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has effectively brought any recipient to the point of "take
off", to use Rostow's phrase. This, it has often been argued,
is because of the size of the problems to be overcome and not ‘;

for want of trying. But the alternative answer would seem i

to be nearer to the truth: that it is against the interests /

4
!

of the donors to equip recipients to stand on their own.

Foreign experts might do three jobs £n African countries,
they might provide economic intelligence fer their own govern-
ﬁents, they might give economic advice to their chief of mission
and to their national headquarters and they might give advice
to the host government. It is important to distinguish sharply
between those experts who are doing the third job and those
who are doing the other two; linking aid with advice may render

both useless or worse from the view point of the grantor coun=-

tries. If they are closely linked, it is almost inevitable

}
\

that experts in the field will become admin:strators of the
capital assistance programme, rather than trfe technical assist-
ants to the government of Africa. They may succumb to the
temptation to use their research primarily as a basis for their
own policy decisions and to use capital assistance as a club
to persuade the host government to accept these policy decisions.
Foreign advisors need the administrative flexibility -
and the adroitness to get themselves invited to help on these
problems after they arrive in the country and they must be
equipped to give practical assistance in effecting visible
improvement when the opportunity arises. This type of "nuts
and bolts" assistance may often be critical in winning the

confidences of local leaders and their supporting staffs and

thereby earning the right to advise on more substantive matters.
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Field technicians must be flexible enough to meet

various needs. Furthermore when the opportunity arise, the

improvement of daily operation is likely te be a complex task ;

requiring actions on many fronts. Advice must be technically J

!

sound, locally feasible, and politically sensitive differing
from one recipient country to the other. The foreign advisor/
who is primarily concerned with the developmént of the in-

stitution must also be prepared to help his local colleague

in wrestling with his daily critical substantive problems.

We should bear in mind that aid is usually tied. There
is apparently no free aid as such, aids have got cost attached
to them or have some tie particularly if they are in terms of
technical assistance. The general option ef grantor country
is technical assistance to create some job for the idle, so
called expert, in other words to create empl?yment possibilities

in its own country hence has some implicatio:' with regards to

the resource application.

A phrase which has long been current is "trade not aid", -

of course, if Third World recipients could trade aéequately,

many of their problems would either fall away or at least

appreciably lessen. A cynic might point out that it is precisely

because trade is the chief engine of development that rich
countries have shown such stubborn determination not to ease
the terms of trade in favour of the poor countries in case the
latter developed too quickly. As it is between 70 and 80% i
of Africa's exports go to the West and only between seven and
11% to the East. The great weakness of Africa's trading

position lies in the fact that 70% of its revenues come frcm

the export of primary products and control of prices is not

Fuae
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generally in the African producer states' hamds.

The idea of the need to develop has-new taken such a
firm grip that all African countries have dewelopment budgets
and most African countries depend on external funds for up to
50 - 60% of their development expenditures. These funds come
from the major bilateral donors and multilateral organizationms.
Thus the recipients are making their development processes
increasingly dependent on external inputs and are more and
more subject to the advice and manipulation, if not the ideology,

of those who supply the aid.

'In most African countries needs are determined by the
foreigners. The countries don't know what is wrong, why it
has gone wrong and what should be done. They ask for expertise
to show them their problems. Does one expect the other to know

if he is hungary or not?

It would not be fair to blame the experts for not pin-
pointing fhe exact weak points of the recipient countries since
the person is not used to the environment of the country. There
need to be someone to guide the expert. If one doesn't know
the problem of his country he can't expect to get a solution

for it.

Technical assistance is given to countries according
to the priority areas shown in the development plan of the
recipient country. Suffice to the point of whether it is done
by a local expert or a foreign expert, it is an obvious fact
that development plans in developing countries are just state-
ments of intentions and dreams and even in a highly operational
development plan, the fulfillment of the plan's objectives
would depend crucially among other things on "appropriate"

fiscal monetary and other economic policies.
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It is ridiculous to see African countries cheating
themselves in manipulating their development plans to fit
the requirements of the donor country so that they can get
what the donor country wants to dispose off. To this effect
we can conclude that the donor indirectly influences the economy

of the recipient country.

At presen£ 70% of the world populat?ﬁn is responsible
fdr only 7% of the industrial output, conversely, a very few
countries effectively monopolize capital and technology. They
are willing; on certain conditions to part with some cf their
capital but are intensely jealous of their technology, for
that is the decisive control factor of production and develop~
ment. As a result, virtually all African ceuntries are dependent
upon a few major aid donors for their inputs of technology.
As long as foreign capital guards its technelogy it can, for
example, be involved in a business in Africa which is 80%

locally controlled and still dictate policy.

In consequence of this imbalance between the developed
and the developing, the idea of appropriate technology has
grown and become fashionable. The question, however, is who
decides upon its appropriateness. Nyerere, for example, speaks
of appropriate training yet without top educational qualific-
ations, people cannot compete,thus appropriate may too easily
mean a willingness to be content with second best, Again it
is a question of choice: what sort of society do people want
to develop?

If a country is determined upon development in the
Western sense, it should ignore the appropriate technology
trap, for that is designed to ensure that the catching up

process is prolonged indefinitely. On the other hand, one of




- B -

the ironies of the aid business is that Afrdican in East Africa,

for example, have long known what, for them is appropriate

technology; it is the donors who presume te reorganize in the gf

recipient country, oOften with disastrous result. Thus in
agriculture traditonal broadcast methods of farming worked,
while Eurcpean agricultural methods, such as planting in rowé,
frequently produced erosion. It is the doners who often need to

learn rather than those they are assisting.

Problems exist and proliferate; and ene of the most
acute African question is the extent to which the continent
should and could unite in its apprcaches to the major aid
donoré, Some donors prefer to work in groups or on a regional
basis, at least over particular issues as, for example, in

assisting the development of a continental imfrastructure.

\
A good example of this occurred in 197¢ when a group of

donor countries were appraoched to assist civili aviation ex-
pansion in Africa. Plans included the training of 16,500
personnel over five years. The representatives of 35 .African
countries met in Genevd with those of a number of major donors
whose help was deemed essential for any continent wide scheme:
the latter group included Britain, France, West Germany, Canadaﬁ
Portugal, Japan and the USSR. By that time African countries
and the UN had already earmarked $70 million for the scheme

and were seeking another $110 million. The basic aim was to
make Africa self-sufficient in the training of its own air

crews and engineers by expanding the training centres at Addis

Ababa and Niamey and by establishing a third centre at Franceville

in Gabon. Between them the three centres would turn out 4,500

Lava
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qualified personnel in five years and the remaining 12,000

would be trained at existing national centres.

The scheme is ambitious and Africa has a current rate
of civil aviation expansion that is some 25% higher than the
world average. The difficulty iliustrating another of Africa's
problems, as its size in relation to populationa and industry.
The continent's daily aircraft utilizatioﬁxaverages 4%hour
compared with a world average of 7% hours while operating

costs are 30% above world average.

In Western development terms Africa is not unlike a
firm on the verge of bankruptcy; it has a minimum of room in
which to manoeuvre. Any important developments require
assistance from donors of one kind or another for capital and,
more importantly, for technology as in the case outlined above.
In this circumstance Africa becomes still more dependent,
incurs fresh debts and, if anything reduces its future free-

dom of manoeuvre.

It is the pleasure of both the recipient and donor
country to give and receive technical assistance in the form
of equipment and other supplies if the former does not think

over the disadvantages behind the donation.

Technical assistance in the form of equipment and other
supplies creates demand for the donor countries products. It
is possible that the source may not be the cheapest but this
should never be considered since direct payment does not occur.
There is always a tendency and has nowadays become true that
this kind of assistance makes Africa dependent on the products

of the donor countries regardless of their prices:

Jevna
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- the need for spare parts adds to the demand of

-

the spare parts of the donor couhtry which can
deteriorate the foreign exchange position of the
recipient countries;

other complimentary inputs will be required which
again aggravate' the balance of payment position
of the country;

there won't be an initiative from the recipient.
for manipulating the problem it faces with the
lack of the machinery it needs and accordingly
solve the problem within the available resources
in the country if flows of the needed equipment
comes from a foreign source;

the guestion of receiving distorts the priorities

of the country.

Hence a country has to take it for granted that more

properly.

than what was given is indirectly taken.

The only form of assistance that should be complimented

is grant if the recipient country is wise enough to use it

Turning the coin to its other side let us also see the

inevitable and perpetual weaknesses of the recipient countries.

Governments normally ask for expertise to undertake a
certain study in a sophisticated field, let us say for a two
year period. When agreement is signed it directly implies
that there will be one expert and counterpart to do the study
for two years and that the expert to teach the counterpart of
what and how things go and for Lhe counterpart to take over

the assignment after the departure of the expert.

P 5
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Governments normally ask for experts without assigning
anyone as a counterpart to learn from the expert or correct
the expert; even if they do assign counterparts:

= the counterpart might have no knowledge of the

field;

- he might have no interest;

or he might be a person that learns by imitation and

not by learning.

The expert after some negotiation cemes to work with
or without the counterpart and after his assignment there
is a‘tendency of extending his contract since there is no one
to take over him. Here goes our continuous dependence for
technical assistance. When one asks for experts one should
be aware of the need for someone to take over the expert and

someone to learn from the expert.

Support for country given in this respect hence becomes
largely at the paper work stage without any result. It is not
sufficient to propogate the amount of technical assistance or
to that matter any sort of assistance given to a country if

properly not used.

Most of African countries are dependent upon expatriate
personnel in higher education, several questions have tc be
asked; how fast has education (example Kenya) been expanding;
how scon will local personnel be trained == either in Kenya
or overseas —-- to replace the expatriates; have past targets

for localization been met?

Kenya's ability to attract aid =-- overwhelmingly from
the West -- must cause debate,, The country, it is true is

capitalist-oriented, allows investment and easy repatriation

of profit. It also possesses regional advantages in relation
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to its neighbours and pursues a general approach to develop-
ment which is acceptable to the major doners such as the USA ;
and Britain, as well as the multilateral organizations. The ;

1

question of greatest importance, ultimately one that only
Kenya's leaders will be able to answer, is how soon the country
will be able to dispense with such huge aid'inputs and, more

important, how soon does it want to do so.

The most quoted reference to aid that occurs in the
Arusha Declaration of 1967 reads: "Independence means self-
reliance. Independence cannot be real if a nation depends
upon gifts and loans from another for its development". No
othér examination of the aid process has been as clear as
the Arusha Declaration: "Gifts which start off or stimulate

our own efforts are useful gifts. But gifts which weaken our
\

[}

own efforts should not be accepted without :'sking ourselves

a number of questions". Unfortunately, even in Tanzania,

the guestions appear to be asked less and less. Though Tanzania
may be aware of the pitfalls of over-dependence upon external
assistance, in terms of hard survival the country has found it
guite exceptionally difficult to do without it. As the
Declaration also points out: "how can we depend upon foreign ;
governments and countries for the major part of our develop-"
ment without giving to those governments and countries a great
part of our freedom to act as we please?" The truth is that

we cannot., The theory is fine; but there would appear to be

a clear ambivalence between Nyerere's statements about aid

and self-reliance and his practice.

The Tanzanian Government issued two famous, if short-

/-..-
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lived, directives in 1972, Numbers 92 and 10 about the employ-
ment of expatriates in government departménts. One of the
points made was "the habit of dependence upon the expatriate
can be an easier one to adopt and sustain than the habit of

self-reliance", and that is what happened.

The lesson pointed out by Tanzania is simply its lack
of development leeway. Its economic vulnerability is so
great =- given a crisis -- that whatever its policy in theory,
in practice it has been obliged to turn to the West and East
for assistance and this has been true with most African

countries,

In August 1978, in his closing speech to the Fourth
Segsion of the Central Committee Third Congress, President
Samora Machel of Mozambique touched upon the aid problems that
beset his country. After analyzing various aspects of develop-
ment problems, arising from either internal or external causes,
Machel said: "We defined agriculture as the basis of our
development. We defined the communal village as the strategy
for ruralxdevelopment and for the socialization of the peasant.
We defined the agricultural co-operative as the way to destroy
the individualist spirit and to join forces to solve problems..."
And he went on to say that special attention would be paid to

the cooperative sector, family production and export crops

such as cashew nuts, sesame seed, cotton and copra.

He then made a crucial point and one for which no clear
answer has been found: "At this moment we are faced with a
dilema: we don't have foreijn exchange to finance development
and without development we cannot generate foreign exchange".
“Therefore the Fourth Session of the Central Committee rein-

forced the decision to give dynamic support to the agricultural
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export sectors, the mineral sectors and fisheries".

That simple statement by Machel suggests that he and

(s

his party reject self-reliance, if that term means developinq'
without foreign technical assistance. If this is the case,/‘
it is questionable whether any country in ﬁfrica can expecﬁ
to go without it alone. And if they cannot do so, what sort
of development can they achieve, what kind of help will they

get and at what price to their freedom in the future.
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CHAPTER VI - THE NEW INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC ORDER & ITS REALITY

@

External assistance has now been previded for more than
a quarter of a century. Yet the countries which qualified for
development assistance as colonies 25 years ago and those who
were not colonized still need assistance today. There is
little change in their real economic -position and none what-
ever in their relation to the advanced ecépomies: "catching
up" is a receding myth. Since this is the.case, it is relevant
to ask just ﬁhat aid in general and technical assistance in

particular has achieved over this period.

There are at least twice as many British or French
personnel in Africa today as there were 20 or more years ago.
In addition, there are many more advisers and aid personnel

from the communist (Eastern) countries.

Most African countries inherited an economic and political
gstructure at independence from which it has been extremely di-
fFficult to break free; a few have tried to do so, with in-
different success. The development paths pursued by African
countries were broadly established for them at independence;
to alter the inherited approach required a political insight
and determination -- as well as access to some other technology
== that in most cases was simply not available. Western
economic penetration in Africa, at the time of independence,
was of such an order that virtually none of the weak countries
(economically) of the continent have been able, individually
to break free. If they are to do so it must be collectively:
that means instituting some form of new international economic

order.

Lo mon




One thing to be sure that there is no lack of technical
assistance the question as always, is how much should be taken

and on what terms.

Once a major donor has decided to support a particular
recipient with economic assistance and personnel it is readily
available but the result is not convincing as to whether the
recipient really needed these assistancesgn As Mozambique's
Machel quickly discovered, his most acute development problem
hinged upon the availability of foreign exchange. His admission
of the need for foreign exchange to furel development was a
clear indication that no matter what political ideology a
devéloping country wishes to pursue, it ends up all too easily

turning to the advanced economies for its development.

There is an abundance of theories akout development as
there are growing numbers of bodies in the West and elsewhere,
concerned with the problems of the Third Werld. None of these
theories has led to breakthroughs in development terms. Until
African countries begin to think in terms of dispensing with
technical assistance and other sorts of aid, as it is now
made available, there is little sense in talking of establish-
ing a new international economic order. Indeed, to do so while
accepting aid is a contradiction in terms, In theory countries
take aid to make their economies viable; in practice, they
seem, too often to take aid because it is there and helps them
to survive. Many developing countries are only just keeping
their heads above water by accepting the assistance which is
offered, and the donors control the svstem into which the

African states were automatically pitch-forked at independence.

None of this is encouraging for the future. Aid is at

present provided as a weapon of economic imperialism: this




s G -

is equally true of Western and Eastern bloc of assistance.
Further aid begets more aid and technicalwassistance personnel
spawn ever more of their kind so that, despite brave attempts
at self-reliance, most African states are becoming more, rather
than less, dependent upon some form of development assistance.
The core of technical assistance at present is simply that it
is given by the industrialized to the developing in order to

maintain the present system, rather than to bring about economic

progress.

To ensure the continuation of the old economic order
(There is and have never been any economic order; but to simplify
matter, let us assume that there was one) the industrialized
countries see it as in their interests to frustrate the search,
by the developing world, for ways of breaking out of the conomic
strait-jacket in which they find themselves. The key to change
is the transfer of technology; any so=-called new international
economic order will only emerge if such a transfer can be brought
about.

Afﬁer the euphoria which followed the emergency of OPEC's
bargaining power in 1974, the North-South Dialogue, in fact
soon became boddged down in endless and near fruitless discuss-
ions which produced no changes of any moment, What Third
World countries learnt in the mid-1970s was that every con=
cession, however small, had to be wrung from the advanced ec~
onomies. The only way in which the Third World can hope to
alter the existing order is by organizing itself to speak with

one voice when dealing with the advanced economies..
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In January 1979 Mr. Shridath Ramphal the Secretary-
General of tﬁe Commonwealth, put forward the suggestion that
an Organization for Economic Co—operation among Developing i
Countries (OECDC) should be set up to assist the Third World J
in its negotiations with developed countries. Mr. Ramphal
argued that poor countries were ill-equipped for detailed
bargaining on trade and other economic subjects and that such
lack of expertise was even more serious today because of the
growing degree of co-ordination among the rich countries,
which had highly sophisticated mechanisms at their disposal,

such as the machinery of the EEC, the Organization for

Economic Cooperation and Development and the Nordic Council.

Because of the different views and different stands
the Third World had come to feel increasingly isolated from
the main economic decision-making processes; the major economic
1

powers make their own decisions and simply 1ass the results on

to the Third World.

At this point in history it is not possible to have a
series of economic orders working alongside each other. At
present, effectively,‘there are two: the capitalist Western
economic order which embraces by far the larger part of the
world; and the communist economic order. The two systems ﬁ
are political rivals and part of the rivalry comes out in théir
respective approaches to the Third World. Third World countries

-t

turn to both for trade and economic assistance.

The overriding implication behind a new international
economic order is willingness on the part of the advanced
economies to permit real sharing by the Third World, in de-
cisions and technology. In other words, the rich have got

to be prepared to make concessions which, apparently, would

- - Seen
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rob them of their present advantages over the poor: the

advantages that enable them to control the economic order

as it now exists.

For a brief moment in 1974 it looked as though the
advanced economies might at least begin to bring the Third
World into their deliberations as equal partners. This fo-
llowed the rise of OPEC power. It happenedubecause, for the
first time, Western panic about its sources}of oil forced it
to consider méking concessions that it would not otherwise
have contemplated. Once the oil panic had subsided, however,
and the West, even in recession, had absorbed the new oil
prices and geared itself to a changed situation, then even

the possibility of meaningful concession rapidly receded.

What could induce willingness upon the part of the
powerful to share with the weak in a way that, on current
evidence, seems unlikely? The answers must ke that either
the Third World produces even more powerful pressures than
those mounted by OPEC in 1973=1975, for example, withholding
raw materials until they get what they seek from the advanced
economies; or the rich change their own line of reasoning and,
instead of arguing for short-term advantage, make major
concessions now so as to create a different climate of

opinion and thus work towards a genuine one-world society.

The likelihood of either course of action being adopted appears

pelitically remote.

The first such argumen£ is of the OPEC kind: that is,
for Third World countries, which supply the advanced economies
with a great part of their raw materials, to act as a united
OPEC and demand, in return for a continuing supply, some cf

the concessions that at present they seek in vain. In fact,

Fara
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such a course of action appears politically unrealistic:

there are too many Third World countries, they differ too

much from each other in their political alignments, they are
too poor and too dependent upon the export of one or two
commodities and such joint action is unlikely. The OPEC 4
countries made a substantial impact but they did so only
because of the peculiar properties of oil ana its especial
importance at the present time, and because only a few coun-
tries had an effective monopoly of oil exports to the advanced
economies. The conditions which prevailed for OPEC simply

do noﬁ exist in relation to other commodities to other groups

of countries.

Here another important question need to be asked: do
mcest of the Third World countries in fact want a new inter-
national econcmic order? The most advancediThird World
countries, those with the greatest potential, such as Brazil,
appear only too anxious to jcin the ranks of the rich as soon
as they can. 1Indeed, the relationship of rich and poor has
been well inculcated into the latter along capitalist lines:
for the poor it is a matter of upwards mobility and most
appear only too anxious to join the developed, even if at
the bottom of the ladder., To put the problem another way,
how many Third World countries which at présent demand a new
international economic order would continue to do if they
struck oil and rapidly generated the wealth to develop their
economies and so move into a different economic category?

The West especially, understands this and so concentrates
attention on key countries with potential economic strength
' so as to detach them from the rest, since otherwise they might

spearhead a movement to change the present world crder.
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In these terms it seems unlikely that any new inter-
national economic order will be brought about in the foresee-
able future. The alternative is steadily meunting frustration
and resentment on the part of three quarters of the world's
population against the minority of rich developed economies
which control the present system. Such rising resentment

must produce an increasingly unstable world.

The world, of course, will continue as it is =-- the
rich exploiting the poor and the latter demanding, but seldom

getting, a better deal under the existing world crder.

The Third World cannot win a confrontation with the
advanced economies if their object is simply to become more
like the advanced economies as quickly as poessible, then they
are doomed to second class world citizenship for the foresee-
able future. The Technical assistance relationship assumes
that the recipients want to be more like the donors (in
economic terms) the result is that donors almost always call

the tune.

The poor should work on two assumption., First, that
the advanced economies are uninterested in establishing any
new international economic order, since to do so must mean
their own system has to disappear. Second that the only way

to achieve real change will be by "going it alone".

If developing countries really want a new international
cconomic order they should be willing to pay the price in
sacrifices which will be needed to break the existing pattern
of economic dependence, The price may well be too high, the
pressures from the elite (if not the masses of the people)

too great, so that any Third World generated new international

economic order will be doomed before it gets off the ground-
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What seems certain is that those whe continue to depend
on external assistance for economic succour (let alone real
progress) have only one future before them, and that is to
be drawn further into the economic toils of the existing
system. In the end, the only way they will break free is

by violent revolution. ;



& OF

CHAPTER VII - CONCLUSION

The paradoxes that any thoughtful examination of the
general effectiveness of technical assistance uncovers start
with the very question itself. What could be more natural
than for an economist to want to know whether technical assist-
ance on the whole, is worth while == at a time when the ab-
sorptive capacity of many recipients is questioned; when the
process is criticised for inefficiency, irrifate recipients;
when it is called too marginal to make a difference; when
the right says it is wasteful and soft-headed while the left
denies its ability to escape the taint of neo-imperialism ==

and all of this in a time of tightened budgets?

There is nothing unorthodox about private gift-giving
across national boundaries. The question lies whether these
gifts are required or not. Whether they are viable or not.
Whether recipients do really want them or not., Whether
recipients know their requirements, know what is good for

their economic progress.

Recipients should not take gifts because they are free.
One would need to identify the purpose or purposes to which
the flow is directed, doing this with sufficient precision

to permit the scaling of achievement,

On the basis of the economic projections, Africa in
the year 2000 will not be in the ditch it is in now. It will
be in the bottom of a deep black hole. This is not only due
to the negative effects of technical assistance but due to

lack of national effort in every African country.

Over the last two decades the food and agricultural

situation in Africa has undergone a drastic deterioration.
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Today each person in the region has, on average, considerably -
less access to food than was the case ten years ago, and
average dietary standards have fallen belew nutritional
requirements. In the face of a rapid growth in population

and urbanization, food production in Africa has tended to
stagnate. Indeed, average food production per person has
steadily declined since 1960. This is prevglent because of
increasing population and unfayvourable terms of trade. Technical
assistance is hence geared in filling up the stomach of the

starved African than to development problem -- if effectively

used.

Ethiopia without her national effort will be indiff-
erent from the rest of the African countries at her population
growth rate (2.5% for urban and 5.1% for rural) regardless
of any kind of assistance she gets from abgbad, consistently

begging for additional assistance and depen.‘ing on the rest

of the world for her survival.

Technical assistance has very little to do with sus-
tained economic growth and development in Ethiopia. This is
different from saying that it is useless, to some extent it
is useful for her survival. To my knowledge technical assist-
ance should not be called "Development Assistance" since it‘:

is just a system of subsidy.

The above will finally lead us to the perpetual need >
for a national effort which is an indespensable aspect when
we talk of economic growth. The primary move from one step
up the ladder is the national effort to be supplemented with
an overall world reaction to the present economic situation
-= mainly a United Front of the Third World Countries to

combat underdevelopmeht.
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One thing we should still bear in mind is that
the world is yet a world of competition. Ne country
would want the development of others. Every country wants
to be the top to have some countries to dominate politically,

and economically.



.ABBREVIATIONS

UN
UNDP

UNCTAD

UNCDF

UNESCO

UNICEF

UNFPA

ADB
IDA
EEC

ODA

CPSG
NRDC
Lec
LLDC
LPF

UDC

UNITED NATIONS
UNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME

UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE ON TRADE AND
DEVELOPMENT -

T
UNITED NATIONS CAPITAL DEVELOPMENT FUND

UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC
AND CULTURAL ORGANIZATION

UNITED NATIONS CHILDREN'S FUND

UNITED NATIONS FUND FOR POPULATION
ACTIVITIES

AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT BANK
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
EUROPEAN ECONOMIC COMMUNITY
OFFICIAL DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE
WORLD FOOD PROGRAMME

FOOD AND AGRICULTURE ORGANIZATION
WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION

CENTRAL PLANNING SUPREME COUNCIL

NATIONAL REVOLUTIONARY DEVELOPMENT CAMPAI(

LEAST DEVELOPED COUNTRY
LEAST OF THE LEAST DEVELOPED COUNTRIES
INDICATIVE PLANNING FIGURE

UNDERDEVELOPED COUNTRY
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