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Mr. President, 
Distinguished Delegates, 
Ladies and Gentlemen, 

It is a great privilege and honour for me to have this oppor
tunity of addressing once again the Second Committee of the 
General Assembly, which is entrusted with the responsibility of 
deliberating, during this current thirty-eighth session of the 
Assembly, on a wide-range of economic and financial issues of 
vital importance to both the developed and developing worlds, 
at a time when the international economic situation continues to 
give cause for concern. 

I need not tell you how much I have always looked forward 
to this opportunity. Indeed my pleasure in addressing your 
august Committee this year is more than doubled because 1983 
is a jubilee year for us in Africa; it is the Silver Jubilee Year of 
the Economic Commission for Africa. 

Twenty-five years ago, the Economic and Social Council by 
resolution 671(XXV) of 29 April 1958 established the ECA and 
defined its terms of reference. This was the culmination of a 
series of attempts, begun as early as 194 7, by the then few inde
pendent African countries, for Africa to have its own regional 
economic commission just as the other· regions of Europe, Latin 
America and Asia. But the struggle for the creation of ECA was 
to last more than ten years and might still have been prolonged 
further but for the timely intervention of the Second Committee 
during the 12th session of the General Assembly in 1957 when 
it was able to obtain a General Assembly resolution directing 
ECOSOC to establish an African regional economic commission 
at its next session. 

The intervention by your Committee and the subsequent 
creation of ECA by ECOSOC has turned out to be a historic 
decision of great portents. First and foremost, by that decision, 
Africa's first ever continent-wide organization was born. Second, 
the setting up of ECA paved the way for the establishment, five 
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years later, of Africa's continent-wide political organization -
the Organization of African Unity. Indeed, it was the location 
of ECA's headquarters at Addis Ababa that pulled OAU to the 
same city. Third, the ECA, right from the start, began not only 
to champion the economic interests of Africa and to provide a 
forum for the exchange and harmonization of ideas, policies 
and programmes but. it also began to take - at first falteringly 
and as the years passed by aggressively - measures and program
mes aimed at turning Africa from a mere geographical expression 
into an economically independent continent. 

This is not the place nor the occasion to recount the achieve
ments of ECA during this last quarter of a century. The ten Heads 
of State and Government who attended the Silver Jubilee Session 
of the Commission testified publicly in their respective addresses 
to the solid contributions of the Commission to Africa's economic 
and social development. So did the distinguished Secretary
'1enera! of the United Nations who did us the honour of attending 
arn.l addressing the opening of th€ session. And so did the Secre
tary-General of the Organization of African Unity. The thirty 
African Heads of State and Government and the twenty non
African Heads of State and Government who sent good-will 
messages also bore witness to ECA's contributions. As for the 
Secretariat, we have brought out a special commemorative publi
cation entitled 25 Years of Service to African Development and 
Integration. As the distinguished Secretary-general of the United 
Nations wrote in the preface to the publication: 
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«The evidence of multilateral economic co-operation at 
regional and subregional levels in Africa is encouraging. The 
Lagos Plan of Action and the Final Act of Lagos indicate the 
determination of African States to foster national and collec
tive self-reliance. I mention both, for self-reliance must 
advance at both levels if it is to be meaningful. 

I am particularly happy that the Economic Commission 
for Africa has helped decisively in creating this orientation. 
In identifying the issues involved, recommending policies, 
bringing governments together and implementing projects, 
the Commission had demonstrated the degree of enthusiasm 
and the willingness to innovate which are most needed in 



Africa. The Industrial Development Decade and the Decade 
for Transport and Communications are two recent examples 
of such valuable policy initiatives.» 

Those of you who have seen the publication will recall that 
eight African Heads of State and Government - the Heads of State 
of Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Nigeria, Sierra Leone, Tunisia and 
Zaire and the King of Morocco - graciously wrote forewords for 
the publication. 

Mr. President, 

The Silver Jubilee Session provided an occasion for reflection 
and for understanding an agonizing appraisal of the nature and 
course of social and economic development in Africa during the 
past and the next 25 years. In this connection, I cannot do more 
than quote a paragraph from the statement which I made to the 
Commission at that Session. I said then that: 

«looking back at the past twenty-five years, we do have a lot 
to be proud of. While it is true that given our present econo
mic crisis there is no cause for indulging in self-congratula
tions, it is also true that there is no justification in indulging 
in self-destructive criticisms either. Mistakes we certainly 
have made; opportunities our governments have certainly, 
from time to time or perhaps more often than should have 
been the case, missed; we have certainly gone astray from 
time to time in the course of this period because of the 
novelty of it all, particularly after independence; and, if we 
must confess all on occasions such as this, our perceptions 
as to the nature and scope of development and how to bring 
it about and as to what strategy to pursue has suffered 
markedly from our colonial heritage. But no one can or 
should doubt our genuineness, our ability to learn from the 
past nor our determination to march forward until we have 
fully achieved the objectives which we set for ourselves in 
the Monrovia Strategy and the Lagos Plan of Action.>> 

True enough, the African Ministers responsible for economic 
planning and development re-echoed this determination when they 
solemnly expressed in the last paragraph of the Addis Ababa 
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Declaration on the occasion of the Silver Jubilee Anniversary 
celebrations their hope that when the African Governments and 
peoples celebrate the Commission's Golden Jubilee in the year 
2008, Africa «would have succeeded in establishing at the national 
level, subregional and regional levels ... truly dynamic, prospe
rous, self-reliant and interdependent economies capables of 
functioning as true and reliable partners in the international 
economic system within the context of the Lagos Plan of Action 
and the Final Act of Lagos.» 

Mr. President, 
Distinguished Delegates, 
Ladies and Gentlemen, 

For such a hope to materialize, the strong, increasing and 
sustained support of the international community is imperative. 
Today, more than ever before, Africa is in dire need of two 
things from the international community. First and foremost, 
an understanding, acceptance and support for its perception of 
the kind of development it wishes to pursue and how it wants 
to go about the pursuance of such economic objectives. And, 
secondly, Africa urgently needs from the international commu
nity steadily increasing flows of concessionary aid to augment 
its domestic resources, which are unfortunately not only limited 
but also diminishing. 

Since I have spoken at some length at different fora on the 
first point - the need for acceptance by the international commu
nity of Africa's perception of its needs, goals and strategy - I shall 
not dwell upon it except to put forward three propositions. 

First, that Africa's present unenviable position as the most 
economically backward region in the world is largely the conse
quence of the cumulative effect of the colonial legacy inherited 
at independence. Therefore, in considering the economic crisis 
which currently confronts the continent, we must never forget 
the economic abyss from which Africa has been trying to emerge 
since the 1960s. 

Second, that as far as African Governments are concerned, 
the Lagos Plan of Action and its companion, the Final Act of 
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Lagos, constitute the final outcome of a series of steps which they 
have been taking since the independence decade to achieve the 
complete decolonization of their economies. In this connection, 
the ECA firmly believes that Africa marching toward the future 
hand-in-hand with its colonial past has no future at all. Hence the 
Commission has spearheaded the search for a regionally-accepted 
socio-economic strategy for the continent. As you will no doubt 
recall, what is now known as the Monrovia Strategy was prepared 
by the ECA Conference of Ministers during the 14th Session of 
the Commission and the Lagos Plan of Action for the implementa
tion of the Monrovia Strategy for the Economic Development of 
Africa was prepared by the Commission at its 15th Session held 
early in April 1980. 

Our leaders adopted the new development approach enshrin
ed in the Monrovia Strategy in 1.979 and the Lagos Plan of Action 
in 1980 because they have «become increasingly aware, if not 
alarmed, at the growing gap between promises and performance» 
and had come «to recognize that to continue with the historical 
trends was not only futile but also fraught with dangers of con
tinued mass poverty and the consequent risk of political and social 
instability.» lf 

The seriousness with which the African Governments have 
taken the Monrovia Strategy and the Lagos Plan of Action is 
evidenced, in part by their persistent and periodic re-affirmation 
of their adherence to the goals and objectives postulated therein 
and by their relentless appeal to all member States tc, continue 
with the full and effective implementation of the Plan at the 
national, subregional and regional levels. 

My third and final proposition on this issue is that African 
leaders realize that the successful implementation of the Strategy 
and the Plan depends on three crucial factors - time, sacrifice and 
massive international assistance and support. Our Governments 
are not naive as to think that the goals and objectives of the 
Strategy and the Plan will be achieved overnight. Indeed, they are 

JI Adebayo Adedeji, The evolution of the Monrovia Strategy and the 
Lagos Plan of Action: A Regional Approach to Economic Decolonization, 

p. 19. 
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aware that the process will be a lengthy and difficult one calling 
for tremendous sacrifice. They know that there is no costless 
development but they also think that the real costs of develop
ment and economic growth postulated by the Strategy and the 
Plan could be ameliorated by massive external assistance. 

And yet, judging from present trends and tendencies, inter
national support in form of steadily increasing flows of conces
sionary aid is an unlikely prospect. For example, according to 
a recent World Bank Report, ODA commitments to sub-Saharan 
Africa fell in 1981 in nominal terms by 8 per cent compared with 
1980. Within this total, commitments by DAC members fell 
even more sharply by 11 per cent. And on a net disbursements 
basis, all categories of assistance either fell or stagnated in nominal 
terms. 

As far as the level and pattern of World Bank operations are 
concerned, the prospects are far from being re-assuring. The 
uncertainty which still surrounds IDA as well as the additional 
claims being made by countries from other regions on its limited 
resources make this very important traditional source of conces
sionary finance increasingly unreliable. And as far as IBRD 
resources which are lent on commercial terms are concerned, the 
current difficulties which several African countries are facing in 
maintaining their credit worthiness according to the Bank's and 
the Fund's conditionalities make these sources of funding unavai
lable to the majority of African countries. Indeed, according to a 
recent Bank publication, only nine African countries (Botswana, 
the United Republic of Cameroon, Congo, Ivory Coast, Mauritius, 
Nigeria, Seychelles, Swaziland and Zimbabwe) currently receive 
allocations entirely on IBRD terms which are based, inter a/ia, 
«on a judgment on the country's long-term ability; to cover 
prospective external debt service payments.» Four other countries 
(i.e. Kenya, Senegal, Zambia and Malawi) are eligible to receive 
a blend of IBRD and IDA lending. 

Mr. President, 
Distinguished Delegates, 

The implementation of the Monrovia Strategy and the Lagos 
Plan of Action, predicated as it is on rapidly increasing domestic 
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resources with matching external support, is accordingly in jeo
pardy. But more serious and of immediate concern are the ra
pidly deteriorating economic conditions of Africa which must not 
only be arrested but reserved. It is clear that domestic African 
efforts alone will be grossly inadequate to meet the challenge 
posed even when account is taken of existing level of foreign aid 
and Joan. Therefore, for Africa to be able to arrest present econo
mic trends and survive economically,. the injection of massive 
external support is imperative. 

And I strongly believe that the Second Committee and, 
through it, the General Assembly have an important role to play 
in sensitizing the international community and increasing its 
awareness about Africa's present precarious economic condition 
and its uncertain future and the disastrous consequences of 
diminishing international support and persistent hostile· external 
environment. 

As I have already indicated, the battle which is currently 
being waged by African Governments is one of economic survival: 
how to save the lives of those threatened by famine in a chronic 
food shortage situation; how to pay the creditors to whom many 
governments owe so much because large quantities of food have 
to be imported; how to pay for the high price of crude oil and 
petroleum products which are vital to her nascent industrial 
efforts; and, how to overcome her enervating refugee problem 
which is becoming, to some countries in Africa, the critical pro
blem of the day. And, at the same time that the challenge to her 
survival is being met, Africa has also to lay the foundation for 
long-term transformation of her economy based on the twin 
principles of national and collective self-reliance and an internally
generated endogenous process of development. 

Let me expatiate further on this statement by concentrating 
on Africa's food crisis, its lack of infrastructural facilities and its 
poor and weak industrial base. Needless to add that these are 
only some of the manifold socio-economic crises confronting the 
continent in its battle for economic survival. 

Of all these crises, there is no doubt that the one calling for 
the most urgent attention is the food crisis which was described 
most graphically in a recent publication by the Economic Com-
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mission for Africa entitled EGA and Africa's Development, 1983-
2008 - A preliminary perspective study in the following words: 
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«Africa's food situation is by now the single most critical 
area of concern in the region. For the whole decade of the 
1970s when the African population was expanding at an 
average annual _rate of around 2.8 per cent, total food pro
duction in the region as a whole was rising by no more than 
1.5 per cent. By 1980, food self-sufficiency ratios had 
dropped from 98 per cent in the 1960s to around 86 per 
cent implying that, on average, each African had around 
12 per cent less home grown food in 1980 than 20 years 
earlier. Production of cereals increased by a mere 1.2 per 
cent annually over the two decades reaching only 58.4 
million tons in 1980. The amount of roots, tubers and pulses 
produced in 1980 totalled only 88.2 million tons while 
production of meat averaged 4.7 million tons or only 11 
kilogrammes for each person per year during the 1978-
1980 period. But, while Africa's overall food production 
trend stagnated for almost ten years, growth in food demand 
kept pace with population expansion. Demand for cereals, 
for example, increased steadily throughout the 1970s to 
reach about 72 million tons in 1980. To cover the widening 
food deficits, Africa has had to import increasing amounts 
of food or receive aid therefore. Between 1970 and 1980, 
the volume of total food imports increased by an average 
annual rate of 8.4 per cent. Food aid to Africa reached 
1.5 million tons in 1980. Imports of food grains alone 
reached a total of about 20.4 million tons in 1980. In one 
year, 1980, such a volume of cereal imports cost the African 
region more than $ 5 billion excluding the heavy ocean 
freight costs. More seriously, the increasing reliance of the 
African region on food aid and imports threatens to create 
a new and dangerous structural dependence on cereals like 
wheat which cannot be easily grown in many parts of the 
African region. Stress should also be placed on the fact that 
massive food aid and large food imports often leave the 
majority of the African people undernourished since such 
foodsdo not reach the urban and rural poor. Indeed, despite 
the recorded increase in food imports, the African region 
still remains calorie-deficient with over 20 per cent of the 



present population imving an energy intake below the critical 
minimum limit. 2/ Average per capita food consumption in 
Africa in terms of calories remained almost stagnant at about 
2,197 calories in the mid-1970s as compared with 2,115 
calories in the early 1960s. » 

On a per capita basis, the index of per capita food production 
in Africa has declined progessively from 95 in 1976 to 91 in 1979-
1981 and 89 in 1982. The only bright spot in this otherwise 
dismal picture is that whereas the average annual rate of decrease 
in per capita food production was -0,9 per cent during 1967-1977 
period, the corresponding figure for the period 1978-1982 was 
-0,2 per cent. Thus, while world food production increased by 
about 2.2 per cent in 1982, the food situation continued to 
worsen in many lower-income food-deficit African countries. Not 
less than 23 African countries were affected or threatened by poor 
harvest and abnormally large food deficits. 

The ECA perspective study: ECA and Africa's Develop
ment, 1983-2008, was undertaken by us in commemoration of 
our Silver Jubilee Anniversary. We undertook the study in answer 
to the question which we kept asking ourselves after the review 
and appraisal of development during the 25 year period of the 
Commission's existence (1958-1983) as to what kind of Africa 
will emerge by the year 2008 when ECA celebrates its Golden 
Jubilee? The demographic projections shown in this study make 
the solution of the food crisis absolutely urgent. For example, 
whereas Africa's population was only 242 million in 1958 and 
440 million in 1980, it is projected to be 1,077 million in 2008 
growing at the annual average rate of 3.2 per cent. Our urban 
population will grow at the annual rate of 4.9 per cent while the 
rural population will grow at the average rate of 2.3 per cent. 
Indeed, 472 million people - i.e. twice Africa's total population 
in 1958 - will be living in urban centres in 2008. Life expectancy 
at birth will increase from 50.l in 1980 to 60.5 in 2008 for 
males and from 53.4 to 64.1 during the same period for females. 
The dependency ratio will fall only slightly from 94 to 91 between 
1983 and 2008. 

1J The critical minimum limit is estimated at 1.2 BMR (Basal Metabo
lic rate). 
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Unless there is a dramatic reversal of current trends, the 
conclusion reached by the Et::A perspective study is that the 
dependence of Africa on food imports will intensify. Africa's 
food import bill in 2008 would be shattering. Using the 1980 
unit value of cereal imports of USS 239 per ton, the cereal import 
bill to cover the projected deficit in 2008 would amount to 
US$ 14.0 billion at 1980 constant prices. Africa's self-sufficiency 
ratio in cereals would have dropped to 71 per cent by 2008. 

Yet a Regional Food Plan for Africa (AFPLAN), jointly 
prepared by F AO and ECA, was adopted by the F AO Regional 
Conference of African Ministers of Agriculture in 1978 and was 
endorsed by the ECA Conference of Ministers at their Rabat 
Meeting held in Morocco in 1979. Moreover, the AFPLAN was 
turned into even more operational terms by an Inter-Agency 
Working Group set up by ECA to assist in the preparatioq of the 
Food and Agriculture Chapter of the Lagos Plan of Action. F AO, 
!FAD, WFC, ADE and OAU joined ECA in that Working Group. 

Imperfect as these plans and strategies are, they do provide 
a basis for action at national level and for concerted action at 
subregional and regional levels. They cover such areas as food 
losses, food security, food production, livestock production, 
forest production, incomes and price policy, research and exten
sion services. These are the main elements of any food strategy 
and the fact that all the Governments subscribed to the AFPLAN 
and the Lagos Plan of Action was in itself a major step forward. 
The continent was able to move away from an ideologically 
dominated strategy to a more pragmatic strategy based on Africa's 
reality. 

Yet in spite of their pragmatism and in spite of their endorse
ment by all African Governments, the food situation has con
tinued to deteriorate partly because of the reduced ability of 
member States to finance the implementation of the food strategy 
from their domestic resources and partly because of an extremely 
inadequate external support. There is no doubt that external 
assistance has a very critical part to play in the implementation of 
Africa's food strategy. National measures would need to be 
backed up by global arrangements, requiring bilateral and multi
lateral agencies and the international community at large to adjust 
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their financial and technical assistance programmes in line with 
the priorities set by the African countries. However, in the past, 
external assistance has accorded low priority to African agricultu
ral development, and when available, it was generally given in a 
piecemeal and unco-ordinated fashion and was often inadequate 
to bring about the desired structural change in agriculture. 

Recently, a number of major donors have been reducing the 
level of development assistance geared toward solving the food 
crisis.This is an unfortunate development which must be corrected 
quickly because it is crystal clear that without additional aid, no 
food strategy will have any great chance of success. A realistic 
food strategy calls for a variety of policy reforms and a variety of 
new measures. For example, because of shortage of aid, African 
countries continue to have difficulties in mobilizing the resources 
needed for acquiring necessary technical inputs and agricultural 
service, for land reclamation, for research and for other essential 
components of sound food policies. Thus, if Africa's food crisis 
is to be overcome, major increases in financial support through 
concessionary assistance from the donor community are urgently 
required. 

The Lagos Plan of Action has estimated the annual invest
ments required for the implementation of the F AO/EC A Re
gional Food Plan for Africa at US$ 4.28 billion at 1979 prices. 
At current prices, this will now be in the order of the magnitude 
of US$ 6.50 billion per annum. Certainly this is far beyond the 
means of African governments. Even the assumption which we 
made in the Plan that African Governments will finance one-half 
of the total investment requirements has proved unrealistic. And 
as for foreign assistance, the receipts have fallen terribly short of 
estimates. Under such circumstances, what chance of success has 
Africa in achieving self-reliance in food? What Africa needs are 
not increases in food aid which only deepens its economic depen
dence but massive support in material, technical and financial 
resources that will lead to increased agricultural productivity and 
modernization, and that will enable it introduce necessary land 
reforms, reforms in pricing policies, marketing reforms as well 
as provide urgently needed inputs. 

Such concessionary assistance for food and agriculture must 
perforce be complemented by the massive transfer of scientific 
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and technological know-how to help Africa master its increa
singly unreliable and non-dependable climate. It was thought in 
the 1970s that the drought problem was a sudano-Sahelian pheno
menon - affecting only the Sudan belt and the countries of West 
Africa. Unfortunately, the scourge has spread to the countries 
of Eastern and Southern Africa and sadly enough, of the 34 
African countries affected, 24 are LDCs. What is the long-term 
significance of this? This is a question we have been asking 
ourselves in ECA. Is Africa going through a process of climatic 
change? Are we embarked on a process of continent-wide deser
tification? Or are recent developments merely an aberration? 

There is no gain saying the fact that drought has become a 
dreaded and dreadful household word in almost every African 
country - even including those countries which are far from the 
desert; whether it be the Sahara or the Kalahari. Indeed, at the 
rate our weather has been changing with rainfall becoming irregu
lar, unreliable and scarce, Africa may, before long, become a vast 
,'.esert permanently plagued by drought. At present, the scientific 
explanation which we have for this phenomenon is fragmentary 
and incomplete. This is why the ECA, in full collaboration with 
relevant organizations in the United Nations system such as UNEP, 
UNESCO, UNDRO and WMO is organizing early next year a 
Scientific Roundtable on the problems of the climatic situation 
and drought in the continent. I am most grateful to all the organi
zations for their full support and co-operation and I would like to 
seize this opportunity to appeal to the international community 
for their support and co-operation. 

Mr. President, 
Distinguished Delegates, 
Ladies and Gentlemen, 

It is well-known that in the industrialization process, Africa 
has not faired much better either. The industrialization process in 
Africa has not only failed to provide the dynamic forces for the 
structural transformation on the African economy to attain self
sustainment, it has also remained small and enclaved (accounting 
for only 9.8 per cent of the region's GDP). It is characterized 
(i) by light industries producing consumer goods; (ii) by a crude 
and relatively weak degree of processing and semi-processing of 
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mineral and agricultural raw materials; (iii) by a production 
structure that is based on small-size plants with little in terms of 
economies of scale and even much less in terms of forward and 
backward and lateral linkages; (iv) by unduly high import content 
in production; (v) by excess capacity due to the limitation of the 
domestic market as well as non-availability of raw materials and 
spare parts which invariably are imported and not produced 
locally; (vi) by being capital-intensive with a high unit cost of 
investment and bearing no relationship to Africa's factor mix; 
and, (vii) by excessive spread of scarce investment resources over 
wide ranges of product, thereby limiting the economic impact of 
industrial production. Domestic production costs tend to be 
invariably higher in terms of foreign exchange than the cost of 
the imported final product. In view of all these, it is not surprising 
that Africa is still the least industrialized region in the world. The 
industrial structure is not only small but it is also inflexible and 
totally dependent on foreign factor inputs. 

The ECA projections show that if the present historical 
trends were to persist during the next 25 years, Africa will conti
nue to be highly dependent on industrial imports rather than on 
domestic production. For example, it will have to import in the 
year 2008 over 97 per cent of its tractor vehicles, 37 per cent of 
its fertilizer requirements, 96 per cent of the region's demand for 
passenger and commercial vehicles, 12.3 per cent of its cement 
needs and 59 per cent of its iron and steel products. Likewise, the 
dependence of the region for the satisfaction of consumer goods, 
including pharmaceutical products, will increase. 

The Industrial Development Decade for Africa, 1980-1990, 
which was proclaimed by the General Assembly is not only 
intended to accelerate the industrialization process but also to 
correct some of the basic weaknesses and lay a solid foundation 
for an industrialization process that will closely link industry with 
agriculture, industry with the social overhead capital sector and 
industry with the service sector. Such an industrialization process 
will aim at satisfying the basic needs of the African population, 
and provide the springboard for technological revolution. Without 
a dynamic industrial sector which is integrated with and provides 
inputs for agriculture, Africa's performance in agriculture will 
continue to be poor and the sector will continue to constitute a 
drag on progress. 
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As is to be expected, the targets which African Governments 
have set for themselves during the Industrial Development Decade 
for Africa are limited to (i) the creation of a solid base for self
sustained industrialization at the national and subregional levels; 
(ii) the development of the human resources required by industry; 
(iii) the production in sufficient quantities of agricultural inputs 
(such as fertilizers, pesticides, agricultural tools and machines), 
and building materials; (iv) the development of the intermediate 
and capital goods industries; (v) on-the-spot processing and up
grading of an increasingly large proportion of the continent's 
raw rnateirals; (vi) the satisfaction of industry's energy needs; and, 
(vii) self-sufficiency in textile requirements. 

In their joint publication entitle A Programme for the Indus
trial Development Decade for Africa, ECA, OAU and UNIDO 
have attempted a very rough and tentative assessment of the 
investment implications of the targets set for the Decade. This 
qmounted, at 1979 prices, to US$ 140.0 billion during the Decade. 
At today's prices, this will be an investment requirement of 
USS 331.5 billion, Le. an average of US$ 33.15 billion per annum. 
While this figure represents at this stage an order of the magnitude 
of the investments required rather than a precise estimate of the 
cost of setting up the projects country by country and subregion 
by subregion, we cannot move away from the fact that the succes
sful implementation of the Industrial Development Decade for 
Africa calls for a massive injection of investment resources. In 
this connection, ECA, in collaboration with UNIDO and OAU, 
is in the process of identifying, with individual African countries, 
high-priority industrial projects which require larger markets and 
inputs not available at national levels for investment promotion 
at subregional levels during the Decade. 

Mr. President, 
Distinguished Delegates, 
Ladies and Gentlemen , 

One other key sector of the African economy which calls 
for continued attention and which requires complementary 
external support is the transport and communications sector. 
Your Committee and the General Assembly have always recogniz· 
ed the important role of this sector. Hence we have had the 
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United Nations Transport and Communications Decade for 
Africa since 1978. The first phase of the Decade is now about to 
come to an end and the preparations for the second phase which 
begins in January 1984 is nearing completion. Since, as is the 
practice, the distinguished Secretary-General has submitted 
progress reports on the implementation of the first phase and on 
the preparation of the second phase, I shall not dwell at length on 
them. 

All I wish to say is that our experience in the monitoring of 
the implementation of the first phase programme and of mobiliz
ing domestic and external finance for the projects contained 
therein shows clearly the need for the donor countries and fi. 
nancing institutions not only to accept Africa's perception of its 
priorities and strategies but also to give practical meaning to their 
often-expressed readiness to co-operate with Africa in realizing 
its development objectives. The total required investment for 
the 1091 projects which constitute the first phase programme is 
US$ 15.44 billion. Unfortunately, only US$ 7.0 billion, i.e. about 
45.0 per cent of this required amount has been secured or rea• 
sonably assured. And out of this sum of US$ 7 .0 billion secured, 
71 per cent has come from African Government's own resources. 
External funding amounted to only US$ 2.0 billion, i.e. 29 per 
cent. 

As a result of the disappointing level of external funding 
we have had to scale down the programme for the first phase by 
nearly half to US$ 8.75 billion. 

In this connection, I must once again express my most 
sincere appreciation to all those Governments, bilateral and 
multilateral donors and financing institutions that have given 
and continue to give material, financial and technical support 
to UNTACDA. Needless to add that without such support, the 
quantum of resources which we have mobilized would have been 
much less. 

Because of the inadequacy of resources, we have been obliged 
to transfer hundreds of the first phase programme projects to the 
second phase. Although the total investment requirements of the 
second phase programme are still being finalized and will not be 
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known until after the forthcoming Conakry Conference of the 
African Ministers responsible for transport and communications, 
it is, judging from the draft on which ECA is currently working, 
likely to be in the neighbourhood of US$ 25 billion, i.e. an average 
of US$ 4 to 5 billion investment requirements annually from 1984 
to 1988 when the Decade comes to an end. 

Mr. President, 
Distinguished Delegates, 

It will have become clear from what I have said so far that 
these three strategic sectors - food and agriculture, industry and 
transport and communications - call for a massive injection of 
resources during the next five years if Africa is to get out of its 
current economic quagmire, if it is to survive economically and 
if it is to lay a reasonably solid foundation for long-term economic 
development and transformation. 

It will also have become crystal clear that the resources 
required are far beyond the means of African countries, even in 
the best of circumstances, when the demand for their export 
produce was very high and the prices were good and therefore 
they were in a good position to generate both domestic and 
foreign exchange resources. Without considering the requirements 
of other sectors such as energy, education and manpower develop
ment not to talk of debt repayment and debt servicing; indeed 
with only three sectors, we are talking of annual investment of 
the magnitude of US$ 44.0 billion. Even if we are to make the 
rather heroic assumption that Africa should raise one-half of this 
from domestic resources, we still have over US$ 20.0 billion to 
look for. 

These estimates are more than enough to daunt even the 
most determined. They emphasize the awesome size of the 
problems facing Africa. Nor can one ignore the fact that the 
global economic environment today is far from being hospitable. 
But neither should anyone underestimate the international com
munity's capacity to help solve Africa's problems if it resolves 
to do so. When one remembers DAC's very brutal and frightening 
prediction, that «Africa in the year 2000 will not be in the ditch 
itisin now. It will be in the bottom of a deep black hole», then 
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the necessity for the international community to make such a 
resolution becomes imperative. 

We in ECA believe very firmly that the entire international 
community has a historic responsibility to discharge by helping 
African countries and peoples in their attempt to restructure their 
economies and to get out of the current deepening economic 
crisis. The ECA further believes that the international community 
can manifest this support through a vigorous intervention in the 
implementation of the African Food Plan; through massive mate
rial and financial support for the United Nations Transport and 
Communications Decade for Africa and the Industrial Develop
ment Decade for Africa; and, through the vigorous implementa
tion of the Substantial New Programme of Action for Africa's 
26 least developed countries. 

May I, therefore, appeal most fervently through the Second 
Committee to the entire international community to take, more 
seriously than ever before, the present economic plight of Africa. 
Let us not wait until the crisis has matured to disasters before 
rushing in assistance and support. While it is true that Africa's 
own efforts will be a decisive factor in achieving any economic 
breakthrough, it is also true that development assistance on a 
massive scale and provided for projects in the strategic sectors is a 
conditio sine qua non for bringing about that breakthrough. 

I thank you for your attention. 
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