 66 required for graduation. The HAI criterion is a 
challenge for this group, whose graduation has been buttressed by natural resources and 
consequently, has been achieved primarily through the income criterion. Even after or during 
the process of graduating, improvement on the HAI is slow. Botswana, which graduated in 

                                                 
3 Angola, Djibouti, Equatorial Guinea, Lesotho, Mauritania, Sao Tome and Principe, the Sudan and Zambia. 
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1994, still had a HAI score of 64.4 in 20064. Recent estimates reveal improvements on the 
index for Angola (41.9) and Equatorial Guinea (54.8), but those scores are still below the 
graduation threshold of 66. Sao Tome and Principe however met the HAI criteria, scoring a 
HAI of 77.4. 
 
48. Based on 2012 data, African least developed countries scored poorly on EVI,5 with an 
average of 44.9 as compared to the graduation threshold of 32. The top five performers 
among African least developed countries are the Democratic Republic of the Congo, 
Ethiopia, Guinea, Togo and United Republic of Tanzania, with scores ranging from 28.6 to 
35.4. African least developed countries are highly dependent on exports of mineral resources 
and commodities, which might affect their export revenues and economic growth rates in the 
light of the declining oil prices and world iron ore prices, as recorded recently. On the other 
hand, this situation might turn out to be beneficial to net oil-importing countries, since it will 
reduce their import costs. Angola and Equatorial Guinea, the two African least developed 
countries that are closest to being considered for graduation, scored 39.5 each on EVI in 
2015, standing still a number of points away from the desired threshold of 32. The recent 
decline in the price of oil, a resource on which the two countries are heavily dependent, might 
affect their prospects for a smooth exit from the least developed countries category.  
 

D. Impact of the Ebola virus disease on least developed countries 
 
49. The recent outbreak of the Ebola virus disease in West Africa will inevitably impact 
the performance of at least the three most affected least developed countries (Guinea, Liberia 
and Sierra Leone) by deterioration in their GNI, HAI and EVI. Overall, the Ebola crisis has 
had a negative impact on economic and social activity in these countries, particularly 
agricultural output and consumption, investments, government revenue, health services, 
education, employment, tourism, mining output and mine expansion, imports and exports, 
inflation, balance of payments, the budget deficit, and national and personal security. All 
these factors have been deteriorating and will continue to do so if immediate recovery 
strategies are not implemented.  
 

E. Conclusion and recommendations 
 
50. African least developed countries have registered improvements in some of the 
priority areas of the Istanbul Programme of Action, such as health and education, but there 
are still many challenges and gaps to meet some of the globally agreed targets. Key among 
the challenges are Africa’s vulnerability to external shocks and high dependence on official 
development assistance, demonstrated by the catastrophic effect of, and response to, the 
recent outbreak of the Ebola virus disease in parts of West Africa.  
 
 
 
 

                                                 
4 See http://esango.un.org/sp/ldc_data/web/StatPlanet.html. 
 
5 EVI: economic vulnerability index. 
 



E/ECA/ARFSD/3 
Page 13 

 

 

51. In the light of the foregoing, the Africa Regional Forum for Sustainable Development 
may wish to consider the following messages to inform its collective input to HLPF-2015: 

 
(a) African least developed countries need to strengthen their resilience to 

shocks and improve global competitiveness in order to address their challenges and 
sustain gains. Indeed, African countries are continuing to pursue structural transformation 
in order to build their economic resilience, but this must be complemented with sound, 
innovative and effective industrial policy institutions, mechanisms and processes, and also 
complementary investments in infrastructure, health and education.  

 
(b) Support African least developed countries transformation agenda. Regional 

institutions should aim at creating synergies and adopting strategies that can better address 
the concerns of African least developed countries.  

 
(c) African least developed countries also require the support of development 

partners in pursuing and achieving their development aspirations. Development 
partners should provide least developed countries with additional, enhanced, preferential, 
concessional and most favourable treatment in the areas of finance, technologies, know-how 
and other resources. Additionally, they should provide differential and flexible treatment to 
least developed countries in undertaking international commitments and obligations that are 
not commensurate with their capacity, needs and stage of development.  

 
(d) In the above context, the importance of 2015 in the global development 

landscape cannot be overstated. Least developed countries should take advantage of the 
upcoming major global events in a way that facilitates their graduation and transformation 
aspirations. 

 
III.  Landlocked developing countries 

 
A. Introduction 

 
52. Rio+20 invited member States, including development partners, organizations of the 
United Nations system and other relevant international, regional and subregional 
organizations, to further speed up the implementation of the specific actions in the five 
priorities agreed upon in the Almaty Programme of Action, and those contained in the 
declaration on the midterm review of the Almaty Programme of Action, in a better 
coordinated manner. 

 
53. The General Assembly in resolution 67/290 establishing HLPF recalled the Almaty 
Programme of Action: Addressing the Special Needs of Landlocked Developing Countries 
within a New Global Framework for Transit Transport Cooperation for Landlocked and 
Transit Developing Countries. In this connection, the General Assembly decided that the 
meetings of the Forum will devote adequate time to discussion of the sustainable 
development challenges facing developing countries and the most vulnerable countries, 
including landlocked developing countries. 
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54. Africa has half of the 32 landlocked developing countries in the world.6 These 
countries are confronted with special challenges in achieving sustainable development 
because of their lack of direct territorial access to the sea and remoteness. Among other 
challenges, landlocked developing countries are largely isolated from the world markets, and 
as such, their share in world trade is very low. They have inadequate transit transport 
infrastructure and are subject to cumbersome border-crossing procedures. The lack of modern 
road and rail infrastructure puts African landlocked developing countries at a particular 
disadvantaged position.  

 
55. Landlocked developing countries are also not attractive to certain types of FDI7 such 
as efficiency-seeking FDI that is focused on export and FDI that is dependent on imported 
inputs. The high cost of transportation in this connection discourages investors and erodes the 
countries’ competiveness. Overall, these challenges have greatly contributed to the 
marginalization of landlocked developing countries in the global economy. Additionally, they 
experience low rates of economic growth, and are therefore among the poorest countries and 
their ability to promote sustainable development is constrained.  
 
56. In the light of the above challenges, the Almaty Programme of Action, which was 
adopted in 2003, provided for specific actions to be implemented in the following five 
priority areas: fundamental transit policy issues, infrastructure development and maintenance, 
international trade and trade facilitation, international support measures, and implementation 
and review. A comprehensive review of the Almaty Programme of Action was carried out 
during the second United Nations Conference on Landlocked Developing Countries, held in 
Vienna, from 3 to 5 November 2014. The outcome of that Conference was the Vienna 
Programme of Action for the decade 2014–2024, adopted as a successor to the Almaty 
Programme of Action. 

 
57. The Vienna Programme of Action seeks to confront the special development needs 
and challenges of landlocked developing countries, arising from remoteness and geographical 
constraints, in a more coherent manner and thus contribute to an enhanced rate of sustainable 
and inclusive growth, which can contribute to the eradication of poverty. The Programme 
identifies specific objectives and actions to be pursued in the following six priority areas: 
fundamental transit policy issues; infrastructure development and maintenance; international 
trade and trade facilitation; regional integration and cooperation; structural economic 
transformation; and means of implementation. The Vienna Programme of Action was 
endorsed by the General Assembly through resolution 69/137. 
 
58. The 2015 Conference of Ministers,8 urged the African landlocked countries to 
mainstream the Vienna Programme of Action into their national and sectoral development 

                                                 
6 Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Central African Republic, Chad, Ethiopia, Lesotho, Malawi, Mali, Niger, 
Rwanda, South Sudan, Swaziland, Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe – in the ECA 2015 contribution to the 
Secretary-General’s Report to the General Assembly. 
 
7 FDI: foreign direct investment. 
 
8 For the eighth Joint Annual Meetings of the African Union Specialized Technical Committee on Finance, 
Monetary Affairs, Economic Planning and Integration and the Economic Commission for Africa Conference of 
African Ministers of Finance, Planning and Economic Development, deliberated on and endorsed the Vienna 
Programme. 
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strategies, in order to ensure its effective implementation. In addition, the Ministers called 
upon ECA, the African Union Commission, the African Development Bank, regional 
economic communities, and all other regional and subregional organizations, to provide the 
necessary support to African landlocked developing countries through their respective work 
programmes in accordance with their respective mandates. 
 

B. Progress, challenges and opportunities 
 

59. The Almaty Programme of Action provided impetus and catalysed multi-level actions 
by various stakeholders to tackle the sustainable development challenge of landlocked 
developing countries. The Vienna Programme of Action has renewed commitment and 
injected new momentum to this agenda. Some of the progress made by landlocked 
developing countries in Africa, the persistent and emerging challenges, and opportunities are 
outlined below. 
 
Progress 
 
60. The African Heads of State and Government adopted Agenda 2063 at the twenty-
fourth ordinary session of the Assembly of the African Union held in January 2015 in Addis 
Ababa. Agenda 2063, aims to achieve Africa’s structural transformation. The Agenda is 
designed to attain aspirations which could facilitate the achievement of the goals of the 
Vienna Programme of Action.  
 
61. Fundamental transit policy issues – policies to guide transit transport operations have 
been developed in the region. Policies developed by regional economic communities, relate 
to issues such as road transit charges, road customs transit declaration documents, regional 
customs bond and border posts operations. Corridor management organizations have also 
been established to improve the efficiency and cost effectiveness of trade routes, including 
those linking landlocked developing countries not only to their coastal neighbours, but also to 
the rest of the world. Coordination mechanisms have also be been established. For instance, 
the regional economic community transport coordination committee (REC-TCC), and the 
Africa Corridor Management Alliance, undertake coordination at regional level.  
 
62. Infrastructure development and maintenance – the African Union has adopted the 
Programme for Infrastructure Development in Africa (PIDA). This programme provides a 
long-term vision for Africa’s infrastructure development as well as a platform for African 
countries, both individually and collectively, to engage with investors and development 
partners. A Priority Actions Plan (PAP), made up of 51 projects and programmes, for short- 
and medium-term implementation has been developed. PIDA draws largely from the 
infrastructure master plans of regional economic communities.  

 
63. The New Partnership for Africa’s Development (NEPAD) Presidential Infrastructure 
Champion Initiative (PICI), consisting of eight projects championed by the African Heads of 
State and Government and drawn mostly from PIDA projects, provides further impetus to the 
implementation of regional infrastructure projects in Africa. In addition to PIDA and PICI 
projects, several regional corridors have been designed to link Africa’s landlocked countries 
to the sea. The most prominent of these regional programmes is the Trans-African Highways 
network. All African landlocked countries, with the exception of Lesotho and Swaziland 
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(which are well linked to South Africa), are directly linked to projects that are part of the 
main continental infrastructure programmes – Trans-African Highways, PIDA and PICI.  
 
64. International trade – landlocked developing countries have sharply increased their 
participation in international trade. Exports of goods and services originating from these 
countries increased from $12 billion in the year 2000, to $24 billion in 2012. During the same 
period, imports to African landlocked developing countries rose from $16 billion to $37 
billion. Nevertheless, these countries still play a marginal role in the global market, 
accounting for slightly more than 1 per cent of world trade. The landlocked developing 
country group as a whole, has recorded a net trade surplus since 2010, however, most of these 
countries (except those that are natural-resource-rich) are characterized by a structural deficit 
in their trade balance. This is particularly true for African landlocked developing countries, 
most of which run consistent trade deficit in both services and merchandise trade. With 
regard to trading partners, landlocked developing countries have typically displayed a high 
share of trade directed to the same region, mainly through the transit countries. This is true 
for African landlocked developing countries except a few, such as Chad and Lesotho. This 
highlights regional integration as an opportunity that could contribute to accelerating the 
development of landlocked developing countries. 
 
Challenges 
 
65. Notwithstanding the progress made, a number of both structural and trade policy 
impediments constrain international trade in Africa. These impediments weigh down the 
competitiveness of producers, particularly in landlocked developing countries and for 
manufactured goods, which require more articulated transformation or longer value chains. 
Examples of these constrains are: inadequate infrastructure and inefficient logistics; limited 
availability of skills and inputs of adequate quality; poor provision of credit and financial 
services; and limited level of industrialization. This, by itself, constrains the scope for intra-
industry trade and emergence of regional value chains. 
 
66. Structural economic transformation in Africa as a whole, has been limited. The 
transformation has not led to increased productivity and GDP growth as it was often because 
of a shift in resources, especially labour, from traditional agriculture and rural activities to 
low-productivity services sector, and often informal activities.  

 
67. Compared to coastal countries, landlocked countries have a large share of agriculture 
(29 per cent versus 23 per cent); lower industry (26 per cent versus 30 per cent) and lower 
share of services (44 per cent versus 47 per cent). 
 
68. Means of implementation: Revenue, excluding grants, as a percentage of GDP, 
increased marginally from 16.5 per cent in 2005 (based on 16 landlocked developing 
countries) to 18.8 per cent in 2012 (based on 14 countries). However, this was below the 
level in 2007 (22 per cent). The relatively low ratios reflect the low capacity of African 
landlocked developing countries to mobilize domestic resources. From 2004 to 2013, FDI 
flows to these countries increased from $2.46 billion to $6.8 billion. However, the increase 
was significantly lower than FDI flows to African non-landlocked developing countries, 
where there was a rise from $13.88 billion to $46.30 billion. Moreover, African landlocked 
developing countries accounted for only 12.8 per cent of FDI flows to Africa in 2013, 
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although 25.5 per cent of the African population lives there.9 Additionally, over the past 
decade, African landlocked developing countries have, on average, realized lower figures of 
FDI as a percentage of GDP than other country groupings such as African non-landlocked 
developing countries, non-African landlocked developing countries or non-African non-
landlocked developing countries.  
 
Opportunities 
 
69. Regional integration and cooperation feature among strategic priorities of African 
policymakers, as testified by the large number of regional trade arrangements and 
establishment of regional economic communities. The regional integration agenda has been 
picking up momentum since January 2012. Accordingly, negotiations on the establishment of 
the Continental Free Trade Area will be launched in July 2015, and are expected to conclude 
by 2017. 
 
70. Adoption of the Vienna Programme of Action have spurred renewed commitment and 
enhanced momentum for the development agenda of landlocked developing countries. The 
United Nations system and other relevant international organizations have been providing 
continuous assistance to landlocked developing countries. This support includes capacity-
building programmes, advisory services, support to transport infrastructure development, and 
the promotion of legal instruments related to trade and transport facilitation. For example, the 
Office of the High Representative for the Least Developed Countries, Landlocked 
Developing Countries and Small Island Developing States, has coordinated activities in the 
United Nations system.  
 
71. For its part, ECA has provided support to the African regional economic communities 
to the implementation of the Almaty Programme of Action, and technical assistance on trade 
facilitation to landlocked developing countries and transit countries. ECA has also 
contributed to the development of PIDA, PICI, and other cross border infrastructure 
programmes through wide-ranging interventions, including research to improve 
understanding of the challenges to their implementation; knowledge generation; capacity-
building of government officials; and advocacy for global support. ECA has also provided 
support to development of pro-poor public-private partnerships for rural energy provision; 
promotion of energy efficiency investments; localisation of clean energy technologies; and 
modern biofuel development in Africa.  
 
72. ECA, the African Union Commission, the African Development Bank, the World 
Bank and the Office of the High Representative for the Least Developed Countries, 
Landlocked Developing Countries and Small Island Developing States, have all supported 
African countries with regard to the Trans-African Highway network. The African 
Development Bank had also made an important contribution to the growth of regional 
infrastructure. In February 2014, it was reported that the Bank had financed more than 70 
multinational operations. That included the construction and rehabilitation of cross border 
roads and cross border transmission lines, valued at more than $3.8 billion since 2009. 
 

                                                 
9 These figures exclude South Sudan. 
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C. Conclusion and recommendations 
 
73. The Almaty Programme of Action served to focus attention and rally support at 
various levels, to examine the unique development challenges faced by landlocked 
developing countries. The Vienna Programme of Action, which is based on the renewed and 
strengthened partnerships between landlocked developing countries and the transit countries 
and their development partners, is set to support landlocked developing countries to deal with 
the enduring challenges and thus, consolidate the achievements made and accelerate progress 
toward achieving sustainable development in these countries. African countries need to 
leverage the progress that has been made in the implementation of the Almaty Programme of 
Action and continue to build robust institutions that maintain and improve the business 
environment, economic governance and macroeconomic management. 
 
74. In the light of the foregoing, the Africa Regional Forum on Sustainable Development 
may wish to consider the following messages to inform its collective input to the HLPF-2015. 

 
(a) At regional level, Agenda 2063 provides a unique opportunity to galvanize 

international, regional and national support to tackle the challenges facing the 
continent, including the African landlocked developing countries. The ten-year plan for 
the implementation of Agenda 2063 should therefore incorporate the measures set out in the 
Vienna Programme of Action for Landlocked Developing Countries. Moreover, African 
landlocked developing countries should domesticate the Vienna Programme of Action. The 
action areas, in the Vienna Programme of Action, should feature as development priorities to 
inform the policies and programmes of Africa’s development partners, including bilateral and 
multilateral support agencies.  

 
(b) Regional integration is a cornerstone for integration of African landlocked 

developing countries to the regional and global markets. In this context, these countries 
should vigorously pursue policies, strategies and programmes to promote regional 
integration. In this regard, the decision to launch negotiations on the establishment of the 
Continental Free Trade Area in July 2015 and conclude by 2017, and the Action Plan for 
Boosting Intra-African Trade, should be fully supported and implemented 

 
(c) Developing the industrial sector is crucial for structural transformation of 

African economies. African landlocked developing countries should therefore consider 
designing and implementing industrial policies to increase value addition in commodity and 
resource exports, where many countries already have a comparative advantage; and in other 
activities, where economies can develop that advantage. However, given the financing 
constraints, Africa’s economic transformation has to rely increasingly on domestic sources of 
finance. As such, African countries need to develop innovative approaches to development 
financing from both internal and external sources. 

 
(d) Africa needs to improve the quality and coverage of its infrastructure 

(roads, railways, ports, information and communications technology) and boost its 
energy production and distribution networks. Particular attention should be given to 
transit transport corridors and regional infrastructure projects, especially those that are part of 
the PIDA Priority Actions Plan and PICI. This is vital to closing the competitiveness gap 
faced by African firms, particularly those of landlocked developing countries, to make trade 
and trade policy to promote industrialization. Infrastructure policies and regulation of 
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services provided through the infrastructure network also have to be improved to overcome 
non-physical barriers to trade and transport. 

 
(e) Africa’s financing gap is growing and the region needs to plug this gap by 

focusing on expanding domestic resource mobilization and innovative financing, 
particularly for its landlocked developing countries. Closing this gap requires enhanced 
efforts by member States and support from development partners to explore and develop 
innovative financing sources, including channelling remittances to productive sectors of the 
African economy. 



E/ECA/ARFSD/3 
Page 20 
  

 

References  
 
Chapter I 
 
Boto, Isolina, and Ronalee Biasca (2012). Small Island Economies: from vulnerabilities to 
opportunities. Brussels Rural Development Briefings: a series of meetings on ACP-EU 
development issues. Briefing No. 27. Available from 
http://brusselsbriefings.files.wordpress.com/2012/06/reader-br-27-small-island-economies-
vulnerabilities-and-opportunities.pdf. Accessed 4 March 2014. 
 
Chen, Fengzhen, and others (2007). Renewislands: Renewable energy solutions for islands. 
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, vol. 11, No. 8, pp. 1888–1902.  
 
Daw, Tim, W. Neil Adger and Katrina Brown (2009). Climate change and capture fisheries: 
potential impacts, adaptation and mitigation. In: Climate change implications for fisheries 
and aquaculture: overview of current scientific knowledge, K. Cochrane, and others, eds., pp. 
107–153. Rome: FAO Rome. doi: FAO Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical paper No. 530.  
 
Holmyard, Nicki (2014). Implications for Fisheries and Aquaculture. In: Climate Change: 
Key Findings from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change Fifth Assessment Report. 
Cambridge, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland: Cambridge Institute for 
Sustainability Leadership.  
 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (2014). Climate Change 2014. Impacts, 
Adaptation, and Vulnerability, vol. I. Global and Sectoral Aspect. 
 
Nicholls, Mark (2014). Implications for Tourism. In: Climate Change 2014: Key Findings 
from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change Fifth Assessment Report. Cambridge: 
University of Cambridge Institute for Global Leadership.  
 
Nurse, Leonard, and others (2014). Small Islands. In: Climate Change 2014: Impacts, 
Adaptation and Vulnerability, Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment 
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, C.B. Field, and others, eds. 
Cambridge and New York: Cambridge University Press.  
 
Perch, Leisa (2010a). Benefits Sharing: Blending Climate Change and Development in 
National Policy Efforts. One Pager No. 121, International Policy Centre for Inclusive 
Growth. Available from http://www.ipc-undp.org/pub/IPCOnePager121.pdf. Accessed 23 
February 2014.  
 
__________(2010b). Maximizing co-benefits: Exploring opportunities to strengthen equality 
and poverty reduction through adaptation to climate change. Working Paper No. 75, 
International Policy Centre for Inclusive Growth. Available from 
http://cddrl.fsi.stanford.edu/sites/default/files/Stahlberg_-_Maximizing_Co-Benefits.pdf. 
Accessed 23 February 2014.  
 
 
 



E/ECA/ARFSD/3 
Page 21 

 

 

Republic of Guinea-Bissau (2006). National Programme of Action of Adaptation to Climate 
Changes. Available from http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/napa/gnb01.pdf. Accessed 4 March 
2014.  
 
Republic of Seychelles (2013). National Report: Preparation for the third International 
Conference on Small Island Developing States to be held in Apia, Samoa, 2014. Available 
from http://www.sids2014.org/content/documents/232SIDS_National%20report_6.06.13.pdf. 
Accessed 23 February 2014.  
 
Union of the Comoros (2006). National Action Programme of Adaptation to climate change. 
Available from http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/napa/com01e.pdf. 
 
 
Chapter II 
 
Economic Commission for Africa (2015). Socioeconomic impacts of Ebola on Africa. Addis 
Ababa, Ethiopia. 
 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (2014). OECD Stat. Available 
from http://stats.oecd.org/?lang=en&SubSessionId=b9a56b26-e9dc-492f-b4be-
6158b279df68&themetreeid=-. Accessed 27 January 2015. 
 
Stat Plantet (2015). Economic vulnerability index. Available from 
http://esango.un.org/sp/ldc_data/web/StatPlanet.html. 
 
United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (2014). UNCTADstat. Available 
from http://unctadstat.unctad.org/wds/ReportFolders/reportFolders.aspx. 
 
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (2015). UNESCO Institute 
for Statistics Database. Available from 
http://www.uis.unesco.org/DataCentre/Pages/regions.aspx. Accessed 22 January 2015. 
 
United Nations, Office of the High Representative for the Least Developed Countries, 
Landlocked Developing Countries, and Small Island Developing States (2014). The State of 
Least Developed Countries 2013. Follow-up of the Implementation of the Istanbul 
Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries. Special Theme on Extreme Poverty 
Eradication in the Least Developed Countries and the Post-2015 Development Agenda. 
 
United Nations Statistics Division (2014). Millennium Development Goals Indicators. 
Available from http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Data.aspx. Retrieved 16 January 2015. 
 
World Bank (2014a). World Development Indicators Database. Available from 
http://data.worldbank.org/data-catalog/world-development-indicators/wdi-2014. Accessed 27 
January 2015. 
 
__________(2014b). Reducing Poverty and Investing in People: The New Role of Safety Nets 
in Africa. Washington D.C. Available from 
www.worldbank.org/en/region/afr/publication/the-new-role-of-safety-nets-in-africa. 
 



E/ECA/ARFSD/3 
Page 22 
  

 

Chapter III 
 
Economic Commission for Africa (2015). Contribution to the Secretary General’s report to 
the General Assembly on the implementation of the Vienna Programme of Action. Addis 
Ababa, Ethiopia. 
 
Economic Commission for Africa and the African Union Commission (2015). Ministerial 
Statement of the eighth Joint Annual Meetings of the African Union Specialized Technical 
Committee on Finance, Monetary Affairs, Economic Planning and Integration and the 
Economic Commission for Africa Conference of African Ministers of Finance, Planning and 
Economic Development, Addis Ababa, 30 and 31 March. 
 
United Nation (2012). The future we want. Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 
27 July 2012. Resolution 66/288. Available from http://daccess-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/476/10/PDF/N1147610.pdf?OpenElement. Accessed 9 
May 2015. 
 
__________(2014). Ten-year review of the implementation of the Almaty Programme of 
Action: Addressing the Special Needs of Landlocked Developing Countries within a New 
Global Framework for Transit Transport Cooperation for Landlocked and Transit Developing 
Countries. Report of the Secretary-General. Available from 
http://www.lldc2conference.org/custom-content/uploads/2014/09/Report-en.pdf. Accessed 9 
May 2015.   
__________(2014). Vienna Programme of Action for Landlocked Developing Countries for 
the Decade 2014-2024. Available from http://www.lldc2conference.org/custom-
content/uploads/2014/11/Vienna-Programme-of-Action1.pdf. Accessed 9 May 2015. 
 
United Nations Office of the High Representative for the Least Developed Countries, 
Landlocked Developing Countries and Small Island Developing States (2013). The 
Development Economics of Landlockedness: Understanding the development costs of being 
landlocked. 
 
 


