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Introduction

Cince July 2003 when African leaders declaredheir commitment to an agricultureled
development approach vidhe Comprehensive Africa Agriculture Development Programme
\-(AU/NEPAD 2003), both state and rstate actors and stakettders at all levels (e.g. continental,
regional,national)havecontinuously sughtinformation onthe progress and performanaaf the design

and implementation of agricultural policies and strategies in Africa in generadfaD4ADRN particular.

Are dl CAADRuctors and stakeholders making good on their commitments? Are we on timaathiewe
growth and povertyreduction targets? What have we achieved so far? What factors have shaped the
level of impact that has been achieved? Could we do better vaighsame level of resources? How? This
report, which is an outcome of the annual monitoring exercise of the regional strategic and knowledge
management system (ReSAKSS) at the Afrida level, addresses these questions from the continental
perspectiveviaa comparative assessment of performance in key indicators prior to and after 2063

year CAADP was initiatéd.

This report is primarily for mutual review at the continental level, which is a process that culminates in

the CAADP Partnership Platform (©®APP) meeting that brings together representatives of the leading
Regional Economic Communities (RECs), other regional organizations dealing with agriculture, major
bilateral and multilateral development agencies, and privat€& OG 2 NJ | YR T ioisXo$eM&VQ 2 NH | )
overall progress in the implementation of CAADP at the Afxiicke level. However, the information and

analysis are presented for regional aggregates in a mannercratcontribute topeer review at the

regional level. Detaed data oncourtry leveltrends are provided in the annexeand may beuseful for

those interested irthe performance of a specific country relative to the performanceét®fespective

region in the aggregat®r to Africa as a whole.

Given that the report is an outcoenof the overarching CAADP monitoring and evaluation (M&E) system

(see Benin et al. 2010), readers interesiranore detais on progress related to specific components of

CAADP may look at the results associated with, for example, the individual CAADM&# systentfs

the African Peer Review Mechan$iPRM), and the Mutual Accountability FramewlofAF). The
pillar-specific systemsfor example focus on assessing performance toward achieving gsipacific

targets without necessarily consideringw the processes, investment@nd outcomes associated with

other pillars interact with each other through complementary or substitution effects to affect
achievement of the overall CAADP goals and objectifém APRM focuses on asdes63 ! FNRA O y &

' The outcomes of annual monitoring exercises of ReSAKSS at the regionakleeéeated in three regional

reports associated with three regional economic communities (RECs): Economic Community of West African States
(ECOWAS); Common Markets for Eastern and Southern Africa (COMESA); and Southern Africa Development
Community (SADC).

2 Seehttp://www.nepad-caadp.net/library.phpto access documents on the Pillar M&E systems.

® Seehttp://aprm.krazyboyz.co.zafor more information about the APRM.

* See AU/NEPAD (2010a) for more information about the MAF

®The four CAADP pillars atending the area under sustainable land management and reliable water control
systemgPillar 1) improving rural infrastructure and tradeslated capacity for market acce@Billar 2) increasing

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook R8port



compliance with a wide range of African and international human rights treaties and standards. The
MAF focuses on the commitments between donors and governments.

The rest of the document is organized as folloWwsthe remainder of this introductory chagt, we
present the data and methods used in the analysis. In Chapters 2 through 6, we present trends in the
CAADRP core indicatorBirst we discusghe enabling environmento analyze the context within which

the CAADP process and related policies, invests) and outcomes have been taking ptaceéhapter 2.

Then, we presenprogressin CAADPnplementation processparticularly the stageof regions and
countries in theroundtable process Chapter 3.Chapter 4 deals witthe commitments and financingf

the agricultural sector while Chapter 5 loo&sagricultural sector performancencluding productivity
growth, and trade. Chapter founds offtrend analysisvith a look atthe progresshat has been made in
achieving the firstMillennium DevelopmentGoal MDG1) of halvingpoverty andhunger. Chapter 7
concludes with an outlookf the analyses to be done ftine 2011report and beyond.

Data and methodology

Thedata used in this reporire drawnfrom severakourcesincludingthe World Development Indicators

(WDI)the! Yy A il SR Hoodinid2AgriQuiture Organization databgdF&AOSTAT)he United Nations

Millennium Development Goal$MDG) statistics the Organizationfor Economic Cooperation and
Development (OECDynd theL Y G SNY F G A2y | £ a 2nhiénfi Finkdee StatizyicRT@e&e D2 @S NJ
data are supplemented bgnore recent datacompiled bythe ReSAKSS network from various national

sources ieluding Ministries of Finance and Economic Affairs and National Statistics Bur@aels
supplementary datavere collected on an adhoc basis The process of data collection, as well as the

quality of data collected, is expected to improve significanfiyttee CAADRNational SAKSS nodase
establishedto provide strategic knowledge products facilitate better monitoring and evaluation of

the agiicultural sector

To supportprogress reviews at the continentalegional and national levelas well as learning across
countries and regions, the data and ana&ysare presented at different levels and compositions of
aggregaibns of countriesFirst, countrylevel dataare aggregatedor the entire continent (Africa)sub-
Saharan Africa (SSA), and five geographic regionef the African Union(central, eastern, northern,
southern and western see

food supplies and reducing hung@illar 3) andagricultural research and technology disseminatenmd adoption
(Pillar 4).

10resakss.org



Tablel). Aggregatiorbased on Regional Economic CommufREC])s not usedas the primary unit of
analysisbecause it imeither mutually exclusivenor exhaustiveof the countries on the continenfsee
Table?2). Snce the country CAADRprocesses ardacilitated by the RESChowever,some of the main
indicatorsare also presentedccording tahe REQ@rouping.

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook Réfort



Tablel. Geographiaegionsand countries

Central Eastern Northern Southern Western
Burundi Comoros Algeria Angola Benin
Cameroon Djibouti Egypt Botswana Burkina Faso
Central African Rep.  Eritrea Libya Lesotho Cape Verde
Chad Ethiopia Mauritania Malawi /2648 RQLY
Congo, Dem. Rep. Kenya Morocco Mozambique Gambia, The
Congo, Re. of Madagascar Tunisia Namibia Ghana
Equatorial Guinea Mauritius South Africa Guinea
Gabon Rwanda Swaziland Guinea Bissau
Sao Tome & Principe Seychelles Zambia Liberia
Somalia Zimbabwe Mali
Sudan Niger
Tanzania Nigeria
Uganda Senegal
Sierra Leone
Togo

Source: AU 2011.

The other type of aggregation used in the analysis derives from the notion that different countries,
depending on their resource endowments and stage of development, are on different trajectories to
achievingtheir developmentobjectives (Diao et al. 2007). Therefore, coud@yel data are also
aggregated into a foducategory economic typology based on agricultural potential, alternative (or
nonagricultural) sources of growth, and income level. First, peita@émcome level, based on the World

. Iy Iné&e group classificatiod 2 2 NI R
development: countries are separated inmv-incomeand middleincomestatus, which consists of 55
and 45 percent of th&3 African countries, respectivelyowincome countries are further distinguished
by agricultural favorability based on the farming systems defined in Dixon et al. @0tel), where
favorability is derivedrom an index of the proportion of each farming system in the total land area.

HAMANO X

Aa dzasSR G2 I L

Each farming system is assigned a humeric value between one and ten based on its level of agricultural
potential, with higher values associated with higher potential. The pridgoiof each farming system in

(KS O2dzy i NE A2

GKSY YdzZ GALE ASR ©

o0& SI OK

aeaisvyoa

single indexed value for each country. Countries with an index equal to or above the threshold value of
four are classiéd as havingnore favorable agricultural conditiongvhile those with an index below the
threshold value are classifieas havinglessfavorable agricultural conditionsThen, countries having
more favorable agricultural conditions are further sdividedto capture the presence of other more
dominant sectors in the economy competing for productive resources. Specifically, the abundance of
mineral resource endowments is used to classify countries as aitiv@ral richor nonrmineral rich(see

Diao et al2007 for details).

12resakss.org



Table2. Regional Economic Communiti@@EG) and member states®

CENSAD COMESA ECCAS ECOWAS IGAD SADC UMA
Benin Burundi Angola Benin Eritrea Angola Algeria
Burkina FascComoros Burundi Burkina Faso Ethiopia Botswana  Morocco
Central Congo, Dem Rwanda Cameroon Cape Verde Djibouti Congo, Dem Libya
African Rep. Rep. Rep.
Chad Djibouti Central / 238 RSomalia Lesotho Tunisia
African Rep.
Comoros Egypt Chad Gambia The Sudan Madagascar Mauritania
/ 23S REritrea Congo, Dem Ghana Kenya Malawi
Rep.
Djibouti Ethiopia Equatorial Guinea Uganda Mauritius
Guinea
Egypt Kenya Gabon Guinea Mozambique
Bissau
Gambia The Libya Congo, Rep. Liberia Namibia
Ghana Madagascar Rwanda Mali Seychelles
Guinea Malawi Sao Tome & Niger South Africa
Principe
Guinea Mauritius Nigeria Swaziland
Bissau
Kenya Rwanda Senegal Tanzania
Liberia Seychelles Sierra Leone Zambia
Libya Sudan Togo Zimbabwe
Mali Swaziland

Mauritania Uganda
Morocco Zambia
Niger Zimbabwe
Nigeria

Sao Tome &
Principe

Senegal

Sierra Leone
Somalia

Sudan

Togo

Tunisia

SourcesAU (2011)CENSAD 2011);COMESA2010); EAC (2011)ECOWA®010); IGAD (2011)NEPALR201(); SADG2010);
UMA (2011)

This method results in four mutually exclusive economic regidiablé 3) of countries with similar
agricultural and economicoaditions that allow for a more revealing crasgional analysis than can be
attained with the geographic groupings alone.

® CENSAD is the Community of SalSaihararStates; COMESA is the Common Market for Eastern and Southern
Africa; EAC is the East African Community; ECCAS is the Economic Communityl gffGemtr&tates; ECOWAS is

the Economic Community of West African States; IGAD is the Intergovernmental Authority for Development; SADC
is the Southern Africa Development Community and UMA is the Union du Maghreb Arabe.

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook Réport



Figurel. Farming systems in suBaharan Africa.
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Source: Dixon et al. (2001).

The analysis in this repofocuses on the aggregated values of the indicators, while highlighting
individual countries where it is instructive to do Sm cases where the aggregated value of an indicator

could not be measured using the original data (e.g. in cases when theatodi are measured as
percentages, growth rates, and so on and the underlying data used in their calculation was inaccessible),

the value presented has been estimated using the weighted sum approach, where the weight for each
country is the share of the2cdzy 4 NB Qa @It dzS Ay GKS G241t @OFfdzS 27
specific region or group. Indicators suchGi3R agriculture GDP (AgGDP), populatiand land area are

used to calculate these weights, depending on the indicator of interestai® for each weighting

scheme are given in the technical notes following the tables in the annexes.

" Detailed countrylevel data arepresented in annexes.

14 resakss.org



Table3. Economic regions

Low income (29) Middle income (24)
(M1)
Central African
Republic Algeria
) . Congo, Dem. Rep. Angola
Mmerﬂ_;'(h (6) Guinea Botswana
(LH) Liberia Cameroon
Sierra Leone Cape Verde
Zambia Congo, Rep. of
Benin /I 20S RQL@2A
Burkina Faso Djibouti
) Ethiopia Eg/pt
More favorgble agricultural Gambia, The Equatorial Guinea
conditions (20) ’
Ghana Gabon
Guinea Bissau Lesotho
Non-mineral rich (14) | Kenya Libya
(LF2) Madagascar Mauritius
Malawi Morocco
Mozambique Namibia
Tanzania Nigeria
Togo Sao Tome & Principe
Uganda Senegal
Zimbabwe Seychelles
Burundi South Africa
Chad Sudan
Comoros Swaziland
Less favable agricultural conditions (9) '\E/Ir;ltlriea Tunisia
(LF3) o
Mauritania
Niger
Rwanda
Somalia

{ 2dzNOSY

1 dzi K2 NBE Q OI f Odzf | (A 2y §2001) aadBViRdd RBayk (B020). 2 S

F{f o

Notes: Countries classified here as midisieome include those classified by the World Bank as laniddle income and
upper-middle income. An exception is Equatorial Guinea, which is classified by the World Bank aiseohighcountrybut is

OHNANTOZ 5

included in the middlencome category for the purposes of this report.

S asto bestassessperformance over time as well gsogresstoward achievingCAADP targetannual
average levels and changes in the values of the indicators priandoafer 2003 are calculated and
compared Specificallythe dataare averaged acrosfour periods: 19901995, 19952003, 2003, and
20032009 usingoverlapping yearso smooth theends of the rangeThese fiveto eightyear averages
are more reliable for angking trends than actual yeam-year changes that are usually fraught with
large variations The year 2003 is singled out as it is the yeat @AADP was initiated, and therefore
serves as an instructive reference point. However, the value reported0i@8 & a simple average over
the years 2002 to 2004 to remove the chance of a single year fluctuation in the data $eeesriginal
annualcountry-level data can be obtained from the ReSAKSS webaite/ (fesakss.org

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook Réport



Enabling Environment

or acomprelensive assessmenf the progresof CAADP implementation and achievements, it is

important to analyzethe context within which the CAADP process and related policies,

investments and outcomeshave been taking placeContext is significant because mulépl
factorst many of which arebeyondthe control ofthe CAADP decision makers and implemerters
condition investmentdecisionsand affect realization of the variousutputs and outcomesthat CAADP
seeks to achieveHere, some of the keycontextual factors are considered including thepolicy and
institutional environment officialdevelopment assistance (ODAhd macroeconomic management and
performance

Policy and institutional environment

The recognition that agriculturand rural developmentnust play a cetral role in economic growth,
poverty reduction, and food and nutrition security improvement is widely accepsasdhe coss of
disinvesting from the sector during the structural adjustment bewe become all too obviousThis
recognitionis evident inrecent intensifying efforts at redirecting as well as making commitments to
allocate greater resources tagricultureand rural development. Prior to the 2003 Maputo declaration
for example rich countries at th2002 Monterrey Conference renewed theirgige to increase their
development assistandeom 0.2 percent to 0.7 percemf their GDRUN 2002)

Since the 2003 Maputo declaratipthe agriallture-led approach to African developmeptoposed by
the heads of statdhas been gaining support ail leves, culminating in various policy initiativekat
support African agriculture anaim to increa® food and nutrition securityln 2003, the United States
pledged a 50percent increase overits $10 billion annual funding for U.S. development and
humanitaian assistancerepresenting a $3illion annual increase (USAID 2008) 2005, theBlair
Commission for Africa called for rich countries to double their aid to Africa and to cancelrdsdisy
poor countries(Gommission forAfrica 2005) In 2007, the @mmission of the European Communities
(CECrommitted to advancing African agricultural development through cooperation thighAfrican
Union (CEC 2007fhe CEC targeteajriculturalsector governanceresearch, knowledge systenisade
facilitation andquality insurancenatural resource managemenlivestock development and disease
control, and risk managemenas the priority areasfor agricultural development. The 2008 World
Development Report argues that the agriculture sector holds promise for o@went, and urges
concerted action by the international development communityltevel the playing éld in international
trade; provideglobal public goods, such as techogies for tropical food staples; arklp developing
countries addres<limate chage and owrcome looming health pandemidsr plants, animals, and
humars (World Bank 2007Moreover, he 2009 G§ Q! |jpdaiibel-of US$20 billion to thegricultural
sectort YR (GKS Hnandg 2 2 Ndcdgnitighzof ahdcdmaaiviéit ip Qupport the CADP
initiative reflect further globakupport foragriculture-led development.

In addition to the significant gains that have been made atgludbalpolicy level growinginstitutional
support for development at the continental level has als®en important. Such institutions as the
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African Peer Review MechanistAPRMY F2dzy RSR o6& (GKS bSgé t I NIYSNBKA.I
(NEPAD) in 2008an raise thecapacity ofdifferent actors inthe development process in a sustale

and effective manneby enhancing the accountability ojovernmentsacross the areas gdolitical and
economic managementA recent studythat explores the impact of the APRM in agricultural
development finds thatalthoughagricultural issues hav&o farbeen largely neglected by ¢hAPRM in
case study countries (Kenya and Ghana), with greater vertical (with) RB€ horizontal (with other
initiatives and stakeholders) coordination there is opportunity for APRM to improve governance and
implementation of CAADP (Zimmerman et 2009. Furthermore, some point towards an evolving
trend of presidentialterm limits, democratic elections, and lepser and publidolerance for outright
election corruptionamong African leaders as signs of growdiegnocraticprogress across the continent
(Economis2009)®

At the national level,adoption of the Poverty Reduction StrategPapers (PRSPs) and related
participatory processes by governments to outline coursimategic plans andlearlyearmark financial
resources to achieve national developniarbjectiveshasalso been instrumentallhese effortsreflect
the shift towards more pro-poor, human capital development, and geneeguity spendingpolicies,
which are important for agricultural development.

Official Development A ssistance (ODA)

In the 1980s and early 1990s, total official development assig@DA) to agricultur@xperienced a
decliningtrend, an oftcited consequencef structural adjustment programs aradfavoring ofindustrial
sectorsin developing economiesrhis declining trend ctinued through to the end of thd990s. Even
though total ODA increasd, disbursements to agriculture declined by nearly 50 percent (FAO 2003).
ODAto the sector was replaced by emergency food aid as countries became lessffielént in food
production (FAO 2008

The start of the new millennium saw a trenglversalconsistent with the recent commitmentmadeby
the donor community to increase aid to Afrifaigure2). For Africa as a wholégtal averageODAper
capitaincreasedfrom $38.23 in 199503 to $48.7in 20@-09. Though it should be noted that, due &
relatively very low amount oper capitaODAIn 2009 ($16.13 ascomparedwith $43.85in 2003),the
annual average percent change 200309 isnegatve (-10.34 percent), comparedvith 2.4 percent
positive growth ove2003-08.

The recent increase in total ODA to African countries does not appear to have impacted each region
uniformly. SubSaharan Africa has se@er capitaODA levels rise froran awerage 0f$38.42in 1995

2003 to $45.75in 2003 t0$53.05in 20032009; western, central, and eastern Africa have been the
greatestbeneficiaries of thisncrease indisbursement(Figure2). However, it should be ated that
OSYiNrt ! FNAOFQA&4 KAIK Hnno fS@PSta INBE RNAGSYy o0& S
and Principe.Meanwhile, northern Africa has seen ODA levelsdi@maticallyfrom the 1990s through

2009 (the most recent period recorded awerage annual9.7 percent reduction in ODA receptidn

this regior). ODA per capita reception in southern Africa has stagnated since 1995 and records a large

7 A
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annual loss of 11.92 percent in ti2903-2009 period Among the economic regionhe low inmme,
more favorable agriculture, and mineral ri¢btl), low income, more favorable agriculture, and non
mineral rich(LF2), and low income and less favorable agricultufiet3) countries appear to be the
greater beneficaries of ODA; theyeported average ODA per capita levelsf 66.06, 61.14, and 70.6,
respectivelyjn the most recent periogas compared withthe middle incom&MI) level of$33.97 Bvery
region experienced a percent loss in annual average ODA in the most recent @eyiogentioned
above, this loss is drive by thesignificantdecrease in ODA between 2088d 2009.

Figure2. Total ODAper aapita, grossdisbursements (2008 USD).
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Note: In the above figure and all subsequent figures, the abbreviation equivalents are: Afr=Africa; SS&akaban Africa;
CA=Central Africa; EA=Eastern Africa; NA=Northern Africa; SA=Southern Africa; WA=Western Africa; MI=Middle income; LI
1=Low income, more favorable agricultussd mineral rich; E2= Low income, more favorable agriculture, and smoimeral

rich; Li3=Low income and less favorable agriculture.

As with total ODA, ODA to the agriculture secfdgODAhas also seen an increase in recent years
However, the distrilotion of this increase differs from that of total ODA&igure3 shows thatalthough

the shares of the ODAdisbursementsgoingto agricultureare quite low @n average of 4.1and 4.2
percent for Africa and SS@nd a regional spread obetween 1.6 percenin central Africa ands.9
percentin LI2 for the 200309 period), it increa®d significantlyacross the boardgrowing by at least 10
percentper year. It is interesting to note that low income countries with hotavorable (-2) and
unfavorable (L-B) conditions for agriculture were the largest recipients of AgOBWanwhile, AQODA

to mineral rich (L) countrieshas experienced the most significant increase (an average of 24.2
percent) over the period.

The aerage share of total ODA disbursed for emergency food aid in Africa and SSA was comparable to
that of that of AQODA over the 20909 periods, at about 4.0 and 4.2 percent of total ODA. However,
while AgODA shares rose nearly uniformly over the periotergency aid shares took very different
directions in each regiorF{gured). Across Africa, emergency aid as a share of total ODA fell by 16.3
percent, with east Africa experiencing the greatest loss (25.6 pereatt northern Africa experiencing

the greatest gain (34.9 percent). Such dramatic increase in northern Africa is due to the relatively low
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initial levels in 2003 and subsequent increases in emergency aid to ODA shares in Algeria, Egypt, and
Mauritania (and limited data on the other countries in the region). Eastern Africa had the highest
average share of total ODA disbursed for emergency food aid in@@@8n average of 9.3 percent per

year), driven by Sudan, Somalia, Ethiopia, and Eritrea.

Figure3. Agriculture ODA share in total ODA (%).
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Figured4. Emergency food aid share in tot@lDA(%).
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Macroeconomic governance and performance

The impressive macroeconomic performance witnessedhenAfrican continenin the 190s, arising
from increasing GDP growtheduction in inflation,and significant improvement ofhe debt to GDP
ratio, among otherindicators appearsto have slowed dowras the 2000s have progressdeigure5
shows thateconomic output for Africa as a whole expanded rapidly from a low annual avgrageh
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rate of 1.6 percent in 199605 to 363 percent in 199503 and 5.8 percentin 200309. While the
easternAfrica regionand the economic group characterized bynore favorable agricultural conditions
(LF1 and L42) experienced an increase in the rate of expi@m in GDP in 20639 (by 0.1, 0.1, and 0.3
percentage points respectively) the other regions experienced a decline in the rate of expansion.
Notable outliers driving growth trends in their respective regions incligtgiatorial Guinegof central
Africa where oil revenue causedsDPto more than double(ADBG 2008 and Liberig of the more
favorade agriculture andmineral rich economic grougL}tl), which grew at annual rates above 20
percent betweerits two civil wars.

Figure5. GDRconstant 2000 US®)rowth rate.
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Sinceagriculture has strong econonwide linkage effect$n the nonagricultural sectorgxpansion of

the latter is critical for sustaininthe high agriculturabrowth that is anticipated from implementation of
CAADP.Thus, sustaining a higtate of expansion in theon-agricultural sectors will be criticalhe
recent food price and financial crisis has had a hand in slowing down overall growth, altti@ugh
gererally strong macroeconomic fundamentals and the early implementation of countercyclical
policies® among African countries have significantly mitigated the negative impacts that have plagued
developed market economies (IMF 2010a). In addition, less deselopuntries with fewer linkages to

the global market were somewhat sheltered from the overall recession (IMF 2010a). Oil exporting
African countries such as Nigeria and Angolare currently benefiting from resumption of the
demand for oil, though they reain vulnerable to the vagaries of international oil prices (IMF 2010a).

Two other important economic indicators offer additional insight into #heolution of theenabling
environmentfor African agricultureinflation and debt as a share of GOFends ininflation are shown

® Throughsuch linkages as, for exampseipply of agricultural inputandtransportation services at low prices and
fostering upstreanprocessing

9 For example, the sale of foreign reserves (employed particularly by oil exporting countries), the provision of
fiscal stimulus packages, reduction of interest rates, employment of capital and exchange controls, and the
establishment of new énking regulations (Kasekende et al. 2010).
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in Figure6. Africaas a wholeexperienced relatively low inflation levels 199095 and 199503, at an
average of 1.3 an@.5 percent respectivelybut increased t@n average 08.3 percentin 2003-09. This
pattern, observedat the continental levelis reflected in thaegions to differing degree#nflation inSSA
and central, southern, andwestern Africa peakd in 2003 at 13.1, 129, 163, and 13.4 percent
respectively In contrast, tle eastern andnorthern subregionsexperienceda consistentincrease in
averageinflation, rising from negativeaveragevalues in the 1990s tan average 08-9 percent in 2003
09. Comoros, Eritrea, Mauritius, and Sudarow the increase in the eastern gn while Libya,
Morocco, Algeria, and Mauritania @re the increase in the northern regioBverall, inflation wasinder

greater control following 2003 than preceding it. With the exception ofthe economic region
characterizedasfavorableto agriculturebut mineral poor (L}2), eachregionexperienced a decreasa

inflation in 200309 by morethan two percentage points

Figure6. Inflation, GDP deflato(%9.
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Figure7. Government gross debt as percent of GDP.
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Figure 7 reflects significant improvemenin the debt to GDP ratian both the geographical and
economic ggregations.For Africa as a whole, government debt as a percent of GDP declined from an
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annual average of 71.12 percent in 2608 to 54.86 percent in 20639. Southern Africa is the least
indebted region as a fraction of its GDP, at 45.55 percent andl63Bercent of GDP in 20@B and
200309, respectively. Across the economic regions, the mineral rich grody) i¢the most indebted
relative to its output, still standing at a hefty 120.46 percent in 2003with Congo and Guinea driving
this trend. The significant reductionsn debt have beendriven by debt forgivenessnder the heavily
indebted poor ountries (HIPCand multilateral debt relief initiatives (MDR()MF 2010, Ricksecker
2001) althoughrapid repaymentand the strong GDP growthperformance seen earlier have been
instrumental as wellldeally, this easing of debt will remove some pressure from government budgetary
resources and increase the likelihood that countries can make good on their commitment of increasing
resources available tde agricultural sector in line with the Maputo declaration of allocating 10 percent
of budget expenditures to the sector.

22resakss.org



Progress in I mplementation of CAADP

Roundtables and compacts

he first three quarters of 201@itnessed renewednomentum inthe country CAADP process. To
date, 2 countries and one regional economic community, ECOWAS, have completed
Roundtables and signed CAADP compdEigure8 and AnnexTable B:Jd C2f f 26Ay 3 wol
compactsigningin 2007, no additional country compacts wergigred until 2009 when twelve others
(Benin, Burundi, Cape Verde, Ethiopia, The Gambia, Ghana, Liberia, Mali, Niger, Nigeria, Sierra Leone,
and Togo) including a significant number of wesh Africacountries completed their compactsNine
more(. dzZNJ Ayl Claz2x /2GS RQL@G2ANBSE DdzAy Sl > )of8hgel = al f
countriessignedtheir compactsbetween February and July 20{@ne in February, two each in March
and April, and four in Jy). The most recent signati@s, Guinea Bissau arifambia, became the #3and
24" countriesto sign CAADP country compsion the 18" and 19" of January2011, respectively

Figure8. The national CAADP Roundtable process andntry status.
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It is anticipated thatdespite setbacks number of other countriesvill signtheir CAADP compactwer
the course of the coming yedrfor exampleZimbabwewasexpected to sigits CAADP compacin June
30, 2010 (CAADP 201 dutthe signing ceremondid not take placdecause w@te and nonstate actors
were still debating specific areasthie proposednvestmens. MozambiqueDRCSudanand Seychelles
are expected toalso signtheir compacts in the near futuréNEPAD 20H) FANRPANOZ(b). As of
August 2010, Mozambiqubad made significantprogresstoward this milestoneby establishing a
national CAADP Teanonsistingof inter-ministerial and other actorand was buys bringing the FAO
mission, CAADP experts, and joint NEPAD and Cpekidlers on board in preparatiofor the next step
of the processthe RoundtablgFANRPAN 2010bponors and the DRC government aiso in the
process ofleveloping a timeline toward the Roundtable in DR{Gnwengu personal communication,28
Jaruary2011).

COMESA is makingogress towardits regional compact. In August 2010, ti®od Agriculture and
Natural Resources Policy Analysis Network (FANREAMIoped a framework for preparing the
COMESA regionompact FANRPANRO10a). A draft compact has dre completed and is currently
undergoing review and consultation by the COMERESADC tripartite framework (MSUSF 2010).

Although many countries have made substanimbgress in CAADPnplementation a number of
countries have not yet begun the proces#lost of the ountries in the SAD@gion are only now
beginning to make plans to launch the process, which will depend on the speed with which SADC
mobilizes its member countries in that directiohlso, many of the countries that have not yet launched
the process fall in the middle incomgroup (including Algeria, Angola, Botswana, Equatorial Guinea,
Morocco, Sao Tomand Principe, and Tunisiayhere agriculture is not a mainstay of the econgmy
consequently, the urgency of launching the process istivelg lower. Nn-agricultural sources of
growth and developmenfe.g. diamond in Botswana and oil in Equatorial Guinea and Angola) are the
more strategic sectors for the governmentCountries facing internal conflicor frequent political
upheava) such as Somaliaand Mauritania also face challenges in launching such a participatory
process Finally, in yebther cases, such as Mauritius and Egypt, the CAADP process has stagtitated
early stages.

Process and inclusion

At the core of CAADP is pesl an inclusive process that engages actors and sectors from high level
government to rural farming constituenciege, state and nomstate actorsat all levels of society
Figure9 presents a visual of thexpectedinteractionsat different stages of the processHowever, at the

6™ CAADP Partnership Platform in April 2010, it was determined that the participation e$taten

actors (NSA)n the CAADP proce$md been inconsistent due to number of factors imtihg: weak
representation andalack of legitimacyor and accountability of NSAs; limited resources and capacity for
effective participation; an absence of standards for quality participation;-ddaritization of NSA
participation by CAADP lead institans; a culture of distrust rather than collaboration; and a lack of
information among NSAs (Randall 2010). Therefore, a working group was formed to address these issues
and an action planning follow up workshems held inOctober 2010 (Randall 2010)heToutcomes of
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the working group and the workshop included an options paper and guidelines for the participation of
NSAs in the CAADP process.

The options paper (Randall 2010) suggested: 1) establishing transparent selection processes for NSAs; 2)
providing grants to NSAs so as to enable them to effectively represent their constituencies; 3a) capacity
building efforts (for both state and nestate actors) to achieve greater and more quality participation

and 3b) making policy experts available to NSAssfablishing guideline standards for qualfsA
participation; and 5) investing in leadership and coordination. A draft of guidelines to operationalize the
above and enhance NSA participation at the country, regional, and continentas Veagput forth in
early2011 Theseguidelinesinclude steps farfinding NSAs to join the country CAADP team, working in
partnership with NSAs, financing NSA activities, developing NSA capacity, enhancing communication and
consultation with NSA constituencies, ensurimgitual accountability and engaging members of the
government (Randall 2011a and 2011Bmphasize throughoutthe guidelines ighe importance of
tailoring strategies and action® S OK O2 dzy.i NE Qa ySSRa

An NSA Gordination Task €&amwas also establised with the objective of supporting NSA participation
at the country level through workshops that will introduce countries to the guidelines and assisirthem
adapting those guidelines to their national context (Bwalya 2011).

Figure9. Country CAADP Compact Process Participation Framework.
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Despite the concerns regarding tlgpiality of NSAparticipation in the CAADP procedbe quantity
appears to be highn Ugandafor example, theMinistry of Agriculture, Animal Industries, ad Hsheries
(the leader of the processn Uganda engagedparliamentarians, local government officiatsther line
ministries and agencies, civil society and farmer based organizations, private sector firms and
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organizations, as well as donor partners fie tdevelopment and review of th® 2 dzy” Deé\d@oPrient

Srategy andinvestmentPlan (Uganda Technical Review 201Q)ikewise, Senegal engaged government
ministers, research institutes, farm&@ NB | y AT | A2y a3 @2dziK 2NBIF WKT FdA2Yy
society members, private sector organizatioasdtechnical partnersn various aspects of the process.

For exampleformulation of the investment plarninvolved inter-ministerial collaboration including the

Ministries of Agriculture, Finance, Envirant and Natural Resources as livas the development of
partnerships between producers and private sector organizations (Senegal Technical Review 2010).
Comparably extensivligh levek of participation and engagemerdre documentedin the technical

reviews ofmanyof the countryinvestment plas.**

Post-compact investment plans, technical reviews, and financing

Since May 2010, 17 countries atite ECOWAREChave moved on to develop agricultural investment
plans that have gone through different stageslué Technical Review proce@sgure8, seesteps9 and
10). ECOWAS and its member states haveperformed the others regions 15 of the 24 postcompact
countries are fronthe ECOWAS region.

In 2010 ifteen of the countriesthat completed the Technical Review processbmitted their
agricultural investment plans for funding under the Global Agriculture and Food Security Program
(GA-SP) to fill gaps in thebudgetary commitments fromgovernment, privatesector am other
development partnersources So far five ocuntries (Figure8, see stepl0) have been awarded GAFSP
funding totaling $223.5 million, with three of themRwanda ($50 million), Sierra Leone ($50 million)
and Togo ($39 milliom) receiving their awards in June 2010 and the remainingttithiopia ($51.5
million) and Niger ($33 million)in November 2010 The GAFSP fund call for proposals was first
announcedin May 2010 with June 14, 2010 and October 1, 2@%@he two proposalsubmission
deadlines While only a third of the proposafsom African countrieshave been funded so far, it is
anticipated that more funds will be become available in eafig1

The renewed momentum in th€AADRrocess in thesecond halfof 2010could be attributedto the
Global Agriculture and Food Security Program (GAFSP) fund call for proposals in Mayig01ioe
anticipation of another round of awards in ear®011, it is likely another burst of momentumill be
seenshortly. Such reponse to the promise of funding indicates that tA& institutionswill need to
work out mechanism#o link bilateraland other sources dundingfor the agriculturesector including
I O2dzy (i NBE Qa1 t8 @GAADRNEhat 2hdz8AFSRiis natisinterpraed as thesole window for
financing country plans.

* For more information, access individual country investment plans and technical reviews on their respective
country pages alvww.ReSAKSS.oog in the CAADP library http://www.caadp.net/library-country-status
updates.php

2 More analysis on funding is available in the chapter on agricultural financing and investments.
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Implementation of M&E

A major step in the CAADP processhis establishmentand operationof systens of accountability
monitoring, and evaluationto continuously inform the level, relevancand reliaility of evidence in
decisionmaking processs that lead to the effective dedgn and implementation of policies and
programsas well as greater anohore desirable development outcome$herefore, thisstep includes
the establishmenbf such systems at ntiple levels SAKSS nodes at the country leaéljonitoring and
Evaluation (M&E) Framework at the regional and continental levels, amdviutual Accountability
FrameworkMAF)at the national and internatioal levels.

At the country level, monitoring andveluation will take place vi€ountrySAKSS nodand networls.

These nodes and networkshould provide a framework within which targeted knowledge products
emanating from policyelevantresearch, objective analysisonitoring and evaluatiorand high cuality

local datacan be madeavailable forthe decisionmaking processes related to the sign and
implementation of investment plans and prograni® dateboth Uganda andRwandahave operational
Country SAKS#®des Launched in 2008he UgandaSAKSS nedshosted by the Secretariat of the Plan

for the Modernization of AgricultureThe node collaborates with the Uganda Strategy Support System
(USSP) as well as national partners, donors, and ministries to provide data and analyses to Ugandan
policy makes (Johnson and Flaherty 2008, USSP 201i¢. Rwanda SAKSS node, which was set up in
April 2010, is based in the Ministry of Agriculture and Animal Resources (MINAGH) the
supervision of the Permanent Secretawjith the primaryfunction of generatng, compilng and shaing
analyses, datde YR 20 KSNJ {y26f SRIS LIN®didél and Niddlfd&/eldpryfeimt (2 wa
in line with the objectives of theStrategic Plan foAgricultural Transformation (PSTAg part of the
Economidevelopment and &verty Reduction Strategy (EDPRB)eSAKSS nodactivities are carried

out in collaborationwith a network of Rwandese data providers and usearternational researchets

and other stakeholders on agriculture and rural developmastwell as with ReSABECA.Other
countries, including Ghana, Malawi, Mozambique, and Nigeria, are currently in the process of
establishing their Country SAKSS nodes.

Each country that signs a CAADP compact specifies the mechanisms for establishing a country SAKSS
node and therole it will play in monitoring and evaluating programs within their investment plaike.

the Rwanda SAKSS nodeyill be important forall CAADP implementirgpuntriesto strive to arrive at

a set up that allows them to systematically: (i) mobilinel éink existing centers of knowledge products

to guide CAADP implementation; (i) channel findings and other technical information to decision
makers both inside and outsideof government; and (iii) sustainably build knowledge management
capacities in theountry.

The CAADP M&E Framework (Benin €2@10) was revised and validated at tBAADM&E Validation

Workshop held on March-3, 2010 in Johannesburg, South Afriddisframework serves as a guide for

the ongoingCAADRNonitoring and evaluatiosystemat the regional and continental level#ccording

to the validated M&E Framework, the objective of sucheas 9 a8 aGSY Aa adG2 [aasSaa
countries arein the process, why countries are progressing the way that they are, constraidts an
opportunities, and roles of different stakeholders in the process, including their capacities to undertake
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0§ KSANI NPRf S32010)0To gt Jenfl, tie Grameviork facilitates the regular assessrétte
amount and type of CAADP investments madeg ahether and how the investmentand related
policies and practices are raising growth andfeducing poverty and hungeihese assessments are
analyzedsynthesizedand presented irReSAKSHEagship publication the Annual Trends and Outlook
Report

The CAADP Mutual Accountability Framework (MAF) is informed by the M&tework, but differs in
several important respects. Whereas the M&E reporprovides evidence on country and CAADP
progress, the focus of the MAFtsuse that evidencél 2prodidea basis for discussions and debate on
stakeholder performance on areas ¥fdz(i dzI f O2 Y XWNEFPAIROLUE.¢ Furdher, the MAF
encompasses two types of accountability: the accountability of development partners (DPs) and
countries to theirconstituencie, and the accountability of DPs and countries to each otheerims of

aid flows and development outcome&/NEPA201(). Followingendorsement of theMAFat the 7"
CAADP PP in March 2Q1He first Mutual Accountabilityreport is expected to beresented at the &
CAADP PP in 2012.

In the upcoming chapters we examine trends in: (i) agricultural financing and investment, including
progress toward meeting the Maputo Declaration of allocating 10 percent of national budget
expenditure to the agricultursector; (ii) agricultural performance, including progress toward meeting 6
percent annual average growth in the sector; and (iii) welfare outcomes, including progress toward
meeting MDG1.
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Agricultur e Financing and Expenditures

CAADP 10 percent agricultu re expenditure target

Ithough the absolute levels of agriculture spending have increamdabtantiallythroughout
Africa,in many caseshe amounts spent relativeto total nationalexpenditureshave declined
hen compared to the situation in the 199@Bigurel0). For Africa as a whol¢he percent of

total expenditures spent on the sector on average per year since 1990 has barely surpassednt,
which is less than the CAADP target of0lf@ercent Most recerly, however, he declining trend in
agricultural expenditure sharesas been partially reversed and shares in the most recent period are
nearly at the same leveeachedin the 199695 period (6.4 percent in 20639 compared to 6.8 percent
in 199095). Fa SSAthe percent spent on the sector on average per year declined frérapercent in
199095 to 12.2 percent in 1995003 and9.0 percent in200309. Thisdecliningtrend is mimicked
particularlyin the northern, southern and westernAfrica subregions, although thepercentagesspent
on the sector on average per year in therthern and southerrregionsin 200309 were below the
CAADP targe®d(0 and 7.0 percent respectively whilethe percertage spenin the westernregionhas
remainedabove it (116 percent).The declines in western and southern regions were driven by a wide
mix of spending experiences across countries, with some ciestticreasing their spendingn average
over the period(e.g., Angola, Liberia, and Namibia)arbers declining(e.g., Lesotho, Mozambique, and
Ghanadp b2 NI KSNY ! FNAOF Q& RS Odwmdfir Epentling sta@ i alidd theld = & | &
member countriesvith the largestaverage annuatlecline ofnearly 50 percentoccurring inMorocco.
Only astern Africahas shown consistent performance in increasing the percent of total expenditures
spent on the sectowith 10.0, 8.3 and 13.5 percent in 19995, 19952003, and 20039, respectively.
The central region performed the poorest in terms of percent allocatedh# sector expenditure
sharesseem to have stagnated ah average 02.9 percent per year since 1995

Figurel0. Agriculture expenditure (percent oftotal expenditures)
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At the national level, six countries stand out as having reached an average annual expenditure share of
over 10 percent in the most recent period. These countries are mostly in the western Africa region and
include Burkindaso, Guinea, Mali, Niger, and Senegal as well as Ethiopia in the eastern region.

Data are limited for carrying out the analysis by economic classification over all time periods; yet, there
are a few emerging trends. Countries with less favorable aguieittonditions(LF3) are devoting more

of their total resources to agriculture (13.7 percent in 2di¥ than any other group, including those
with conditions more favorable to agriculture (7.7 percent in 2083, although both of the more
favorable aggegations (LI and LR in Figure10) have increased their spending percentages in the
more recent period.

Financing future agricultural investments

What is the outlook of spending on the seciarthe futureand how will it be financed? Many of the

countriesin the postcompact procesfavearticulatedanswers to this questiom national agricultural

investment plais (NAIR)'® that project investment allocationsver the nextfive to ten yearsExamples

of theseplans are presented inTable4. If the budgets areexecutedas planned, thersome of the

countrieswill clearly outperform the CAADP 10 percent targefhisincludes Ethiopia (13 percent)

Malawi (14 percent) and Mali (17 percent). Ghana will just meet the target, whiléhe Gambia(6

percent) Kenya5 percent) and Ugandd5 percent)will underperform it WhileTheDlF YO A F Q& LJX 'y F
not meet the 10 percent CAADP target, it does show significant improvement lowgrévious decade

when the average agriculture expenditure was less than 3 percent per year.

Table4: Budget allocation to agriculture ICAADP Investment plans

National

Agricultural Annual
Investment Total average Percent of
Plan (Usb Annual average  change total
Country (years) Duration Millions) spending (%) expenditure
Benin PNIA 20112015 987.99 197.60 -- --
Ethiopia PIF 20102020 11,832.00 1,183.20 10.24 13.0
Gambia GNAIP 2011-2015 296.68 59.34 -- 6.0
Ghana METASIP 20112015 1,071.60 214.32 -7.45 10.0
Kenya MTIP 20112015 3,088.00 617.60 12.39 4.9
Liberia LASIP 2011-2015 947.73 189.55 -0.25 --
Malawi ASWAp 2011-2014 1,752.00 438.00 3.13 13.7
Mali PNIPSA 20112015 737.82 147.56 -- 17.0
Nigeria NAIP 20112014 1,496.60 374.15 -2.07 -
Rwanda PSTAII 20102012 815.43 271.81 10.76 --
Senegal PNIA 20112015 2,692.00 538.40 -- --
Sierra Leone SCP 20102014 402.60 80.52 -- --
Uganda DSIP 2011-2015 1,365.60 273.12 7.45 5.1

Source! dzii K2 N&E Q | 3 DNEGAFSRPOAOMgcundehtst S R

*The term NAIP is adopted here, though each country plan has a specific name (see Table 3).
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In comparison to historical expenditurediet Uganda NAIP maintains its past agriculture expenditure
shares, while that of Kenya represents a decrease. Consideration of the incremental budget over the
yearsrevealscontrasting srategiesacross the countries. For example, while the budgets in many of the
countries (including Ethiopia, Kenya, Rwanda, and Uganda) show strong positive growth throughout the
duration of each plan, the plans of Ghana and Nigeria show declining trenashasizing larger
investments in the beginning.

Figurell: Source of CAADP Investment Plan Funding
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Source! dzii K 2gxeation ba3ed oAFSP2010)documentsand Ethiopia PIF. 3+ Y Rl Q& Fdzy RAy 3 & 2 dzND
disaggregated ithe figure because the disaggregated data was not available.

Most of the funding (i.e. committed or expected funding minus the gaps) for financing the CAADP
investment plans in the different countries depends on the contributions by development partners
(Figurell). In fact, it is only in Nigeria and Kenya that government financing is expected to account for
over onehalf of total expenditure, at 51 and 66 percent, respectively. Indeed, in many countries the
funding gapsis quite larger & pn LISNOSyYy G 2NJ Y2NB Ay DKFEylFX [AOD
plan in particular is quite disconcerting in that government contributions make up only 0.5 percent of
the total investment plan while development partreecover 18 percent and the remaining 81.5 percent

is as of yet unfunded.
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Agricultural Productivity, Growth ,and Trade Performance

his section focuses on maj@griculture sectorperformance indicators, including productivity

growth and sources of graw. Following from the previous secah, which discussed thiatensity

of agriculturespending(i.e. spending as a percentage of the size of the s@¢diuis section first
considersthe size of the agriculture sector (measurby agriculture value addedsaa percentage of
GDPXo0 as to establish context for the observed trends in the productivity, growth, and trade indicators
Figure12 shows that even though agriculture still contributes a substantial portiomotal national
output, the size of the sectaielative to other sectors of theconomyhas declined significantly on the
continent and across all sulegions and economic groupsThis does not necessarily reflect poor
performanceof the agricultural sectoor its diminished importance Rather, gowth of other sectors
such asndustry and servicesould signify a transformation of the economy.

For Africa as a whole, the size of the sector declined on averageldpercent of GDP in 19985 to
14.5percent in 200309. Two regions in particular, central and eastern Africa, saw significant declines in
the size of the agricultural sector relative total GDP these regional declineare, in large part
responsible for the continental decline.

Figurel2: Agriculture value added (percent of GDP).
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Theagriculturesector still remains largest in eastern Africa (31.1 percent in 2®)3vhere it is driven

in part by Ethiopia and Taania, countries for which agriculture accounts for 46 percent of GDP in the
latest period. Northern Africa (11.7 percent in 2608 and southern Africa (5.4 percent in 2003)

rely much less on agriculture as a source of &DBountries such as Algar{9.1 percent) and Libya (2.6
percent) in the northern region and South Africa (3.1 percent) in the southern region have economies
that are more diversified or built on industries or services besides agriculture, thus heavily influencing

The exclusion of South Africa from the southerricaficalculations gives a percentage of 13.1%
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the regional aveige. Among the economic regions, thgriculturesector is smallest in middiecome
(MI) countries (11.4 percent in 206@0); this is not surprising when these countries are compared with
the low income countrieg¢L}2), for which agriculture accounts fmearly 30 percent of GDP. While the
overall trend for the continent implies a diminishimgle for agriculturein the economy it does not
signify poor growth. The agricultusector still plays a vital role in the economiesmany African
countries

Agricultural productivity

Increasing poductivity isat the heart of CAADP Pillara3 productivity is an essential componentf
boostingagricultural performance and tradeFurther, the growtlor reduction ofproductivity indicators

over timecanshed Ight on relative sources of growtls well agesource or factor constraints. Trends

for land and labor productivity and cereal yields, the indicatorsduseproxy productivity, are highly
variable across both the geographic and economic groupiHgsiever, overall trends indicate that
agricultural productivity in Africa has been rising at only moderate rates since the 1990s and still is far
below productivity levels found in other parts of the world.

Figurel3. Agriculture valueadded per unit agricultural lanérea(19992001International $).
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While land productivity has increased in most regions, in many cases it has done so only marginally
(Figurel3). During the latest period continental land productivity increased on average by 2.3 percent,
while the subSaharan Africa average was 2.4 perceband productivity growtthas hovered around

2.2 to 2.5 percent in all regions wittheé exception of entral Africa, where it hasremained almost
stagnant increasing at less than one percent annuallfhe DRC drives this trend with 0.2 percent
growth in the latest period while countries such as Equatorial Guinea and Chad contribute godhe
regional performance with growth rates of 0.6 percent and 0.5 percent, respectively.

In the countries with less favorable agricultural conditi¢bk3), land productivity remains far below the
SSA average and, while annual growth has been posditiras been so only marginathyaveraging only
2.7 percent in the latest period.Land productivity in the lesvorable agricultural countries (39.7
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I$/ha) is roughly onehird of that of the middle income countries (137.5 1$/H&)Land productivity for
the mineral rich countriesLt1, (90.0 I$/ha)is not far from the SSA avera@1.7 I$/ha)put growth has
been rather poor, averaging 0.2 percent in the 129®3 period and 1.9 percent in the latest.

Labor productivity Figurel4) follows a similadismayingrend. In no region exceptestern Africa have
productivity growth rates in the latest period been above 3 percent. Sierra LEdné percentland
Nigeria(6.4 percenthave been the primary driverswS a 4 SNy | ¥ NA O Qain thede$edtl 3 S
period. Other countries in the region have not performed as well, with growth rates typically less than 3
percent but as low as3 percent(e.g.,Benin) Thecentral region stands out as the only regim which

labor productivity has actually declined since the 199 reasing from the already low value of 337.1
I$/worker in the 199805 period to 313.5 I$/ha in the 2086 period. The DRC is primarily responsible
F2NJ 4§KS NBIA 2y QXlinihd@f@drmlB0LISISITRRiINDIWE tO 195 $$/ha in the latest
period, though Burundi has likewise had negative growth in each of the periods reported.

Figurel4. Agriculture value added per worked 992001 International $).
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Countries such as Nigel(@.4 percent) South Africd4.8 percent)andLibya (3.9 percent)ave been the
drivers of labor productivity growth among the middle incoiid) countries, where labor ductivity
is nearly triple that of the other regions and has grown at an annual avestgef between 2.3 and 3.1
percent over the last decade. This contrasts with productivity in the minerallrid) and more/less
favorable agricultura(Lt2, Lt3) countries for which labor productivity iess than 348 1$/ha in each
regionand haggrown by less than 2 percent since 1990.

Not surprisingly, regional performance of cereal yields mimics that of land and labor produatinogs

the continent. Nothern Africa in the latest period is achieving yield levels that are nearly 2.5 times
higher than those irwestern(1.13 t/ha) eastern(1.14 t/ha)or central Africa(.93 t/ha) (Figurel5). In

each of these otheragions yields have generally remained stagnant at around 1 ton per heetéte
annual growth rates of 1 t@ percent. Given that population growth rates for each of the regions

15 1$=International dollar.
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except the nortlern, are growing at 2.2.8 percent per year without sigintant effort, these regions are
likely to continue to under produce and therefore rely on imports to meet food needs in the future.

Figurel5: Cerealyields tons per hectare).
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Moderate productivity levels andgrowth rates canto a great degreebe attributed to low fertiliation
across the continenfFigurel6). Comparindertilizer usewith productivitytrends, itbecomesclear why
northern Africa and middle incomsountriesoutperform the others in productivity. ASigurel6 shows,

it is only in northern Africa and the middle income group that inorganic fertilizerhasdeen on the
rise. Given thisgenerally declining trend, th2006 Abuja Declaration Fertilizer for an African Green
Revolutiort target of increasinghe use of fertilizer froman average of 8 kilograms per hectare to at
least 50 kilograms per hectare by 20d8&ems very dauntyg.

As fertilizer is akey ingredient for plant growthjncreasing fertilizer use and fertilizer targeted
expenditures igssential for raising productivity on the continefihe observed trends in fertilizer use,

in addition to low use of other productiyirenhancing technologies and the above productivity trends,
suggests that agricultural output on the continent has derived more from area expansion than from
technological advancement (Nin Pratt and Yu 2008).

Figurel6: Total ferilizer use kilogramsper hectare).
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CAADP 6 percent agricultur al GDP growth target

Consistent with the moderatgains productivitypresented in the preceding section, overall growth in
agricultural outputhas been moderate, with significant variation in the trends. Average annual
agricultural GDP (AgGDP) growth has rarely reached the six percent CAADP target in any of the
geographic sulsegions or economic sugproups within the time periods considered leefFigurel?). For

Africa as a whole, the annual average growth rates were 2.8, 4.6 and 4.5 percent H5,9889503

and 200309, respectively. This trend is dominated by northern Africa, which experience8.3.4nd

5.1 percent growth in over the same time periods. The upward trend in performance is associated with
SSA and the eastern, southern, and western Africareglons. The main countries causing these
upward trends are Ethiopia for eastern Africa, AlagdMalawi, Mozambique, and South Africa for
southern Africa, and Benin, Ghana, Guinea, Niger and Nigeria for western Africa. As the bar graphs in
Figurel7 show, growth in agricultural output has been erratic iothb the geographic subegions and

the economic ones. AQGDP growth also experienced a strong upward trend in tiectome economic

group (not mineral rich, {2 and Li3), while the less favorable agriculture-8)Icountries almost met

the 6 percent CABP target in the most recent period.

Figurel?7. Agriculturevalue added (annual percent growth).
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Agricultural trade

The agricultural trade gap, measured by thaoaif the value of total agricultural exports to imports has
been falling continuously, particularly in SSA and its constituentegibns (

The economic subgroup aggregations show that both middle income (MI) and mineral rich) (LI
countries have generally been net importers of agricultwabds (with ratios in the range of 0.4 and
0.5). This is not surprising given that agriculture plays a smaller role in the economy of these two sub
groups Error! Not a valid bookmark selfeference), where revenue and growth come from other
exports or sectors that can be used to purchase agricultural goods. Nevertheless, the ratio of exports to
imports seems to be increasing over time. For the countries that are more reliant on agricult@je (LI
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however, the ratio has been falling continuoysl For these countries the primary macroeconomic
contribution of tradable agriculture to aggregate growth is foreign exchange, which allows imports of
inputs and capital goods (WB 2007).

Figurel8). While central Africa deepened its status as a net importexgvicultural products (ratio of

one in 199@95 to 0.6 in 200d7), the other three sutegions of SSA went from being average net
exporters prior to 2003 (ratio of 1.24) to average net importers after 2003 (ratio of 0.96). Only northern
Africa seems to & increasing the value of its imports to exports, although from a rather deep net
importer situation with a ratio of 0.2 to 0.3. While currently available data only displays trends through
2007, it is likely that, due to the recent food crisis and the ifsienport commaodity prices over the past
three years, the exposimport ratio has continued to fall.

The economic sugroup aggregations show that both middle income (MI) and mineral rich) (LI
countries have generally been net importers of agricultgabds (with ratios in the range of 0.4 and
0.5). This is not surprising given that agriculture plays a smaller role in the economy of these two sub
groups Error! Not a valid bookmark selfeference), where revenue and growth come from other
exports or sectors that can be used to purchase agricultural goods. Nevertheless, the ratio of exports to
imports seems to be increasing over time. For the countries that are more reliant on agricult@je (LI
however, the ratio has been falling continuousl For these countries the primary macroeconomic
contribution of tradable agriculture to aggregate growth is foreign exchange, which allows imports of
inputs and capital goods (WB 2007).

Figurel8: Ratio of value of total agricultral exports to value of total agricultural imports.
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The increasing value of impontgs-a-vis exportsin Africais the result of a number of different factors.

For exampleAfrica continues to offemostly unprocessed produce for which global prices are static or

falling. Furthermore, stagnanproductivity levelsthroughout Africa hae reduced the competiveness of

African commodities on the international markeAlsq African farmers face critichhrriers in accessing

markets that are typically distant and have high transportation costs associated with them. In these
casesLINA OS GNIyavYAaairzy Aa Ll22NE NBheszmbingd faclorslly S N&E Q
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translate into low output levis even at high levels of investmefite. low benefitcost ratios), which
further reducesincentives to producandhurtsterms of trade(AU / NEPAD 2003)

Finally, policies, currency markets, and trade agreements will all influence the import and &rpds

of a given country Goordination among these factors so asfewor Africanagriculturalexports poses a
challengeas, for examplethe repeated failure of the Doha round demonstrates (The Economist 2008)
However, sme effortsto improve tradeon the continentare already underwaythe GCOMESA, EA@nd
ECOWASRECs have all made progress in developing customs uaimh®r regional integration
reducing tariffs, and generally promoting both intr@nd extraregional trade of agricultural and othe
commodities(Nin Pratt et al 2008see also COMESA.int, EAC.int, ECOWAS.int

38resakss.org



Poverty and Hunger Outcomes

his sectionassessesrends in poverty and hunger reductiautcomeswithin the context of the
first Millennium Development Goal (MDG1), whigims to halve the 1990 poverty and hunger
rates by 2015. Achievement of MDGL1 is a stdatedet of countries implementing CAARsed
on the expectationthat increased agricultural growth will subsequently result in reduced incidence of
poverty, hungerand food insecurity.

Poverty trends

Africa as a whole has experienced declining rates of poverty since 888y from an average rate of
47.0percent in 199605 to 46.5percent and44.3percent in 199503 and 20039, respectively Figure
19).* This trend is repeatedt different intensities ineach of thegeographic suegiors, with the
exception ofwestern Africa which experienced an increase. The most significant average rates of
decrease in poverthiave talen place ireastern central, and northernAfrica, wile the smallest changes
occurred in southern Africa. The significant drops in poverty rateseastern andcentral Africa are
noteworthy because these two regions had initially higher levels of poverke in northern Africa
where the rateswere already verylow at 4.0, 3.6, and 2.3 percent in 199605, 199503 and 20039,
respectively The poverty rate in eastern Africa fell from an averagéZBpercent in 199605 to 54.4
percent and38.6percentin 199503 and 20039, respectivelyand was largely driven by declinedfie
poverty rates irEthiopia and Kenyd-or central Africa, the rate fell froif2.7 percent in 199605 t061.8
percent and68.8 percent in 199503 and 20039, respectively Theg declineswere mostly driven by
declining rates in Cameroon atige Central African Republi®#he poverty rates in southern Africa seem

to have stagnated, falling marginally frosd.4 percent in 199605 to 49.1 percent and48.4 percent in
199503 and 20039, respectively. Theipward trends experiencedin western Africa53.4, 59.1, and

62.2 percent in 19905, 199503, and 200309, respectively)are troubling, especially sincthe initial

rate is high andt is the only subregion to experiencan increas in povertysince2003.Many countries

in western Africa did experience declining poverty rates; however, these positive gains were negated by
AYONBI aSa Ay L2 @3ediBissadnd NigeBal S R QL @2 A NB

Despite an overall trend afecliningpoverty rates(i.e. percent of population living on less than $1.25 a
day) at the continental and regional levelshe absolute number of people living in poverty has
increased since wpulation growth has outpaceghoverty reductionrates. Thisgrowth in absolute
poverty has been largely driven lwestern andsouthern Africa, which both saw their populations grow
at anannualaverage rate of over 2 perceduring the period under consideratiorb@sed on author@
calculations using WDI 20l@ompared torates of clange inpoverty of 2.2, -0.7, and 4.1 percent in
199095, 199503, and 200309, respectively, iwegern Africa and-1.3, 00, and-0.5 percent in 1990
95, 199503, and 200309, respectivey, in southern Africa (see bar charis Figurel9).

The poverty trends by economic classifioatiFigure 19) offer insight intothe relationship between
agriculture and poverty reductiom Africa Average poverty rates are highest time less favorable

'® This section is referring to trends in the international ($1.25/day PPP) poverty rate and not the national poverty
rates.
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agriculture economiegqL}t3), although poverty has slowly declined over time In contrast,average
poverty rates are lowest in middi@come(MI) countries, but the rate®ave increased over time. In the
more favorable agriculture econdes (L+2) with initial poverty incidence of about 66 percent in 1990
95, those withother growth options (i.emineral rich countriesLt1) haveexperiencedonly a marginal
declinein poverty over timewhile those without othergrowth options have expeienced substantial
reduction in poverty

Figurel9. Poverty headcount ratio at $1.25/day (PPP), (% of population).
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As anticipated, the analysis at the aggregated levels maskstrgolevel performances. For example,
although western Africa experienced both increasing poverty rates and increasing absolute poverty over
the reported period, this region contains the highest number of countries that are on track to halving
the 1992 poerty rate by 2015 (six total, compared to three each in central, eastern, and northern
Africa, and two in southern Afritathese are discussed further in the next two ssdxctions).

Still, the overall picture and outlook for poverty reduction on the comineemains positive, especially
when compared to other world regions (see United Nations 2010 and ODI 2010). Although the decline
in poverty in Africa has not been as substantial as in other world regilzmgely because of the
O2y G Ay Syl Qi levely df incormef poverty iaded ¢h % measure of absolute poverty reduction
which tracks progress despite initial levels, six out of the top ten performers worldwide are from Africa
(ODI 2010).

Hunger Trends

The second component of MDG1 is hunger, whgbfficially measured by the prevalence of child
malnutrition (UNSD (Metadata) 2016) For more robustinalysisthe Global Hunger Index (GHs)also

Y The prevalence of child malnutrition is defined herahasproportion ofchildren under the age of 5 ware
malnourished according tihe anthropometric measure of weight for age, i.e. those whoratge than 2
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considered here. The GEbmbirestwo hungerindicators(child and adult malnutritionyvith the child
mortality rate to reflect the multidimensional causes and manifestations of hunger, including
inequitable resource allocation between and within households (DWHH /IFPRI 2006)

The hunger €hild malnutrition) trends are cleacut and consistentn terms ofa decrease over time
across thedifferent geographic and economic categori€®r Africa as a wholeéhe average level of
child malnutritionprevalencedeclined from27.0percent in 199605 to 256 percent and 234 percent in
19952003 and 200309, respectiely (

Figure20. Prevalencef child malnutrition (percent).
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The economicaggregationshow that the highest and lowest average prevalence rates are associated
with the less favorable agriculture {) and middleincome (MI) country groups, respeatly, although
there was very little decline in child malnutrition in the former group after 2003. In the more favorable
agriculture economies with initial average prevalence at 31 to 32 percent in-299those with other
growth options (i.e. mineral rit countries, L:IL) experienced only a marginal decline over time, while
those without other growth options experienced substantial reduction

The Global Hunger Index (GHI), an index tloemtines child malnutrition with adult malnutrition and

the child matality rate, shows that hunger on the African continent has decreased by an annual average
of 0.9 percent over a twenty year period from the alarming 1990 value of 21.6 to the 2010 serious value
of 18. Though the GHI trends~igure21) generally shadow those of the child malnutrition indicator
(Error! Not a valid bookmark selfeference), a notable difference includes the sharp rise in central
Africa GHI, which is absent from the child malnutrition datAdditionally, the mineral rich ({1I)
countries appear to have fared better in child malnutrition, while those countries with less favorable
agriculture conditions (£3) fared worst with high levels (34.8 percent) and low percent decrease (0.2
percent)in the latest period. Using the GHI index (i.e. combining child and adult measures), however, LI

standard deviations below the meabDetailsregardingother indicatorsincluding adult undernourfement, are
availablein the appendix.
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3 countries fare better while 1l countries fared worst, with high levels (34.2) and lower percent
decrease (0.4 percent) in GHI. According to the GHI, huingeentral Africa has risen by an annual
average of 2.2 percent from an already high level of 25.7 in 1990 to the extremely alarming rate of 39.7
in 2010. This rise in hunger in the central Africa region is almost entirely driven by the DRC. Likewise,
while the Li1, L{2, and L3 regions have seen annual average reductions in hunger from 0.4 to 1.4
percent, they each remain in the alarming to extremely alarming hunger range.

). In SSA, average prevalence level declined frdn® Bercent in 199605 to 292 percent and 2@

percent in 199582003 and 20039, respectively Average prevalence levels are highest in easterth an

central Africa, just slightly higher than the levels for SBA.A G SNY ! TNA Ol Qiandt ®@FSt a oS
LISNOSyYy (i 6KAES OSyd NI, and2Ba @icedtin 10985719952003608dNB03 0 H dn =
09, respectively. Western Afric& & ends M@&re somewhat higher thaiose in SSAIn each of the
geographic regions, the aggregate trends were driven by moderate declines in child malnutrition
prevalence at the country level withfew exceptions in whicla country either experienced a notabl

large decline or increase. Notable examples include large average annual declines in Eqoaioeial

and Sao Tome and Principe in central Africa, and small increases in Burkina Fasq,aBdiffeao in

western Africaand South Africa in the southeifrica region.The most drastic average annual percent

change occued in northern Africa, particularly in the period 192803. The average level declined

from 10.3 percent in 19995 to 9.2 percent and 8.percent in 19982003 and 20089, respectively.
Thisaggregate declingvas driven by declines in every member courgrgept for Morocco, which saw

an average annual increase of around 1.0 percent over the entire period.

Figure20. Prevalenceof child malnutrition (percent).
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The economicaggregationshow that the highest and lowest average prevalence rates are associated
with the less favorable agriculture {B) and middleincome (MI) country groups, respeatiy, although
there was very little decline in child malnutrition in the former group after 2003. In the more favorable
agriculture economies with initial average prevalence at 31 to 32 percent in-299those with other
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growth options (i.e. mineral rit countries, =) experienced only a marginal decline over time, while
those without other growth options experienced substantial reduction

The Global Hunger Index (GHI), an index tlwemkines child malnutrition with adult malnutrition and

the child matality rate, shows that hunger on the African continent has decreased by an annual average
of 0.9 percent over a twenty year period from the alarming 1990 value of 21.6 to the 2010 serious value
of 188 Though the GHI trendgrigure21) generally shadow those of the child malnutrition indicator
(Error! Not a valid bookmark selfeference), a notable difference includes the sharp rise in central
Africa GHI, which is absent from the child malnutrition datadditionally, the mineral rich (i)
countries appear to have fared better in child malnutrition, while those countries with less favorable
agriculture conditions (k3) fared worst with high levels (34.8 percent) and low percent decrease (0.2
percent)in the latest period. Using the GHI index (i.e. combining child and adult measures), however, LI
3 countries fare better while 1l countries fared worst, with high levels (34.2) and lower percent
decrease (0.4 percent) in GHI. According to the GHI, hungeentral Africa has risen by an annual
average of 2.2 percent from an already high level of 25.7 in 1990 to the extremely alarming rate of 39.7
in 2010. This rise in hunger in the central Africa region is almost entirely driven by the DRC. Likewise,
while the Li1, L¥2, and Li3 regions have seen annual average reductions in hunger from 0.4 to 1.4
percent, they each remain in the alarming to extremely alarming hunger range.

Figure2l. GlobalHunger Index (GHI).
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Which regions and countries are on track to meet MDG1?

Based on the annual averaggte of change in theneasuredpoverty headcount ratio and prevalence of
child malnutrition, we projected the values tife two indicatorsto 2015 and compared them to their
respective values in 1830 assess which regions and countries Eely to beon track to meet MDG1

To assess the robustness of the analysis, we use two different annual averagefratenge: (ixhe
averageof i KS ST NI ASad RFEGF LRAYG Ay St OKL9N Adyeinbst Q &

¥ The index varies between the best possible score of 0 and the worst possible scorengfhil®@®res above 10,
20, and 30 representingerious, alarming, and extremely alarming hunger, respect{ialyHH /IFPRI 2006
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average rate of change over the leteggm, and (ii) an average covering the gap between the two most

recently measurd data points, usuallyfalling in the range betweerthe early 2000s tathe mid-late

2000s to capture the rate of changever the more recent termDue to data limitationspnly countries

and regionswith enough data points to reliablgonduct analysisire included™® For the analysis using

the longterm average rate of change, there were 37 and 48 countries for the poverty and hunger
indicators, respectively; while for the analysisngsthe shortterm average rate of change, there were

27 and 39 countries, respectively.

SinceMDGL1 consists of two indicators (poverty and hunger), we do analysis for each individual indicator
separately and then for botkimultaneouslyOnlyregions anccountries that are on tracko meetboth

the poverty and the hunger targets are considered to be on track to meeting MD{Gvever, the
concurrent comparison of the twimdicatorsis problematic due to data limitationas someregions and
countries that ae assessedor one indicator may not have enough data availabl@ssess therfor the

other indicator The results are shown Figure22, with notes showing the above anomalies

Using bng-term averagerate of change

Neither Africa nor SSi& on track to meet eitheof the MDGL1 targetsWhile wo of the fivegeographical
regions(eastern and northern Africagre on track tohalve poverty, only northern Africa is on track to
halvehunger and onlyvhen a margin oérror of 1 percentage point ahe benchmark rate is allowed.
This makes northern Africdne only geographic regiorhat is likelyto meet MDG1.0f the economic
subregions, only the category with more favorable agriculture conditiong)(id on track tomeet the
poverty target, while the rest fall short of both the poverty and hunigegets

Analsis of the individual countrieshowsthat 14 are on track to halve poverty by 20ithile 12are

track to halve hunge The majorityof the countries on trac to meet these targets are in western Africa

(five in the case of meeting the poverty reduction target and four in the case of hufigeee countries

areon track b meet both targets of MD@1Egypt, Ghand Y R al dzNAGF YAl ® | 245SOSNE
poverty and hunger ratesn 2015fall slightly above theargetsbut are within the 1 percentagpoint

margin of error allowed in this analysis.

Using more recenaveragerate of change

Using the average rate of change in the most recent periods in the prafscof poverty and hunger,

we find that some countries that were on track to meet the MDGL1 targets under thettongaverage
method are no longer considered to be doing so. In these cases, the analysis shows that the rate of
decline in the indicator imore recent times was slower than it was over the long term, implying that
good progress made in the past is being undone. For poverty, this reversal only occurred in one country:

9 Countries excluded from poverty analysis are: Algeria, Angola, Botswana, Chad, Comoros, Republic of Congo,
Democratic Republic of Congo, Djibouti, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Liberia, Libya, Namibia, Sao Tome and Principe,
and Sudan. Countries excludiedm hunger analysis are: Cape Verde, Gabon, Mauritius, Seychelles, and

Swaziland.
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Guinea® No cases were observed of countries that were on track to meetahget using the more

recent average but failed when the lomgn average rate of change was used. This again reflects the
substantial progress made in reducing poverty in the past and prior to the launch of CAADP, suggesting
that CAADP faces a rather higerformance bar against which to be monitored and evaluated.

Figure22. Regions and countries on track to meeting MDGL1.

Burkina Faso

Cameroon**
Cape Verde**,*** Algeria***
Central African Rep.** Angola**,***
Ethiopia Benin*,"*
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Lesotho Ghana™ Equatorial Guinea**,***
Malawi Mauritania Gambia, The**
Mali S Guinea Bissau**
Moroceot NARegion®, Mozambique**
Senegal Namibia**,***
Swaziland**,*** Sao Tome & Principe**,***
Uganda* A Tunisia
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Countries on track for halving Countries on track for halving
povertyby 2015 Countries on track for hungerby 2015
achieving MDG1
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Notes: * within 1 percentage poirdf target. Countries are considered to be on track in figure above according to the most

recent average method. If marked with then country isonly on track singthe long-term average method*** only has data

availability for one series and not theéher.

The changes thatccurredin the analysis for meeting thBunger target reveal a different pattern
however.Similar to theanalysis orpoverty, four countries(Benin, Ghana, Mozambique, and Namibia)
droppedout because of a slowing decline in hungeductionin the more recentyears.An additional
three countries(Egypt, the Gambia, and Mauritanidjopped out because of an increase in hunger in
the more recent term. Tése reversalsot only impl a troubling hunger situation in many countries in
the recent term, butthey also show thatot one single country or regiofor which datais available
would be on track to meet MDGIi.e. both poverty and hunger targetsiccording torecent

% Some countries are dropped from the list because of insufficient data to calculate a more recent average rate of
change, reducing the number of countries used in the ysiglby 10 for both poverty and hunger. For poverty, the
countries include Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Djibouti, Mauritius, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Swaziland, Togo and Tunisia. For hunger, the countries include Angola, Botswandi, Republic of Congo,
Equatorial Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Libya, Mauritius, Sao Tome and Principe, and Swaziland.
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performance in hunger reductionHowever, given the unique situah of each country anthe fact
that these indicators are sparsely measum@eer the period under consideration in this repoftirther
research is needed to investigatbese trajectories usingnore data points andmethods thatcan
account for other inflential factors
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Outlook for CAADP M&E 2011 and Beyond

s countries enter the operational stage of CAADP investment program design and execution, a
fundamental questionfor all actors and stakeholders how to raise and maintain high
agricultural prodativity in a manner that accelerates poverty and hunger reductimmoss
different parts ofeachcountry and region as well as different parts of the continehhe evidence, as
we havereviewed,suggests that the moderate and slowly growing agriculturadpctivity across the
continent has been driven mostly by reallocation of productive factors (i.e. efficiency gains) rather than
technological advancement (i.e. technical change) (see Nin Pratt and Yu 2R08).t is not surprising
to see different contries adopting different strategies their national agricultural investment plans
(NAIP) as Figure 23 shows for selected countriedVhile different weather and natural resource
endowments (i.e. agricultural pential) have a large influence on these strategies, clear differeimces
investment and developmertan be observed.

Figure23. Budget allocation under CAADRvestmentplans for selected countries
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{ 2dzNDOSY ! dzii K adédion naGdndl aydaiilttra imastment plans: Medium Term Investment Plan (MTIP) of Kenya;
Agriculture Sector Wide Approach (ASWAp) of Malawi; Strategic Plan for Agricultural Transformation (PSTA Il) of Rwanda;
Development Strategy Investment Plan (D$fR)ganda.

For example, Kenyaa  Halvdrstirrigation and commercializatiomhile MalawiQ &vors irrigation,
maize and farm input (particularly fertilizer) suppofthe NAIPs oRwanda and Uganda, on the other

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook Régort



hand tend to be more cautious by adoptingn even spread, with slight favoritism foatural resource
management lRM) in Malawi and farm support in Uganda (through the national extension program).
To help addresguestions regarding tradeffs between efficiency gains and technical changevel as
various investment strategies, and so tasbetter inform the implementation of country investment
plans, the 2011 report willeature agricultural productivityso asto: assess why there has not been
widespread technical change in Africayiew lesons associated with the efficiency gains in agricultural
production that have been achieved in different parts of Africa; andentify specific agricultural
investment programsthe implementationof whichcan be scaled up or undertaken in different gaof
Africa in order to raisand maintain higagricultural productivity’*

Another important areain which countries will need supporas they enter the operational stage of
CAADMvestmant program design and executiondsuntry-specific or customized &E associated with
major investment programsthe more pertinent questions here, unlike the broader ones dealt with in
the previous chapters, include:

1 How effectivehas theinterventionbeen inraising agricultural growth and reducing povétty

1 What factas have shaped the impacts and what are thaede-offs or complementaritieswith
other different types of interventions?

1 What are the projected impactsf the planned investments, and are thegmpatible with the
CAADRINd nationalgrowth andpoverty-reducingtargets?

1 If not, what are different or new interventions that can lead goeater, more sustainableand
better distributed outcome8

Answering these questions will require more detail data collection and analysis associated with
implementation of th@e specific investment plans and programs, includistablisiment of high
quality baselinegsee Benin et al. 2010y herefore, he establishment of CAADP Country SAK&EN

will beveryinstrumentalin mobilizng resources (financial and humatw)address such knowledge gaps

?!n fact, each annual report will have a feature topic to raise key, and timely, strategic issues.
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Summary and Conclusions

Cince 2003 when CAADP was initiated and a participatory process of planning, implementation and
review was launched, hav all actors and stakeholders involved madgood on their
Nmcommitments? Arecountries @ track to achieve theigrowth and povety-reduction targets?

What has beerachieved so far? What factors have shapedsthachievement8 Could they havedone

better with the same level of resources? Ho®@ch are some the key knowledge gaps that thiorep

has attempted fill. Answering these questions is important, particularly to give a sense of the baseline
situation in 2010 as countriesnter the operational stage of CAADP investment program design and
executionin 2011.

Looking at the context withimhich the CAADP and other processes for growth and development have
been taking place, the evidence suggests that the impressive macroeconomic performance witnessed on
the African continentn the 190s, arising frommeduction in inflationand significantimprovement of the

debt to GDP ratio, among other factors,shslowed down as the 2000s have progressé&ien the
reliance of aid, a major shift in this arbas beerthe increasing pressure to ensure aid effectiveness and
accountability, including harmdni I A2y | Y2y 3 R2y2NES FfA3IyYSyd oAl
and greater monitoring and evaluation widmphasis on resultsSuch dynamics and commitments will

be important for the success of CAADP to the extent that #rdyance the effectivenessf agricultural

and rural polices and investments by governments and the private settrsustaiable manner. For
agriculture, we find thatvhile total ODA disbursements to the sector have increased in recent years
(growing by at aboullO percentper year), the shares are quite lowt anaverage of 4.1 and 4.2 percent

for Africa and SSA, respectivelyhen compared to other sectors.

On the CAADP process, there was a glaring stall since Rwanda sgrmdpact in 2007. It was not
until 2009 and the fst halfof 2010that the continentwitnesseda renewedmomentum inthe process.

By the end of 2010, twentfour countries and one regional economic community, ECOWAS, have
completedroundtables and signedompacts Seventeen of the countriesave moved orto develop

their agricultural investment planand five have been awarded GAFSP funding totaling $223.5 million
OveralLECOWAS and its member states haveperformed the others region, accounting f&3 of the

24 countriesthat have signed compacts.

Hawe these achievements impacted agricultural spending (target of ten percent of total expenditures
Maputo Declaration), agricultural growth (target of six percent AgGDP growth rate per year), and
poverty and hunger reductiof{DG 1target of slashing the 1998cidence levels by onrkealf in 2015)?

Although this report does not examine any cau$tect relationships between the process and such
outcome indicators (outside the scope of this report), we find that while absolute levels of
agriculture spendindpave increased substantially in most parts of Africa, the amounts spent relative to
total national expenditures have declined in most parts compared to the situation in the 1990s. For
Africa as a wholehis barely surpassed 6 percent. Osiy countries &nd out as havingchieved the

ten percent targetBurkina Fasd;thiopia,Guinea, Mali, Niger, and Senegal.
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For Africa as a whole, the annual averdggsDRyrowth rates were 5.6, 4,%nd 4.2 percent in 19905,

199503, and 200309, respectivelyOther evidencereviewed (e.g Nin Pratt and Yu 200&uggesthat

these reflectthe moderate and slowly growing agricultural productivity across the continghichhas
been driven mostly by reallocation of productive factors (i.e. efficiency gains) rathertéicanological
advancement (e. technical change)

Given the dominance of the agricultural sector in the economies and livelihoods of most countries on
the continent, it is thus not surprising that we find only three countriégypt, Ghana, and
Mauritaniat that are o track to meetMDG1targets. Nevertheless, we find several countras on

track to meet any one of the MDGL1 targetsd on track to halve povertgnd 12 on track to halve
hunger.

2011 is expected to mark the beginning@AADRNnvestment program design and executioithe next

level of M&E should be launched as soon as possible in order to be in a reliable position to answer the
next level of questions associated wigarticularly, the effectiveness of CAADP programs. This means
having country-specific or customized M&E associated with major investment programd so the
establishment ofCountry SAKSSoesshould be a priority. The country SAKSS wilinsetumentalin
mobilizingresources (financial and humato) undertake these activities

50resakss.org



References

ADBG (African Development Bank Group). 2008. Republic of Equatorial Guinea Country Ba@tegy
(CSP): 2068012

AU (African Union). 2011. <http://www.au.int>. Accessed January 2011.

' kb9t !5 6! TNROI Y ! yA 2 yRebefogment) 2008.yCOMEekehsive ArgaNJ | T NA O
Agriculture Development Programme. Midrand, South Africa: AU/NEPAD.

AU/NEPAD. 20H0CAADP MAF Validation Workshop. Report of the Validation of the CAADP Mutual
Accountability Framework. August® 2010. Hyatt Rgency Hotel, Johannesburg.

AU/NEPAD. 2010b. Communig@AADP Mutual Accountability Framewdskakeholder Validation
Workshop 2-3 August 201(Hyatt Regency Hotelohannesburg South Africa

AU/NEPAD. 2010c. Concept Note. Concept Note for ImplementinQAB®P Mutual Accountability
Framework. 17 September 2010.

AU/NEPAD. 2010 Summary, Action Planning Workshop. How to boost Btate Participation in
CAADP3ohannesburg, 20th October 2010. Accessed at
http://www.caadp.net/blog/2010/11/02/progresson-boostingnon-state-actor-participationin-
caadpl

Benin, S., Johnson, M., Omilola, B. and others. 2@d@itoring and Evaluation (M&E) System for the
Comprehensive Africa AgricultuBevelopment Programme (CAADRESAKSS Working Paper 6
IFPRI, Washingtod,C.: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI)

Bwalya, M. 2011Update: New support for Non State Actors to participate in CAADP CAADP Blog. 18
Febuary 2014 http://www.caadp.net/blog/2011/02/18/updatenew-supportfor-non-state-actors
to-participatein-caadpt. Accessed February 2011.

CAADP (Comprehensive Africa Agriculture Development Programme) <B&p0/www.nepad-
caadp.né>. Accessed November 2010.

CEC (Commission of the European Communities) 2007. Communication from the Commission to the
Council and the European Parliament: Advancing African Agriculture: Proposal for continental and
regional level cooperation on agricutal development in Africa. Brussels, 24 July, 2007. CZDBI7)

44 final.

CENSAD (Community of Sakehharan States). 2011. <http://www.cead.org>. Accessed March 2011.

COMESA (Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa). &ti)//www.comesa.int>. Accessed
November 2010.

Commission for Africa. 2005. Commission for Africa Report. 11 March 2005.
<http://www.commissionforafrica.info/2005eport>. Accessed February 2011

Diao, X., P. Hazell, D. Resnick, and J. Thurlow. 2007. The Role of AgiicDiawelopment: Implications
for SubSaharan Africa. Research Report 153. Washington: International Food Policy Research
Institute.

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook RBfort


http://www.caadp.net/blog/2011/02/18/update-new-support-for-non-state-actors-to-participate-in-caadp/
http://www.caadp.net/blog/2011/02/18/update-new-support-for-non-state-actors-to-participate-in-caadp/

Diao, X., S. Fan, D. Headey, M. Johnson, A. Nin Pratt, and B. Yc2@e@3ating Africa's food
production in response tdsing food prices: Impacts and requisite actio$PRI discussion papers
825. Washington: International Food Policy Research Institute.

Dixon, J., A. Gulliver, and D. Gibbon. 2001. Farming systems and poverty. Food and Agriculture
Organization, Rome, d@niworld Bank, Washington, D.C.

EAC (East African Community). 2011. <http://www.eac.int>. Accessed March 2011.

¢CKS 902y2YAa0d Hnnyd ¢KS 52KI NRdzyRRIBYR NRdzy RXl yR
<http:// www.economist.com>Accessed November 2010.

__2m9. Democracy in Africa: A good example. Print Edition Octol3é2029.
<http:// www.economist.com>Accessed January 2011

ECOWAS (Economic Community of West African States). 2010. <http://www.ecowas.net>. Accessed
November 2010.

FANRPAN (Food Agricukt and Natural Resources Policy Analysis Network).&2@0al Report:
Towards a COMESA Regional CAADP Compact. Framework for the Development of a COMESA
Regional CAADP Compact Submitted to COMESA by FANRPAN. 13 August 2010.

FANRPAN. 2010b. FANRPAN AhHigh Level Regional Food Security Policy Dialogue 2010:
Presentations<http://dialogue2010.fanrpan.org/outputs/presentations

FAO. (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations). 2003. The State of Food Insecurity in
the World 2003: Monibring Progress towards the World Food Summit and the Millennium
Development Goals. Rome: FAO.

_.2010. FAOSTAT. <http://faostat.fao.org>. Accessed October 2010.

GAFSP 2010. Global Agriculture and Food Security Progngm//www.gafspfund.omg>Accessed
December 2010

IGAD (Intergovernment Authority on Development). 2011. <http://igad.int>. Accessed March 2011.

IMF (20D). Government Finance Statistics Manual (GFSM).
<http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/gfs/manual/index.htn®. Accessedecember 2010.

IMF (International Monetary Fund). 201G@ountry and Regional Perspectives. World Economic
Outlook: Recovery, Risk, and Rebalancing. International Monetary Fund (Octob@t). 61

__.2010b. Government Finance Statistics. <http://www.imf.org>. Accesse@Bbpt 2010.
__.2010c. World Economic Outlook.

IMF Factshee®010. Debt Relief Under the Heavily Indebted Poor Countries Initiative.
<http:// www.IMF.org>. Accessed November 2010.

Johnson, M. and Flaherty, K. 20@8ategic Analysis and Knowledge Supfydtems: A Guidebook for
Practitioners ReSAKSS Working Paper No. 4. International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI).

YFAS1TSYRST [ @ . NXR E2JI 5 %oy b-Byklitall Policy Regponse®to the mn & | °
Crisis. Journal of Globadition and Development, vol 1, issue 1, article 16.

Kenya National Bureau of Statistics 200Rttp://palsoftgroup.com/knbstrm/index.php.
MalawiNational Statistical Officd998 Integrated Houshold Surveyl997-1998.MNSO, Lilongwe.

52resakss.org


http://palsoftgroup.com/knbstrm/index.php

McKinsey Global Institut010. Lions on the move: The progress and potential of African economies.
MSUFS (Michigan State University Food Security). 2010. Quarterly Progress Repodu#pr2010.

NEPAD. 20D L YLJ SYSydAy3 /115t F2NJ! FTNRAOFQa C22R { SOdzNR
activities. July 201G http://www.nepad-
caadp.net/pdf/CAADP%20Report%20for%20the%20AU%20July%202010%20Summitqedised
Nov 2010.

NEPAD. 2010 <http://www.nepad.org>. Accessed November 2010.

Nin Pratt, A. and Yu, B. 2008. An updated look at the recovery of agricultural productivitySalsatan
Africa IFPRI Discussion Paper 7&PRI, Washington, D.C., USA.

ODI (Overseas Dewopment Institute). 2010. Millennium Development Goals Report Card: Measuring
Progress Across Countries. London: ODI Publications.

OECRQOrganization for Economic Cooperation and Developm@®)5.Paris Declaration on Aid
EffectivenesgPDAE)Ownership Harmonization, Alignment, Results and Mutual Accountability.
http://www.mfdr.org/sourcebook/1stEdition/21Paris.pdf

OECD. 2010. CRS (Creditor Reporting System).
<http://stats.oecd.org/hdex.aspx?DataSetCode=CRSNEW>. Accessed October 2010.

Omiti, J.and Nyorg J.2008 Comprehensive Africa Agriculture Development Programme (CAADP): A
Technical Review Report. Stocking report for the CAADP process in Kenya. Ministry of Agriculture,
Republc of Kenya, Nairobi, Kenya.

Randall, 1. 2010. Options Paper: How to boost NSAcjyztion in CAADP.
<http://www.caadp.net/blog/2010/11/02/progesson-boostingnon-state-actor-participatiortin-
caadpb. Accessed January 2011.

---2011a. Guidelines for Non State Actor Participation.
<http://www.caadp.net/pdf/Guidelines%20~%20Non%20State%20Actor%20participation%20in%20C
AADP%?20processes.pdficcessd January 2011.

---2011b. Recommended Interventions to boost N8itate Actor participation in CAADP Process:
Companion document to the Guidelines for Non State Actor Participation
<http://www.caadp.net/pdf/Recommended%?20Interventions%20t0%20boost% 2B participati
on.pdf>. Accessed January 2011.

Ricksecker, 2001. What is the HIPC Initiative? University of lowa Center for International Finance and
Development Research Qen <http://www.uiowa.edu/ifdebook/fag/fag_docs/HIPC.shtml>.
Accessed Novemip010.

SADC (Southern Africa Development Community). 2010. <http://www.sadc.int>. Accessed November
2010.

Tanzania National Bureau of Statistics and Ministry of Finance and Economic 20f2irs
<http://www.countrystat.org/tza/cont/showitems/catid/1/type/links/ern>.

UMA (Union du Maghreb Arabe). 201 http://www.maghrebarabe.org/ent. Accessed March 2011.
UN (United Nations). 2010. Millennium Development Goals Report 2010. New York: United Nations.
__. 2002.Financing for Development: Building on Meméy. UN, New York.

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook RBort


http://www.nepad.org/
http://www.mfdr.org/sourcebook/1stEdition/2-1Paris.pdf
http://www.caadp.net/blog/2010/11/02/progress-on-boosting-non-state-actor-participation-in-caadp/
http://www.caadp.net/blog/2010/11/02/progress-on-boosting-non-state-actor-participation-in-caadp/

UNSD (United Nations Statistics Division). 2010. <http://unstats.un.org/unsd/default.ntm>. Accessed
October 2010.

Uganda Bureau of Statistick992, 1998 and 200&http://www.ubos.org/>.

von Grebmer, K., M. Ruel, P. Menon, B. Nestrav®lofinbiyi, H. Fritschel, Y. Yohannes, C. von Oppeln,
O. Towey, K. Golden, and J. Thompson. 2010. The Global Hunger Index: The Challenge of Hunger:
Focus on the crisis of child malnutrition. Washington: International Food Policy Research Institute,
Cmcern Worldwide, and Deutsche Welthungerhilfe (German AgroAction).

World Bank2007. World Development Report 2008: Agriculture for Developmafaishington, DC: The
International Bank for Reconstruction and Development/The World Bank.

World Bank. 2010. @atry Classification Webpage. <http://data.worldbank.org/about/country
classifciations>. Accessed November 2010.

---2010. World Development Indicators. <http://data.worldbank.org/indicator>. Accessed October
2010.

Zambia Statistics Offic2009 < http:// www.zamstats.gov.zn.

Zimmerman, R., M. Bruntrup, S. Kolavalli, K. Flah2o§9. Agricultural policies in Si#aharan Africa:
Understanding CAADP and APRM Policy Processes. The German Development Institute.

54resakss.org



Annex Table of Contents

Contents
Annex A: Enabling ENVIFONMENL..........uuiiii s e e s s e e e e e e e e e e e e s e e e e e e e eeeennnes 53
Annex B: CAADP Implementation PrOCESSES........ouiviiiiiie e eee e ee e 69
ANnex C: AGEUIUTAl FINANCING ......oiiiiiiiiiii ettt e e e e e e aneees 72
Annex D: Agricultural Output, Productivity and Growth.............cccooviivimeeeieeinniiiieeeeeeesiiieeeeee e 1 9
ANNEX E: AGHICURUIAl TFade........cooiiiieeeie e e e e e e et s s e e e e e e e s e e e eeaaaan s e e eeeeeeeeennns 92
ANNEeX F: Poverty and HUNQEL...........uu i et s s e s e e e e e e e e e ee e ar e e e e e e e eeeennnneen 101
TECHNICAI NOLES ....eeeiiiiiiiiiie et e e e st e e e e e s st e e e e e e e e anbeeeeeeeenannne 118

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook RBport



Annex A: Enabling Environment

Error! No text of specified style in documebt.Total ODA per capita, gross disbursements (2008 USD)

Annual Annual Annual
average average average
Annual % Annual % Annual %
average change average change average change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 58.89 -10.76 38.23 0.73 43.64 48.70 -10.34
SSA 53.55 -7.13 38.42 1.27 45.75 53.05 -9.57
Central 48.47 -11.56 39.42 9.14 68.03 58.58 -14.36
Burundi 73.99 -2.76 36.59 2.63 55.20 74.22 10.94
Cameroon 76.90 -6.20 61.60 5.02 76.58 86.34 -15.89
Central African Rep. 93.31 -10.09 46.81 -13.29 27.83 55.67 30.25
Chad 58.67 -10.57 41.91 -2.78 44.42 3955 -12.49
Congo, Dem. Rep. 17.47 -32.14 24.34 38.48 72.70 4541 -23.20
Congo, Rep. 121.18 -1.62 87.85 -17.19 4759 144.80 -8.59
Equatorial Ginea 198.42 -18.00 88.63 -6.38 82.95 64.27 -24.51
Gabon 249.23 280 157.57 -6.98 129.85 84.51 -30.19
Sao Tome & Principe 736.55 0.70 478.95 -7.12 345.18 356.23 -19.45
Eastern 52.22 -9.80 35.37 1.81 4156 52.33 -6.35
Comoros 161.47 -9.88 93.96 -4.57 7824 59.98 -18.95
Djibouti 351.47 -11.49 180.78 -5.38 141.84 130.93 -8.48
Eritrea 29.59 36.09 80.28 7.07 89.33 54.07 -30.94
Ethiopia 30.98 -7.16 21.63 6.35 30.50 39.65 -1.13
Kenya 60.43 -18.48 29.12 -3.31  26.39 30.85 -2.71
Madagascar 5445 -14.98 49.89 -1.62 61.95 75.36 -24.15
Mauritius 99.14 -15.53 74.62 -4.68 62.92 65.20 -21.38
Rwanda 115.22  23.45 86.37 -10.15 64.95 94.17 1.02
Seychelles 516.30 -17.55 329.87 -8.94 173.76 15790 -39.47
Somalia 112.26 -5.64 28.22 3.95 33.72 41.37 -4.99
Sudan 30.76 -24.16 12.02 8.05 23.40 41.36 -9.83
Tanzania 64.88 -11.54 51.69 6.54 63.68 72.88 -7.20
Uganda 56.23 -1.58 54.13 0.09 5431 71.37 -7.44
Northern 79.96 -20.28 37.24 -2.33  33.40 27.67 -19.70
Algeria 22.66 -2.78 16.23 -0.62 16.29 1285 -25.63
Egypt 116.24 -24.35 37.94 -7.35 28.43 21.34 -20.71
Libya 1.77 -14.29 0.74 3.05 0.00 3.62 -32.29
Mauritania 193.43 -2.73 166.33 1.98 168.32 145.44 -15.93
Morocco 59.28 -14.07 40.26 -0.49 39.09 40,51 -16.02
Tunisia 7757 -16.52 67.10 6.38 70.39 50.94 -20.17
Southern 88.37 -9.64 54.85 -1.47 56.84 56.10 -11.92
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Annual Annual Annual
average average average

Annual % Annual % Annual %

average change average change average change

(1990 (1996 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Angola 46.93 6.10 42.97 -3.87 58.06 3449 -27.71
Botswana 137.10 -12.99 66.81 -14.25 38.30 90.49 -7.23
Lesotho 123.36 -6.27 67.54 -5.00 68.01 58.19 -6.87
Malawi 77.41 -7.94 59.10 -1.06 53.53 87.88 -7.60
Mozambique 133.92 -3.04 109.56 1.91 117.31 88.56 -7.64
Namibia 153.67 -2.22 140.43 -4.55 115.83 94.06 -8.45
South Africa 6.25 9.90 17.30 4,01 18.45 18.03 -11.36
Swaziland 102.83 -1.90 59.74 -5.39 47.32 51.96 -6.21
Zambia 190.98 4.67 128.65 -1.53 140.35 16081 -20.62
Zimbabwe 73.74 4.19 38.08 -12.95 2257 28.95 -1.76
Western 43.76 -3.58 32.71 -1.94 35.71 50.15 -7.86
Benin 82.72 -7.01 63.60 0.25 65.78 81.48 -5.20
Burkina Faso 72.39 0.62 60.86 0.57 65.06 76.95 -4.63
Cape Verde 470.61 -3.47 414.48 -1.27 405.32 380.01 -15.85
Cote d'lvoire 111.88 8.00 74.44  -10.36 59.98 24.03 -0.50
Gambia, The 143.77 -17.19 66.16 0.28 67.82 78.46 1.56
Ghana 70.35 -11.94 59.07 1.12 8458 102.49 -14.53
Guinea 89.35 -2.52 61.18 -5.34  49.68 36.14 -19.92
GuineaBissau 174.77 -2.12  125.41 -5.84 104.21 83.95 -14.59
Liberia 85.50 -6.58 55.42 -12.01 54.85 138.12 9.00
Mali 79.93 -3.15 70.64 0.30 79.10 98.57 -7.32
Niger 65.54 -9.41 43.44 0.71 53.06 59.13 -17.37
Nigeria 3.82 -10.46 2.73 2.72 4.06 26.86 6.68
Senegal 139.13 -9.17 94.33 -4.23 100.30 118.18 -12.42
Sierra Leone 69.95 30.01 79.73 12.20 116.86 101.80 -16.83
Togo 72.14 -12.96 37.07 -1494 18.74 27.80 14.93
Middle income countries 53.26 -15.53 28.45 -2.74 28.30 33.97 -13.08
Mineral rich countries 56.28 -5.25 46.66 9.18 78.75 66.06 -16.89
More favorable agricultural
conditions 62.61 -8.35 46.68 1.00 52.24 61.14 -6.83
Less favorable agricultural
conditions 87.11 -1.34 58.90 -0.84 63.49 70.60 -5.77
{ 2dzNOSY ! dziK2NBRQ OFfOdzf I GA2Y o6l &SR 2y h9/5 [ w{

Notes: ODA data not available for Eritrea and South Africa 188P; data not available for Libya from 20600

2004.

OHnAMno
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TableError! No text of specified style in docume#t.Share of agriculture Official Development Assistance (ODA) in total ODA
and total sector allocatable ODA (%).

Share in total ODA Share in total sector allocatable OD.
Annual
Average Annual Annual Annual
level Average % Average Average %
(2003 Change level (2003 Change
Region/Country 2003 2009) (20032009) | 2003 2009) (20032009)
Africa 3.4 4.1 154 6.2 6.8 6.7
SSA 3.4 4.2 15.9 6.5 7.2 6.4
Central 1.6 1.6 14.4 4.1 4.1 -1.8
Burundi 1.8 3.1 9.5 4.0 7.1 17.4
Cameroon 25 1.9 -2.2 6.7 6.0 -12.4
Central African Rep. 1.6 2.1 -27.6 2.2 4.0 -9.1
Chad 7.5 4.6 -12.9 10.2 7.4 -9.4
Cong, Dem. Rep. 0.3 0.9 64.5 1.1 1.6 17.9
Congo, Rep. 0.8 1.2 27.9 1.4 2.1 374
Equatorial Guinea 1.1 1.0 -24.6 1.5 1.3 -29.1
Gabon 1.0 4.7 54.4 15 5.2 34.8
Sao Tome & Principe 6.4 4.4 -3.7 7.9 51 -1.7
Eastern 4.2 5.4 14.5 7.1 8.4 8.0
Comoros 5.2 3.2 -27.7 6.3 4.0 -28.4
Djibouti 0.5 0.4 -25.8 0.6 0.5 -18.9
Eritrea 6.6 3.6 -24.9 12.1 6.8 -33.3
Ethiopia 4.4 6.4 15.9 7.8 9.1 4.6
Kenya 5.9 6.7 10.8 7.9 8.4 8.1
Madagascar 6.8 6.0 5.3 111 9.5 -4.6
Mauritius 6.5 5.2 -7.8 6.7 8.1 14.4
Rwanda 3.0 3.9 14.7 4.7 5.9 8.0
Seychelles 6.7 6.8 5.8 7.2 7.9 104
Somalia 0.4 0.6 -2.8 1.6 2.2 -2.4
Sudan 15 0.6 -35.1 5.9 2.2 -42.8
Tanzania 4.1 5.6 10.8 6.8 8.8 7.9
Uganda 3.5 6.3 19.6 5.3 9.0 14.7
Northern 3.0 3.7 10.2 4.6 45 5.6
Algeria 1.1 0.9 -8.6 15 1.1 -12.9
Egypt 2.9 4.8 19.6 4.6 6.4 15.9
Libya 155 -48.1 16.5 -48.8
Mauritania 7.8 8.6 7.4 14.1 131 -0.7
Morocco 1.8 1.8 -3.5 24 19 -5.0
Tunisia 3.8 2.5 -12.3 5.5 3.2 -16.6
Southern 2.7 3.7 9.7 4.6 5.7 51
Angola 1.0 2.8 46.1 2.6 3.7 17.2
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Share in total ODA Share in total sector allocatable OD.
Annual
Average Annual Annual Annual
level Average % Average Average %
(2003 Change level (2003 Change
Region/Country 2003 2009) (20032009) | 2003 2009) (20032009)
Botswana 0.7 2.1 15.3 0.9 2.2 20.6
Lesotho 4.7 1.7 -36.7 5.6 2.0 -37.8
Malawi 6.0 7.1 1.3 8.2 12.2 15
Mozambique 25 4.5 13.7 4.1 6.5 13.1
Namibia 4.0 3.5 -13.5 4.4 3.7 -14.7
South Africa 1.9 1.7 -9.5 2.1 1.8 -10.7
Swaziland 7.9 8.6 -20.8 9.6 10.3 -22.3
Zambia 2.9 3.5 15.3 4.8 6.1 5.3
Zimbabwe 4.1 3.5 2.5 6.6 5.8 6.1
Western 4.8 4.6 11.6 8.3 7.7 3.2
Benin 3.7 4.2 12.9 5.2 6.0 8.3
Burkina Faso 8.3 8.9 8.0 12.3 12.5 5.2
Cape Verde 1.0 1.6 33.9 1.2 2.1 35.8
Cote d'lvoire 4.1 5.4 35.4 13.4 7.9 16.1
Ganbia, The 11.6 8.8 -6.9 13.9 11.0 2.0
Ghana 3.2 4.5 15.2 6.1 7.4 4.3
Guinea 4.5 4.8 104 6.5 6.5 9.4
GuineaBissau 0.6 2.4 67.1 1.0 3.3 48.9
Liberia 0.03 0.9 137.0 0.2 15 104.4
Mali 9.1 10.3 11.0 13.3 14.3 4.9
Niger 6.7 7.1 3.6 12.9 12.7 -7.5
Nigera 14 1.6 18.0 1.6 2.7 10.3
Senegal 6.1 55 5.4 8.3 7.5 0.2
Sierra Leone 0.8 2.6 43.0 15 3.4 35.2
Togo 3.4 2.6 -13.8 4.8 3.6 -12.0
Middle-income countries 2.8 25 115 4.8 4.0 3.1
Mineral rich countries 1.2 1.6 24.2 3.1 35 4.1
More favorable agriciiure conditions 4.2 59 14.2 7.0 8.9 8.8
Less favorable agriculture condition: 6.0 5.6 2.4 10.2 10.2 0.5

{ 2dz2NOSY ! dziK2NBEQ OFf Odzf F A2y oFaSR 2y h9/5 /w{ O6HAMANO®
Notes: Bothagriculture ODAandtotal sector allocatable OD#re based on gross disbursemerfte which data

are available starting from 2003otal sector allocatable OD#total ODAminustotal unallocatable ODAwhich

includes commodity aid and general program assistance, debt programs, humanitarian aid, administrative costs,

funds to NGOsgfugee programs and other unallocatable aid. Blank cells indicate missing values.
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TableError! No text of pecified style in documen®. Share of emergency food aid in total ODA (%).

Annual Average level Annual Averagébo Change

Region/Country 2003 (20032009) (20032009)
Africa 3.8 4.0 -16.3
SSA 4.0 4.2 -17.3
Central 1.7 2.7 4.4
Burundi 7.5 7.0 -34.9
Cameroon 0.0 0.2
Central African Rep. 1.0 3.3 60.4
Chad 2.4 9.1 43.8
Congo, Dem. Rep. 1.8 3.4 10.3
Congo, Rep. 15 0.5 -22.3
Equatorial Guina
Gabon
Sao Tome & Principe
Eastern 8.8 9.3 -25.6
Comoros
Djibouti 2.3 3.2 -15.1
Eritrea 19.6 14.7 -52.9
Ethiopia 17.8 151 -42.1
Kenya 34 6.9 -0.1
Madagascar 0.3 0.5 10.7
Mauritius
Rwanda 1.3 1.0 -13.9
Seychelles
Somalia 120 18.8 0.1
Sudan 32.5 27.9 -18.7
Tanzania 1.0 1.0 -12.8
Uganda 5.3 4.7 -31.9
Northern 0.8 1.7 34.9
Algeria 1.3 2.1 29.0
Egypt
Libya
Mauritania 2.3 3.3 -6.3
Morocco <0.01 <0.01 -15.8
Tunisia
Southern 3.1 2.2 -12.5
Angola 17.0 7.0 -64.5
Botswana
Lesotho 0.8 3.6 34.9
Malawi 1.1 0.7 -6.8
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Annual Average level Annual Averagébo Change

Region/Country 2003 (20032009) (20032009)
Mozambique 0.1 0.3 84.3
Namibia 0.1 0.3
South Africa 0.3 0.1 -21.0
Swaziland 1.7 2.3
Zambia 1.0 0.4 -16.0
Zimbabwe 13.4 16.8 6.6
Western 1.0 0.8 -15.2
Benin 0.2 0.1 21.7
Burkina Faso 0.1 0.5 41.3
Cape Verde 1.8 1.0 -26.3
Cote d'lvoire 1.6 2.2 -26.3
Gambia, The 1.9 1.1
Ghana 0.0 0.1 62.4
Guinea 2.5 2.5 -21.1
GuineaBissau 1.0 0.6 16.0
Liberia 12.3 8.9 -37.5
Mali 0.3 0.7 447
Niger 0.3 2.8 31.4
Nigeria
Senegal 0.2 0.3 3.6
Siera Leone 5.6 25 -30.4
Togo 0.1 0.4 63.5
Middle-income countries 5.0 4.7 -9.5
Mineral rich countries 2.2 2.2 -3.2
More favorable agriculture condition 4.1 4.2 -22.7
Less favorable agriculture condition: 4.0 55 -14.8

{ 2dzNOSY ! dzi K2 dEoQOECD CRBJZ010i A 2y 0O | &
Notes: Bothemergency food aidndtotal ODAare based on gross disbursements, for which data are available
starting from 2002. Blank cells indicate missing values.
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TableError! No text of specified style in documeBt.GDP gowth (annual %).

Annual Annual Annual
Annual average Annual average Annual awerage
average percentage average percentage average percentage
% point % point % point
growth change growth change growth change
(1996 (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country  1995)  1995) 2003)  2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 1.60 0.18 3.63 0.24 451 5.03 -0.46
SSA 1.17 0.52 3.55 0.06 4.61 5.00 -0.51
Central -2.02 1.24 3.17 0.21 5.84 4.74 -0.53
Burundi -1.41 -2.28 -1.04 0.84 2.69 3.03 0.79
Cameroon -2.57 1.88 4.40 0.09 39 3.22 -0.27
Central African
Rep. 0.55 1.87 1.24 -1.85 -2.39 1.13 1.67
Chad 1.34 1.08 5.48 1.69 18.95 9.64 -2.19
Congo, Dem. Rep  -7.03 1.45 -1.29 0.64 5.30 5.59 -0.52
Congo, Rep. 0.58 0.60 2.84 -0.40 297 4.26 1.13
Equatorial Guinea 6.42 2.20 31.86 -0.04 23.81 12.89 -3.23
Gabon 3.47 -0.04 1.26 -0.31 1.18 2.13 -0.57
Sao Tome &
Principe
Eastern 2.45 0.59 4.57 -0.18 4.53 6.48 0.09
Comoros 1.59 -0.30 2.33 -0.14 213 3.06 1.63
Djibouti -3.07 -0.08 0.25 0.84 3.21 4.41 0.30
Eritrea 12.02 -1.73 1.99 -0.69 0.60 0.68 0.61
Ethiopia 1.56 0.68 4.12 -1.04 431 9.29 1.81
Kenya 2.04 0.04 2.50 -0.18 2.86 4.46 -0.12
Madagascar 0.29 -0.28 2.67 1.01 0.79 5.52 -1.56
Mauritius 5.27 -0.58 4.62 -0.08 3.84 3.91 -0.25
Rwanda -3.70 7.52 11.80 -4.37 5.53 6.35 0.83
Seychelles 3.58 -1.56 2.63 -0.63 -2.51 1.17 -0.29
Somalia
Sudan 3.37 2.29 6.33 0.14 5.87 7.26 -0.53
Tanzania 2.67 -0.70 4.79 0.26 6.55 6.66 -0.03
Uganda 6.95 1.01 6.90 -0.63 6.56 7.80 0.10
Northern 2.24 -0.33 3.74 0.50 4.37 5.06 -0.38
Algeria 0.37 0.60 3.74 0.39 5.60 3.81 -0.80
Egypt 3.79 -0.21 4.42 -0.18 3.22 5.36 0.24
Libya 1.47 0.00 2.05 144 5.37 6.44 -1.82
Mauritania 2.42 2.32 3.61 -0.53 3.96 4.63 -1.12
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Morocco 1.61 -2.12 3.37 161 4381 5.02 -0.22
Tunisia 4.56 -1.12 473 040 4.42 5.05 -0.40
Southern 0.75 0.59 3.18 -0.07 3.98 4.23 -0.67
Angola -3.20 2.14 7.06 -0.89 9.66 12.48 -0.51
Botswana 4.52 -0.47 6.11 0.23 7.07 2.99 -2.05
Lesotho 4.86 -0.49 2.97 0.05 3.38 4.06 -0.30
Malawi 3.88 2.21 3.69 -1.31 251 6.96 0.24
Mozanbique 3.15 0.34 7.45 042 7.57 7.33 0.05
Namibia 4.55 0.32 3.54 0.02 7.10 5.07 -0.54
South Africa 0.69 0.69 2.94 -0.02 3.72 3.68 -0.79
Swaziland 3.93 -1.36 3.70 0.12 2.74 2.54 -0.58
Zambia -1.15 -0.47 2.74 1.06 4.61 5.83 0.11
Zimbabwe 2.32 -1.37 -1.44 -1.32 -6.20 -6.35 0.69
Western 2.55 -0.06 3.77 0.45 5.56 5.53 -0.70
Benin 4.07 0.28 4.97 -0.09 3.83 3.93 -0.02
Burkina Faso 3.20 1.26 6.56 0.29 5.79 5.23 -0.76
Cape Verde 4.48 1.36 6.01 -0.16 3.36 6.49 -0.57
Cote d'lvoire 1.07 1.64 2.25 -1.09 -0.40 141 0.89
Gambia, The 2.35 -0.54 3.65 0.75 3.56 6.08 -0.38
Ghana 413 0.16 4.38 0.14 5.10 5.66 -0.28
Guinea 3.97 0.06 4.22 0.10 3.84 3.22 -0.43
GuineaBissau 3.67 -0.34 0.24 -0.63 -1.84 1.99 0.49
Liberia -26.56 9.35 18.64 -3.38 -8.33 0.79 5.98
Mali 218 1.61 6.21 0.15 4.59 4,93 -0.52
Niger 0.46 0.78 3.53 0.22 2.19 4.37 -0.57
Nigeria 3.44 -1.14 3.65 097 7.48 6.84 -1.23
Senegal 1.63 1.21 4.20 0.16 441 4.34 -0.86
Sierra Leone -3.65 -2.27 3.34 2.16 14.75 6.75 -0.88
Togo 0.47 1.62 412 -0.64 3.28 2.43 -0.03
Middle income 1.72 0.11 3.65 0.31 4.60 4.97 -0.57
Mineral rich -4.13 1.22 1.58 0.37 4.22 4.68 0.08
More favorable 2.61 0.04 3.70 -0.22 3.57 5.48 0.28
Less favorable 0.18 1.45 4,97 -0.13 6.07 5.35 -0.39

Notes: Includes GDP data imputed viavgth rates derived from the log estimate of the five years following or

preceding the missing values; data not available for Sao Tome & Principe or Somalia.

{ 2dz2NDOSY
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TableError! No text of specified style in documeBt.GDP per capita (constant 2000 US$).

Annual Annual Annual

Annual average Annual average Annual  average

average % average % average %

level change level change level change

(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 688.54 -1.19 711.16 1.03 748.17  818.14 2.86
SSA 501.39 -1.72 507.07 0.69 528.79  578.23 2.86
Central 338.07 -5.48 306.56 0.43  321.32 344.28 1.91
Burundi 144.34 -4.34 112.34 -1.06 109.44 10941 0.68
Cameroon 625.26 -4.88 621.66 2.07 668.87  685.99 0.78
Central African
Rep. 256.06 -2.01 247.61 -0.71 230.20 227.16 0.90
Chad 179.91 -2.15 177.61 1.65 218.84  271.62 3.26
Congo, Dem. Rep. 152.08 -11.52 95.08 -4.93 83.25 90.70 271
Congo, Rep. 1091.15 -2.62 1053.14 0.74 1090.62 1163.06 2.42
Equatorial Guinea 570.24 3.31 2413.29 29.66 5187.83 7087.16 8.53
Gabon 4586.64 -0.51 4376.80 -2.41 4005.70 4059.99 0.50
Sao Tome &
Principe
Eastern 244.86 -0.39 264.06 1.47 281.32  317.98 4.36
Comoros 397.23 -1.07 379.73 0.14  383.36 383.08 0.24
Djibouti 1029.68 -5.01 793.83 -1.92 768.46  825.58 2.82
Eritrea 149.04 12.62  192.22 -2.37 169.85 156.06 -2.22
Ethiopia 114.31 -1.69 124.00 0.95 130.57 162.63 8.34
Kenya 425.13 -1.86  409.29 -0.53 403.84 433.71 2.27
Madagascar 260.15 -2.90 244.47 -0.39 233.50 253.56 2.30
Mauritius 2837.09 3.66 3620.90 3.61 4100.21 4489.81 3.26
Rwanda 224.36 -6.65 221.91 2.15 24540  279.00 5.12
Seychelles 6008.77 1.77 7002.63 1.96 6973.28 7477.71 2.58
Somalia
Sudan 280.87 2.12 343.54 3.74 396.67 466.41 5.58
Tanzania 255.56 -1.68 266.25 2.18 297.05  334.07 3.95
Uganda 193.19 3.29 245.49 2.88 27419  312.99 4.80
Northern 1487.55 -0.04 1633.97 205 1775.75 1971.83 3.38
Algeria 1722.43 -2.20 1783.03 1.93 196395 2112.67 1.64
Egypt 1159.81 1.44 1360.63 255 147426 1634.75 4.05
Libya 6469.39 -0.58 6216.01 -0.69 6207.46 7154.96 3.55
Mauritania 408.51 0.12  415.43 -0.16 419.22  457.02 231
Morocco 1184.46 -0.62 1299.12 2.62 1460.48 1630.27 3.58
Tunisia 1592.08 199 1948.41 3.67 2227.32 2527.32 4.07
Southern 1429.05 -1.78 1447.94 0.67 1510.34 1663.51 3.14
Angola 628.16 -9.68 632.66 3.19 730.04 1038.75 12.24
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Botswana 2608.47 0.86 3153.86 4.38 3762.96 4038.80 1.48

Lesotho 365.53 3.29 412.65 1.01 436.53  479.93 3.3
Malawi 133.87 0.28 142.24 -1.73 130.15 144.45 4.24
Mozambique 183.72 0.15 231.16 5.16 279.08 324.59 5.05
Namibia 1945.73 1.74 2116.18 1.08 2291.94 2551.26 3.03
South Africa 2989.05 -1.26  3031.55 0.62 3177.20 3507.92 3.09
Swaziland 1199.51 0.47 131397 2.17 1430.39 1504.58 1.34
Zambia 352.64 -3.92 315.72 0.28 328.42 362.84 3.40
Zimbabwe 617.08 -1.33 609.45 -3.04 505.89 422.26 -5.80
Western 336.75 -0.60  347.23 0.81 365.64  400.60 2.62
Benin 298.81 0.51 329.91 1.83 348.47 352.88 0.72
Burkina Faso 182.84 0.48 219.13 3.06 242.48  256.66 1.34
Cape Verde 892.59 294 1142.89 4.09 1296.04 1535.74 5.87
Cote d'lvoire 610.74 -2.35 606.02 -1.40 553.89 537.70 -0.51
Gambia, The 329.52 -1.70  315.38 0.54 320.99 352.05 3.02
Ghana 226.79 1.31 251.31 1.82 272.05 302.86 3.67
Guinea 335.51 -0.07 365.87 1.79 391.03  402.36 0.70
GuineaBissau 184.07 0.18 169.31 -4.10 143.42  142.06 0.07
Liberia 117.91 -23.00 143.55 13.13 152.55 139.12 2.53
Mali 192.14 0.60 228.93 4.15 265.05 285.34 2.24
Niger 176.22 2.77 169.09 -0.04 166.82  170.97 1.05
Nigeria 362.84 -0.27 367.80 0.78 396.61 453.60 3.69
Senegal 448.01 -1.05 463.71 1.44 491.02 520.32 1.26
Sierra Leone 220.10 -5.09 181.16 1.06 220.19 24461 3.23
Togo 244.10 -3.30 256.36 -0.51 249.30 248.32 -0.16
Middle income 1114.64 -0.86 1172.94 1.38 1252.22 1382.81 3.14
Mineral rich 205.36 -7.26 165.29 -1.18 162.43 172.30 2.16
More favorable 239.05 -0.97 251.11 0.66 257.69  282.25 3.33
Less favorable 168.99 -1.39 174.44 1.45 188.69  205.79 2.32

{ 2dz2NOSY ! dzii Kbadedad WDI2D10)dzt | G A 2y
Notes: Data includes GDP data imputed via growth rates derived from the log estimate of the five years following
or preceding the missing values. Blank cells indicate missing values.
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TableError! No text of specified style in documefiD. Annual inflation (GDP deflator) (%).

Annual Annual Annual
Annual average Annual average Annual average
average percentage average percentage average percentage
% point % point % point
growth  change growth  change growth  change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 1.32 -0.08 0.47 0.65 849 8.27 -3.35
SSA 0.38 2.26 1.59 1.06 13.07 8.85 -4.02
Central -0.08 -2.43 1.70 1.66 12.89 9.10 -5.87
Burundi 0.10 3.85 -3.18 -2.69 -2.26 8.22 2.27
Cameroon 0.23 -2.98 0.47 3.58 13.67 7.34 -4.77
Central African Rep. -0.09 0.57 2.68 -0.55 12.33 8.84 -3.30
Chad 0.90 -1.10 4.86 -0.13 15.97 10.10 -6.89
Congo, Dem. Rep. 3.60 -2.93 1.64 0.05 6.51 4.47 -1.12
Congo, Rep. -0.90 -0.19 6.21 -0.02 15,55 13.31 -6.58
Equatorial Guinea 1.08 -0.02 10.61 0.82 17.61 15.32 -10.21
Gabon 1.31 -4.49 3.79 0.89 13.90 11.04 -7.16
Sao Tome & Principe
Eastern -2.96 3.62 1.26 -0.31 5.15 8.59 -2.09
Comoros 241 0.15 4.65 0.70 15.86 9.04 -5.64
Djibouti 5.20 0.98 243 -0.36 191 3.98 -0.05
Eritrea -4.71 1.14 2.72 1.44 10.87 15.54 -2.87
Ethiopia -4.48 0.19 -1.31 1.00 3.22 10.44 -1.82
Kenya 1.15 4.31 6.46 -1.39 452 7.96 -2.13
Madagascar 4.34 -3.05 4.94 1.13 0.10 6.34 -3.02
Mauritius 5.32 -0.82 0.80 0.58 8.03 5.10 -3.85
Rwanda -0.76 3.41 -0.38 -2.37 0.54 10.56 -0.01
Seychelles 5.06 -1.30 1.80 0.28 6.78 0.75 -3.02
Somalia
Sudan -0.92 3.23 -1.01 1.10 11.07 12.63 -3.36
Tanzania 0.76 4.50 4.86 -1.60 -0.15 5.32 -0.17
Uganda -2.88 10.54 -0.88 -4.13 6.96 6.42 0.91
Northern 3.90 -5.08 -1.01 0.09 155 7.58 -2.32
Algeria -4.14 -3.21 1.74 2.12 9.69 10.45 -5.17
Egypt 3.70 1.57 1.20 -2.41 -9.76 6.31 3.18
Libya -6.78 0.91 3.65 13.12 -6.96
Mauritania 4.83 -1.56 -3.45 0.99 7.26 10.83 -3.22
Morocco 5.02 1.54 2.75 -0.05 9.57 7.10 -3.10
Tunisia 5.61 0.00 0.88 -0.03 741 4.36 -3.10
Southern 2.16 3.10 0.32 2.50 16.27 8.82 -4.00
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Annual Annual Annual

Annual average Annual average Annual average
average percentage average percentage average percentage
% point % point % point
growth  change growth  change growth  change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Angola -1.64 0.32 9.02 0.72 19.12 16.46 -6.18
Botswana 3.10 -1.96 151 2.44 11.61 7.04 -5.46
Lesotho 5.81 -1.07 0.58 4.41 19.86 11.31 -6.14
Malawi -3.74 -2.12 8.44 -1.96 16.83 2.51 3.75
Mozambique -2.91 -0.85 2.08 0.45 423 5.38 -1.90
Namibia 3.71 -0.45 2.15 4.67 16.84 11.09 -5.86
South Africa 2.80 3.59 0.75 4.89 20.70 11.61 -6.96
Swagziland 12.60 -5.84 0.50 3.88 20.17 12.28 -7.36
Zanbia -0.59 4.84 0.82 0.56 9.49 14.10 -4.97
Zimbabwe -4.41 0.79 13.12 -8.17 9.08 -39.83 10.38
Western 0.41 1.44 5.39 -0.97 13.42 9.41 -3.97
Benin 3.50 1.87 5.60 -0.79 15.19 9.13 -4.34
Burkina Faso -2.86 -0.11 3.38 0.17 15.40 8.48 -3.73
Cape Verde 4.63 -0.57 2.01 1.34 15.24 7.57 -3.90
Cote d'lvoire 2.16 2.33 4.16 -0.25 14.23 9.23 -4.45
Gambia, The 2.73 -0.69 -3.27 -1.42 -4.56 4.66 -1.27
Ghana -0.07 1.10 0.88 0.46 12.96 8.44 -4.51
Guinea 3.24 -0.15 -3.63 0.33 3.60 247 -1.17
GuineaBissau -0.44 -0.93 0.88 1.67 14.98 12.55 -2.77
Liberia 3.87 1.34 -0.36 0.03 5.13 6.98 -1.22
Mali 3.81 1.77 5.17 -1.28 17.62 10.07 -3.76
Niger -1.18 0.39 3.19 0.28 11.90 9.33 -3.33
Nigeria 1.46 1.10 9.12 -1.52 14.15 9.83 -4.08
Senegal -0.06 0.46 2.83 0.14 13.25 9.20 -3.93
Sierra Leone 4.77 7.28 -1.10 -0.86 -3.04 4.14 -0.23
Togo 1.41 0.58 3.22 -0.94 12.17 7.53 -3.32
Middle income countries 1.91 -0.47 0.41 1.27 9.64 9.30 -4.31
Mineral rich countries 1.63 0.10 -0.23 0.18 6.35 8.72 -0.71
More favorable countries -2.36 2.26 2.61 -2.86 3.64 431 1.29
Less favorable countries -1.52 1.32 1.95 -0.16 11.71 9.93 -3.88

{ 2dzNOSY ! dziK2NBRQ OFf Odzf I GA2Y o0l &aSR 2y 25L OHAMAO D
Notes: Data on Libya covers 202009 only. Inflation calculated from the year over year percent increasesin th
GDP deflator. GDP deflator calculated as Nominal GDP divided by Real GDP. Blank cells indicate missing values.

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook R6égort



TableError! No text of specified style in documenfl. General government gross debt as a share of GDP (%).

Region/Country Annual averag Annual 2003 Annual Annual
Africa 71.1z2 1.0¢ 69.8¢ 54.8¢ -8.24
SSA 69.41 -3.8:  63.7:2 45.5¢ -10.81
Central 105.8¢ -1.65 102.0: 73.6( -10.64
Burundi 192.9¢ 11.9C 228.4( 176.0% -17.6¢
Cameroon 91.8¢ -16.5¢  71.3¢ 61.3¢ -5.01
Central African Rep. 96.6¢ 3.1€ 100.1¢ 84.31 -15.6¢
Chad 60.4¢ -14.3C  45.8¢ 32.1¢2 -7.4k
Congo, Dem. Rep. 199.5¢ -15.8¢ 198.8¢ 155.1¢ -6.3¢
Congo, Rep. 185.92 6.1C 194.4¢ 118.0¢ -20.0¢
Equavrial Guinea 22.4F -31.17 12.4¢ 4.0C -23.9¢
Gabon 81.5: -0.5¢  75.9¢ 46.67 -18.37
Sao Tome & Principe 359.7i -10.4¢ 325.4¢ 200.6¢ -27.2¢
Eastern 98.9: -0.5€  94.5¢ 67.3¢€ -12.4¢4
Comoros 98.51 -10.8:  83.5¢ 69.8¢ -6.7C
Djibouti 66.0¢ 0.0C 66.97 62.3:2 -1.84
Eritrea 175.5] 5.9¢ 183.4¢ 159.0¢ -4.1€
Ethiopia 107.02 6.7¢ 112.2% 67.1¢ -21.8:2
Kenya 55.4( 5.6z 57.52 50.4¢ -3.34
Madagascar 115.5C -6.25  104.0¢ 59.4( -20.3i
Mauritius 51.5:2 10.5z2 55.97 52.2i -3.7¢
Rwanda 102.4- 0.34 99.7¢ 50.9¢ -26.7(¢
Seychelles 150.15 4.9 159.7¢ 142.6 -3.81
Somalia

Sudan 161.21 -4.55  143.8] 99.9¢ -10.87
Tanzania 76.7¢ -4.5¢  76.0C 60.8¢ -11.0¢4
Uganda 77.1¢ 8.2¢  78.9( 49.9¢ -23.5]
Northern 72.17 12.11  80.7(C 73.3(C -3.9¢
Algeria

Egypt 107.8¢ 13.72 109.5: 97.0z -1.77
Libya 34.44 -18.5¢  18.4: 6.9C -64.5(
Mauritania 250.0( -8.6€ 220.41 140.6¢ -14.97
Morocco 68.4( -4.14  64.4( 57.2¢ -5.41
Tunisia 66.82 0.1€ 62.4¢ 50.4¢ -6.5C
Southern 45,5k -4.61 41.3:Z 33.4¢ -6.47
Angola 86.3¢ -17.15 62.7¢ 37.3C -8.6¢
Botswana 8.43 7.5¢ 9.11 8.6¢ 0.3:
Lesotho 102.1( -11.0: 78.1¢ 60.7( -6.3¢
Malawi 132.4¢ 8.97 129.2¢ 73.71 -22.6(
Mozambique 112.01 -15.1€  82.8: 52.8¢ -21.1¢
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Namibia 22.22 6.7¢  24.7¢ 21.9¢ -9.24

South Africa 39.0¢t -5.9¢  35.6¢ 31.5C -4.4¢
Swaziland 21.4¢ -2.7¢ 2009 16.9¢ -3.73
Zambia 206.4: -12.5¢  177.4: 75.1¢€ -30.8¢
Zimbabwe 74.11 12.5¢
Western 85.2( -9.0¢  71.9(C 43.4¢ -15.6¢
Benin 51.3¢ -15.47  40.0< 29.42 -7.22
Burkina Faso 46.64 -8.3¢  46.37 32.91 -11.3¢
Cape Verde 89.7( -1.34  90.6¢ 83.1¢ -5.1z
Cote d'Voire 97.57 -5.8¢  89.6¢ 79.8¢ -5.01
Gambia, The 128.3¢ 9.9¢ 135.5¢ 98.3: -15.4¢
Ghana 144.71 -12.0¢ 116.2¢ 73.2¢ -10.6(
Guinea 112.0¢ -2.4€  111.9¢ 111.1¢ -7.65
GuineaBissau 233.9¢ 7.1 245.0Z 200.1¢ -7.31
Liberia 410.07 -38.61
Mali 79.4¢ -23.4:  53.74 35.3¢ -15.57
Niger 83.1¢ -6.5¢  72.5: 34.5: -26.2¢
Nigeria 76.21 -10.2C  61.77 28.1z2 -25.0¢
Senegal 67.217 -9.2:  56.8¢ 36.0¢ -11.82
Sierra Leone 218.9: 5.2¢ 214.1% 130.5% -24.1¢
Togo 101.2: -0.3:  98.1¢ 78.8: -9.31
Middle income countries 65.5¢ 1.37 64.6¢ 52.3¢ -7.0€
Mineral rich countries 153.9¢ 12.3z 165.7( 120.4¢ -11.21
More favorable agriculture conditions 89.7¢ -3.3C  83.2¢ 58.2¢ -13.2¢
Less favorable agriculture conditions 112.5¢ -7.74  99.0¢ 62.5¢ -16.0¢

{ 2dzNOSY ! dzi K2 NAR QMRY20100)dzf | GA2Y o6l aSR 2V

b2aiSay GDNR&a RSo0G O2yarada 2F Ittt tAFOATAGASAE GKFG N
debtor to the creditor at a date or dates in the future. This includes debt liabilities in the form of SDRs, currency

and deposits, debt securities, loans, insurance, pensions and standardized guarantee schemes, and other accounts
payable. Thus, all liabilities in the GFSM 2001 system are debt, except for equity and investment fund shares and
financial derivatives and employgei 2 01 2 LJiA2ya® 5So6i0G Oly oS @FfdzSR G OdzN
(IMF 2001, paragraph 7.110). DRC, Tanzania, Egypt, Burkina Faso, Cape Verde, Sierra Leone & Malawi data begin in
2002; Sao Tome, Togo & Zambia data begin in 2001; Djibouti dgtaid 2003; Libya data ends in 2006;

Zimbabwe data begin in 2005; Liberia begin in 2007; weighted by real GDP (with imputed values where GDP data

was missing). . Regional and economic aggregations calculated using a GDP weight. See technical mates for ex
calculations.
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TableError! No text of specified sty in document12. General government revenue as a share of GDP (%).

Annual Annual
average average

Annual  change Annual  change

average (%) average (%)

(2000 (2000 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 27.2 -1.12 27.2 29.7 1.66
SSA 24.7 -1.90 24.5 26.3 0.70
Central 20.1 1.62 20.4 26.3 6.21
Burundi 24.4 8.89 29.4 44.9 16.97
Cameroon 16.7 -1.32 16.1 224 3.85
Central African Rep. 13.0 -9.65 12.2 14.6 8.20
Chad 14.0 5.25 13.8 19.7 15.69
Congo, Dem. Rep. 7.4 24.51 9.8 17.0 15.17
Congo, Rep. 28.7 2.65 29.3 37.2 3.03
Equatorial Guinea 25.3 12.58 28.3 35.6 6.41
Gabon 32.6 -2.83 31.0 31.2 0.64
Sao Tome & Principe 41.0 -17.52 33.7 61.7 3.74
Eastern 17.7 4.51 194 20.8 -0.19
Comoros 17.8 8.07 19.0 20.4 4.83
Djibouti 30.5 3.43 33.0 36.5 1.86
Eritrea 42.6 1.81 41.4 30.2 -16.48
Ethiopia 19.1 7.67 20.4 18.4 -5.02
Kenya 20.4 1.53 21.4 22.6 1.66
Madagascar 13.7 -2.96 15.3 22.3 -3.96
Mauritius 18.2 0.21 185 19.6 2.11
Rwanda 194 -4.28 19.9 22.3 3.85
Seychelles 34.5 5.14 38.1 39.1 -2.16
Somalia
Sudan 12.2 15.47 16.1 19.8 -0.14
Tanzania 17.6 7.22 19.8 22.5 4.25
Uganda 17.9 0.68 18.1 17.5 -2.94
Northern 315 -2.91 30.8 34.4 2.75
Algeria 36.5 -0.97 36.2 40.0 1.56
Egypt 25.8 3.18 25.7 26.9 1.63
Libya 43.8 6.88 49.6 61.5 5.20
Mauritania 27.6 9.05 30.3 26.9 -3.81
Morocco 22.6 -2.32 22.3 25.6 4.90
Tunisia 27.1 0.64 27.2 27.7 1.73
Southern 25.8 -0.79 25.7 27.9 2.26
Angola 44.3 -10.24 39.0 415 0.32
Botswana 38.6 -5.17 36.5 35.9 -2.30

70resakss.org



Lesotho 48.3 -1.11 49.5 57.6 5.05

Malawi 18.7 36.45 20.9 28.1 5.01
Mozambique 221 0.02 214 234 4.70
Namibia 27.5 -2.85 26.3 27.8 3.06
South Africa 23.9 0.68 24.3 26.4 2.55
Swaziland 26.3 1.21 27.9 34.8 5.87
Zambia 24.9 1.80 24.9 25.8 -2.95
Zimbabwe 11.4 -8.34
Western 29.5 -7.31 27.3 27.5 -3.38
Benin 18.1 1.84 18.7 20.4 2.90
Burkina Faso 17.9 -2.48 17.6 21.2 1.10
Cape Verde 29.1 -14.07 30.0 31.0 1.55
Cote d'lvoire 17.8 1.17 18.2 19.0 2.21
Gambia, The 13.6 -4.64 14.9 16.5 4.13
Ghana 22.3 4.51 24.4 27.5 1.15
Guinea 13.9 0.94 135 15.1 3.83
GuineaBissau 15.3 -17.36 13.6 17.0 7.61
Liberia 13.9 -9.18 13.4 19.8 16.64
Mali 20.7 6.01 22.4 27.7 -0.23
Niger 15.2 2.72 16.2 25.2 5.81
Nigeria 38.2 -10.92 33.4 31.5 -6.41
Senegal 19.2 241 20.0 21.3 1.77
Sierra Leone 20.0 1.08 20.8 234 -0.07
Togo 14.6 7.17 15.9 17.8 0.73
Middle income countries 28.8 -2.04 28.4 31.1 1.75
Mineral rich countries 14.9 4.49 15.7 194 5.14
More favorable agriculture conditions 18.9 3.04 200 21.2 0.35
Less favorable agriculture conditions 20.8 3.40 21.7 25.7 3.97

{ 2dzNOSY ! dziK2NBRQ OF f Odzf  GA2Y o6l aSR 2y LaC 6uHnmnO0o®
Notes: Egypt, Malawi, and Cape Verde 28003 columns includes data from 262003 only; Zimbabwe data is

from 20052009 onlyweighted by real GDP (with imputed values where GDP data was missing). Revenue consists
of taxes, social contributions, grants receivable, and other revenue. Revenue increases government's net worth,
which is the difference between its assets and liabgifIMF 2001, paragraph 4.20). . See technical notes for exact
calculations.
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Annex B: CAADP Implementation Processes
TableError! No text of specified style in documeB. Progress in CAADP roundtable process at end of December 2010.

Stocktaking, Round Investment  Financing plan
Steering &  Growth & Table plan drafted, secured and
Technical Investment held and  reviewed annud review  Execution of
Focal Poin Process Committee  Analysis Compact Compact and mechanism investment
Country/ Region | appointed launched instituted undertaken  drafted sighed validated agreed upon  plan
Africa* 39 33 31 31 25 24 19 3 1
Central Africa* 5 2 2 2 1 1 0 0 0
Burundi —
Cameroon
Central African
Republic Early stages.
Chad
Congo, Dem. Re
Congo, Rep. Not launched.
Equatorial Guineg  Not launched.
Gabon -
Sao Tome and
Principe Not launched.
Eastern Africa* 12 11 10 10 5 5 5 1 1
Comoros
Djibouti
Eritrea
Ethiopia
Kenya
Madagascar
Mauritius
Rwanda
Seychelles
Somalia Not launched.
Sudan
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Stocktaking, Round Investment  Financing plan
Steering & Growth & Table plan drafted, secured and
Technical Investment held and reviewed annud review  Execution of
Focal Poin Process Committee  Analysis Compact Compact and mechanism investment
Country/ Region | appointed launched instituted undertaken  drafted signed validated agreed upon  plan
Tanzania
Uganda
Northern Africa* 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Algeria Not launched.
Libya
Mauritania Not launched.
Morocco Not launched.
Tunisia Not launched.
Southern Africa* 5 4 4 4 4 3 1 0 0
Angpla Not launched.
Botswana Not launched.
Lesotho Early stages.
Malawi
Mozambique
Namibia Early stages.
South Africa Not launched.
Swaziland
Zambia
Zimbabwe
Western Africa* 2 0
Benin
Burkina Faso
Cape Verde
Cote d'lvoire
Gambia, The
Ghana
Guinea
Guinea Bissau
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Stocktaking, Round Investment  Financing plan
Steering & Growth & Table plan drafted, secured and
Technical Investment held and reviewed annud review  Execution of
Focal Poin Process Committee  Analysis Compact Compact and mechanism investment
Country/ Region | appointed launched instituted undertaken  drafted signed validated agreed upon  plan

Liberia

Mali

Niger

Nigeria

Senegal

Sierra Leone

Togo

RECs**

COMESA

ECCAS Not launched.

ECOWAS

SADC Not launched.

{2dzNDOSayY ! dziK2NBRQ OFf OdzZ FGA2ya olaSR 2y O2YLIRAtIGA2Y FTNBY QFNR2dza /! ! 5t
Notes: *number of countries in Africa or sulegion that have achieved milestone; ** number of RECs that have achieved milestone; see technical notes for

more information on compilation process
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Annex C: Agricultural Financing

TableError! No text of specified style in documed. Agriculture expenditures, annual growth rate (%).

Annual Annual Annual
average average average
change change change
Annual (%age Annual (%age Annual (%age
average point) average point) average point)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006)

Africa

SSA

Central

Burundi

Cameroon 4.1 -10.2 4.2 4.4 8.8 8.4 -1.3
Central African Rep.

Chad

Congo, Dem. Rep.

Congo, Rep.

Equatorial Guinea

Gabon

Sao Tome & Principe

Eastern

Comoros

Djibouti

Eritrea

Ethiopia 6.6 -2.6 15.8 8.4 60.3 37.2 -13.8
Kenya -6.9 6.6 -1.6 2.5 0.0 -7.3 -2.3
Madagascar

Mauritius

Rwanda

Seychelles

Somalia

Sudan

Tanzania

Uganda 8.1 -19.7 39.3 5.6 -3.2 -4.3 11.9

Northern

Algeria

Egypt 2.6 1.4 2.9 -0.4 -11.3 7.1 -0.4
Libya

Mauritania

Morocco -0.1 -3.0 -1.9 1.0 2.1 -5.0 4.8
Tunisia 0.9 2.7 5.8 -1.1 -5.0 -5.0 2.3
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Annual Annual Annual

average average average
change change change

Annual (%age  Annual (%age Annual  (%age
average point) average point) average point)
(1990 (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006)

Southern

Angola

Botswana 2.0 4.4 5.8 -1.3 -2.8 -1.7 -3.8

Lesotho

Malawi 11.3 18.4 2.5 -13.3 -23.5 -7.9 9.8

Mozambique

Namibia

South Afria

Swaziland

Zambia -14.2 121 5.2 -1.9 -2.0 47.4 22.2

Zimbabwe

Western

Benin

Burkina Faso 6.1 15 16.5 0.5 46.7 41.8 1.3

Cape Verde

Cote d'lvoire 16.8 -9.6 43.6 5.4 167.4 -15.2 -1.3

Gambia, The

Ghana -4.5 -6.8 6.8 6.8 -6.7 19.8 10.3

Guinea

GuineaBissau

Liberia

Mali 2.1 -0.4 16.3 1.0 8.8 29.9 27.2

Niger

Nigeria -5.8 -8.5 54.3 8.3 -16.1 12.0 1.8

Senegal

Sierra Leone

Togo 2.5 -8.1 5.4 6.6 17.5 16.5 -4.4

Middle-income countries

Mineral rich countries

More favorable agriculture condition
Less favorable agriculture condition:

{2dzNOSayY ! dziK2NRQ OIF f Odzf I G A2y a ssihgv&ugs. \Palies foatt@ regienal m n 6 U ®
aggregated are not calculated due to spares data points on individual countries.
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TableError! No text of specified style in documen. Share of public allocated agriculture spending in total public allocated
sperding (%).

Annual Annual Annual
average average average
Annual change Annual change Annual change
average (%) average (%) average (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 6.2 2.6 6.1 -2.4 55 6.4 8.2
SSA 14.2 0.7 12.2 -5.1 9.2 9.0 -4.1
Central 2.9 29 2.9 -4.5
Burundi 4.7 10.6
Cameroon 4.5 3.4 3.1 0.3 3.6 4.0 9.0
Central African Rep. 4.9 3.1 -14.1
Chad 55 7.8 1.1
Congo, Dem. Rep. 1.2 1.3 1.7
Congo, Rep. 11 1.0 -4.0
Equatorial Guinea
Gabon
Sao Tome & Principe 4.0 4.4 6.7
Eastern 9.2 5.8 8.3 3.0 11.6 135 -3.9
Comoros 1.8
Djibouti 11 1.8 21.1
Eritrea
Ethiopia 9.7 8.0 8.2 4.7 9.2 13.7 5.7
Kenya 7.6 3.1 5.7 -0.6 4.9 4.7 -9.5
Madagascar 8.0 7.0 -17.5
Mauritius 4.0 3.2 -1.9
Rwanda 5.5 3.7 -6.4
Seychelles 0.9 0.9 -2.6
Somalia
Sudan 3.4 5.6 19.9
Tanzania 5.7 5.7 5.2 -12.8
Uganda 2.6 0.4 2.0 1.2 2.3 2.6 9.1
Northern 5.1 -0.6 5.6 0.6 438 4.0 -14.3
Algeria
Egypt 4.8 -0.2 5.9 1.3 5.1 4.2 -15.5
Libya
Mauritania 6.6 5.9 1.9
Morocco 5.0 -2.3 3.8 -3.6 3.2 2.6 -10.1
Tunisia 8.0 0.5 8.5 2.7 8.7 7.4 -9.9
Southern 12.9 -14.7 7.7 -0.8 8.0 7.0 -9.7
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Annual Annual Annual

average average average
Annual change Annual change Annual change
average (%) average (%) average (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Angola 2.2 4.4 12.5
Botswana 5.9 1.1 51 -7.0 3.7 3.2 -2.2
Lesotho 4.8 4.2 -3.4
Malawi 10.3 -9.3 8.2 -2.9 7.4 9.8 20.2
Mozambique 6.2 4.5 -15.2
Namibia 5.2 6.9 15.6
South Africa
Swaziland 4.1 4.5 -10.6
Zambia 2.8 -3.7 2.9 -6.3 2.7 5.3 194
Zimbdwe 8.1 -20.6 3.9 12.4 9.7 8.6 -13.6
Western 10.9 13.8 134 4.7 12.6 11.6 -5.6
Benin 7.0 -7.2 5.4 6.0 -0.6
Burkina Faso 28.1 1.0 27.4 4.7 25.6 19.2 -12.3
Cape Verde
Cote d'lvoire 3.7 7.6 3.1 -4.9 2.6 2.4 -7.3
Gambia, The 5.0
Ghana 8.5 1.8 8.6 -5.8 7.2 8.7 5.2
Guinea 21.4 13.7 -8.6
GuineaBissau 1.8 1.4 -9.5
Liberia 51
Mali 16.0 -13.9 10.0 11.8 2.7
Niger 17.5 155 -6.0
Nigeria 2.6 11.4 3.3 -4.8 2.8 3.6 17.7
Senegal 5.4 -0.9 6.4 2.9 8.5 121 17.1
Sierra Lene 2.8 2.8 -4.4
Togo 4.3 3.5 3.8 -6.2 2.5 4.7 29.7
Middle-income countries 5.0 -0.01 5.2 -0.6 4.5 4.4 2.4
Mineral rich countries 3.7 4.6 10.1
More favorable agriculture condition 8.7 3.15 7.3 -3.3 7.1 7.7 2.2
Less favorable agriculture cotidins 14.3 13.7 -14.3

Source: ReSAKSS compilation based on various sources: IMF (2010b), National sources and CAADP (2010).
Notes: Comoros value reported for average over 20089 is single data point measured in 2005. Data on

Ethiopia includesural development and agriculture programs in total agriculture spending. Data were compiled

from a variety of sources, including the IMF, CAADP publications, and several national sources (particularly ministry
of finance) by the ReSAKSS regional netw@ta collected by ReSAKSS from national sources were first used,

then gaps were filled by data obtained from CAADP publications and then the IMF. Regional and economic
aggregations based on shares of agriculture GDP of each country in the regionak®talcl&ical notes for exact
method of calculation. Blank cells indicate missing values.
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TableError! No text of specified style in docume®6. Public allocated agriculture expenditure as percent of agriculture GDP and GDP.

As percent of total agriculire GDP

As percent of total GDP

Annual
avg.
Annua change Annual
| avg. (%) avg.
(1990 (1990 (1995
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003)

Annual Annual Annual
avg. avg. avg.
Annual change Annual change Annual change
avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006)

Africa
SSA

Central

Bururdi

Cameroon 3.0 -4.9 2.2
Central African Rep.

Chad

Congo, Dem. Rep.

Congo, Rep.

Equatorial Guinea

Gabon

Sao Tome & Principe

0.7 -11.0 0.4 42 05 0.6 4.3

Eastern

Comoros

Djibouti

Eritrea

Ethiopia 2.8 9.1 4.1
Kenya 5.0 1.3 3.9
Madagascar

Mauritius

Rwanda 34
Seychelles

Somalia

1.4 7.8 1.7 01 20 2.6 16.4
11 4.0 1.0 -1.1 0.9 0.7 -13.7
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As percent of total agriculire GDP

As percent of total GDP

Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.
Annua change Annual change Annual change| Annual change Annual change Annual change
| avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006)
Sudan
Tanzania
Uganda 0.7 -12.9 2.1 45.8 4.1 3.0 -18.8 03 -122 0.5 331 0.8 0.6 -17.3
Northern
Algeria
Egypt 8.7 5.8 9.8 0.7 8.6 7.6 -7.2 1.3 4.5 14 04 1.1 0.9 -12.6
Libya
Mauritania
Morocco 8.3 4.9 6.9 -1.9 6.0 5.2 -4.9 1.3 1.0 1.0 -34 08 0.7 -7.2
Tunisia 15.1 7.3 18.3 43 197 16.3 -6.3 1.9 1.1 2.0 31 21 1.7 -10.7
Southern
Angola
Botswana 46.0 5.5 68.6 3.1 707 66.4 -1.6 1.8 11 1.7 45 14 11 -12.0
Lesotho
Malawi 9.1 8.9 5.9 -11.0 3.2 2.7 -3.3 25 -8.3 15 7.7 1.0 0.7 -7.5
Mozambique
Namibia
South Africa
Swaziland
Zambia 4.1 -3.3 4.9 -2.7 3.6 6.5 60.8 0.4 10.0 0.7 08 0.6 11 64.6
Zimbabwe
Western
Benin 3.3 24.6 35 3.7 0.3
Burkina Faso 12.7 20.0 8.1 -8.7 6.6 6.4 -3.0 0.7 0.0 1.2 99 21 3.2 34.1
Cape Verde
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As percent of total agriculire GDP As percent of total GDP
Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.
Annua change Annual change Annual change| Annual change Annual change Annual change
| avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%) avg. (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006)
Cote d'lvoire 3.1 18.5 2.7 -7.3 2.2 2.0 -4.9 0.8 4.0 0.6 5.1 09 0.6 -29.5
Gambia, The
Ghana 1.2 4.1 1.3 -0.9 0.7 0.9 19.6 04 -12.9 0.4 -1.5 0.2 0.3 18.7
Guinea
GuineaBissau
Liberia
Mali 8.7 1.7 8.9 -6.5 7.4 9.2 13.0 2.9 -5.9 2.3 88 3.0 3.6 17.6
Niger 7.6 7.6 5.0 9.5 9.0 -5.7
Nigeria 2.2 3.0 43.1 03 -134 0.7 23.8 0.8 0.9 10.0
Senegal 47 -114 5.9 149 139 20.7 20.8
Sierra Leone
Togo 2.4 -4.6 1.5 -11.2 0.8 1.4 35.6 0.4 -8.7 0.4 85 0.6 0.7 10.4
Middle-income
countries

Mineral rich countries
More favorable
agriculture conditions
Less favorable
agriculture conditions

{ 2dzNDOSY ! dzi K2 NAQ O DU ®ESAKSE Aode dath corBpRatich y2010)a C O H 1 M
Notes: Blank cells indicate missing values. Values for the regional aggregated are not calculated due to spares datangibirdsial countries.
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Annex D: Agricultural Output, Productivity and Growth

TableError! No text of specified style document:17. Agriculture value added as share of GDP (constant 2000 USD).

Agriculture value added share in GDP (%)

Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.
level change level change level change

(299G (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2009) 2009)

Africa 16.9 -1.4 16.6 0.2 16.8 14.5 5.1
SSA 17.9 -0.8 18.0 1.3 19.6 16.5 -6.6
Central 27.7 25 24.8 20 218 18.4 -4.5
Burundi 51.9 -3.4 45.0 -3.8  40.2 38.3
Cameroon 24.1 -1.7 23.3 -1.5 215 20.2

Central African Rep. 45.9 -0.5 52.9 24 564 55.3 -1.1
Chad 345 3.0 39.2 -0.2 322 18.8 7.1
Congo, Dem. Rep. 48.0 12.2 50.1 2.2 4938 45.0 -3.2
Congo, Rep. 11.3 -3.8 7.9 -7.6 6.0 4.9 -4.2
Equatorial Guinea 535 -4.0 19.4 -25.1 5.3 3.3 -9.6
Gabon 8.1 2.9 6.8 -3.2 5.9 5.1 -4.2
Sao Tome & Principe 20.2 21.2 20.1

Eastern 38.6 -0.3 36.7 2.1 333 31.3 2.1
Comoros 39.7 -0.7 44.9 34 505 47.7 2.4
Djibouti 3.3 2.0 35 0.8 3.6 3.6

Eritrea 24.6 18.9 -3.4 15.0 20.0

Ethiopia 61.3 -0.2 50.8 -4,1  43.2 455 1.2
Kenya 30.4 25 30.9 -0.6 28.7 27.3 -0.9
Madagascar 27.8 -2.9 29.3 09 299 27.0 -3.3
Mauritius 11.2 -4.6 8.0 -6.8 6.3 54 -7.5
Rwanda 37.6 8.4 415 -3.3 376 38.0 -0.5
Seychelles 4.3 -3.0 3.3 -3.7 3.0 2.4 7.1
Somalia 65.5

Sudan 39.7 -1.9 42.9 -0.7 38.7 30.8 -6.7
Tanzania 47.1 -0.2 457 -0.8 453 45.6

Uganda 51.9 2.4 36.4 -85 256 28.7 5.4
Northern 15.4 2.4 14.6 -1.7 13.0 11.7 -2.0
Algeria 11.1 -1.2 10.7 -1.1  10.2 9.1 -1.6
Egypt 17.3 -2.3 16.8 -05 16.0 14.2 -4.8
Libya 4.8 4.2 2.6
Mauritania 34.7 5.7 30.7 -46 26.3 20.5

Morocco 17.4 -3.5 171 -0.3 16.7 16.2 0.5
Tunisia 14.5 -7.1 12.2 -1.5 117 10.6 -6.7
Southern 6.9 -3.8 6.2 -1.5 5.8 5.4 -0.7
Angola 12.9 -20.9 8.1 -0.3 8.3 8.3 -0.1
Botswana 4.8 -2.3 3.1 -8.8 2.2 2.2 2.3
Lesotho 18.3 -3.8 145 -8.0 9.6 8.3 -4.3
Malawi 38.7 -9.3 36.1 26 374 35.1 -0.8
Mozambique 36.2 -2.0 29.6 4.4 278 28.0 0.9
Namibia 11.3 0.8 11.3 -1.1 105 9.9 -4.6
South Africa 4.3 2.2 3.7 -1.5 3.6 3.1 -0.3
Swaziland 11.1 3.8 12.2 -3.5 9.8 8.1 -4.7
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Agriculture value added share in GDP (%)

Annual  Annual Annual  Annual Annual  Annual
avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.
level change level change level change

(1996 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2009) 2009)
Zambia 21.6 -1.6 21.0 3.2 226 21.7 -1.5
Zimbabwe 14.7 2.8 18.2 -20 159 17.6
Western 31.9 -2.3 32.3 25 36.6 30.7 -5.2
Benin 349 -1.7 35.9 -1.2 326 32.1
Burkina Faso 31.9 4.3 35.4 -1.0 344 34.0
Cape Verde 13.3 -0.8 10.7 -8.8 7.9 9.0 2.7
Cote d'lvoire 29.7 -6.6 24.3 0.6 24.38 24.0 0.3
Gambia, The 27.6 0.3 31.4 0.9 30.8 30.3 -2.9
Ghana 41.4 4.1 36.4 -1.0 36.5 35.4 -2.3
Guinea 19.6 -2.0 21.1 22 233 24.2
GuineaBissau 55.0 -0.9 56.8 -0.1 56.8 55.2
Liberia 57.7 5.4 77.8 23 718 63.1
Mali 46.2 1.4 43.6 42  36.7 37.0
Niger 38.8 2.2 39.9 -0.1 39.8 40.0
Nigeria 45.6 41.8 34.9
Senegal 19.9 0.5 18.9 -2.6 16.3 15.7 -1.8
Sierra Leone 41.5 -0.8 525 -0.2 46.5 49.4 1.7
Togo 36.4 2.8 38.2 -0.2 40.0 41.9
Middle income countries 12.4 2.7 12.6 1.8 13.8 11.4 -6.4
Mineral rich countries 36.5 4.9 37.2 1.4 37.2 35.7 -1.9
More favorable agriculture
conditions 37.4 -0.2 354 -1.8 33.1 33.6 0.1
Less favorable agriculture
conditions 396 1.6 38.9 2.3 34.2 29.9 -7.3

{ 2dz2NOSY ! dziK2NBEQ OFft Odzf F A2y oFaSR 2y 25L O6HAMAO®
Notes: Blank cells indicate missing values. Regional and economic aggregate values are calculated as weighted
adzYYlFiA2yas oKSNB | O2dzy (i NB@ad aDebaeight. & | aKFENB 2F NBIA2Y
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TableError! No text of specified style in documef8. Land and labor productivity.

Land productivity (1992001 International dollars per hectare

Labor productivity (19922001 International dollars per agridtural

agricultural land) worker)
Annua Annua Annu
Annual  Annual Annual | avg. Annual | avg. Annual  Annual Annual gl avg. Annual  Annual
avg. avg. avg. chang avg. chang avg. avg. avg. chang avg. avg.
level change level e level e level  change level e level  change
(1996 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995)  2003) 2003) 2003 ~ 2008) 2008) | 1995)  1995)  2003) 2003) 2003  2006)  2006)
Africa 804 2.2 96.9 2.7 107.7 115.2 2.3 511.0 0.4 559.7 15 595.0 616.0 21
SSA 72.2 2.6 86.4 2.6 95.4 101.7 2.4 439.5 0.6 476.5 1.4 502.8 519.0 2.3
Central 72.4 0.6 74.3 0.9 76.9 79.2 0.8 337.1 -1.4 316.5 -0.2 3125 3135 0.1
Burundi 328.6 2.4 291.7 -0.7 2955 310.1 2.1 246.4 -3.2 219.3 -0.7 213.7 204.1 -2.5
Cameroon 192.9 3.5 239.5 2.8 264.7 280.4 1.0 519.7 1.9 600.0 21 650.5 687.7 3.3
Central African Rep. 87.5 3.1 110.6 2.2 118.3 123.2 25 368.0 1.7 449.3 2.3 483.9 4945 2.3
Chad 15.3 2.6 20.2 3.0 22.2 22.9 0.5 310.4 0.9 369.1 1.4 382.1 390.8 1.0
Congo, Dem. Rep. 152.5 -1.1 127.6 -1.4 121.6 1225 0.2 301.1 -3.8 223.9 -2.6 200.6 195.6 -1.8
Congo, Rep. 15.3 2.8 18.2 2.2 20.2 21.9 2.7 308.7 14 341.0 1.4 370.1 392.2 4.2
Equatorial Guinea 86.1 -1.7 87.8 0.4 87.5 88.4 0.6
Gabon 335 0.7 374 14 38.7 39.2 0.7 788.6 0.6 912.2 24 980.1 999.9 1.3
Sao Tome & Principe  254.3 5.5 303.9 1.4 304.1 311.3 1.6
Eastern 64.8 24 77.1 2.7 86.5 91.1 21 308.9 -0.8 319.7 1.1 339.2 345.2 1.8
Comoros 265.3 1.6 280.8 0.8 289.0 2959 1.5
Djibouti 234 -4.7 22.0 14 23.6 26.3 6.3
Eritrea 17.3 18.8 -0.8 16.7 21.2 8.4
Ethiopia 894 15.5 144.0 3.2 163.1 174.7 2.8 169.1 -3.7 180.6 15 194.8 206.6 4.4
Kenya 119.4 1.1 134.7 3.0 1525 166.4 3.3 332.0 -1.9 310.8 1.0 330.2 3429 3.5
Madagascar 50.8 0.6 48.7 -2.0 46.2 51.5 2.9 385.6 -15 342.6 -2.6 3105 329.7 4.4
Mauritius 1468.8 0.3 15742 1.7 1737.0 1756.6 0.0 2382.7 1.6 27924 3.0 31940 3299.7 04
Rwanda 553.3 -6.0 620.9 4.5 705.8 725.6 2.0 338.2 -5.6 311.9 0.5 328.1 329.9 3.2
Seychelles 1037.6 5.8 1236.0 -2.3 1050.8 900.4 -5.2
Somalia 234 0.3 26.7 0.9 27.9 28.2 -0.2
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Land productivity (1992001 International dollars per hectare

Labor productivity (1992001 International dollars per agridwral

agricultural land) worker)
Annua Annua Annu
Annual  Annual Annual | avg. Annual | avg. Annual  Annual Annual  al avg. Annual  Annual
avg. avg. avg. chang avg. chang avg. avg. avg. chang avg. avg.
level change level e level e level  change level e level  change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003)  2003) 2003 2008)  2008) 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006)
Sudan 29.6 6.4 39.0 3.6 44.3 45.1 -0.2 547.7 6.0 696.3 2.7 763.2 771.9 -0.9
Tanzania 87.0 0.1 99.5 3.0 1195 129.3 4.6 244.6 -2.7 242.1 1.4 275.8 283.2 6.4
Uganda 308.8 2.2 359.8 3.1 396.3 384.2 -06 473.5 0.3 492.3 1.3 508.2 4824 -3.5
Northern 137.9 0.7 170.9 3.2 195.7 212.2 2.3 12504 -0.1 14599 2.2 1618.4 17024 2.1
Algeria 67.0 1.6 78.5 2.7 93.8 101.0 0.0 13039 -14 1272.7 0.0 1383.3 1475.1 1.6
Egypt 32711 -15 38812 3.0 42914 46134 3.1 1251.9 2.6 1568.1 2.7 1728.1 1798.0 2.5
Libya 40.7 2.8 49.1 0.8 50.0 51.5 1.5 4862.6 5.6 6960.5 3.5 7968.0 8486.8 3.9
Mauritania 6.5 0.1 7.5 2.3 8.2 8.5 0.9
Morocco 125.6 -3.8 144.1 3.7 174.0 186.1 1.2 930.3 -3.9 1044.1 3.3 1234.1 13125 3.0
Tuwnisia 194.3 -6.3 219.9 2.0 2346 262.1 0.9 21314 -7.0 2253.6 15 23776 25936 -1.1
Southern 45.4 -0.6 52.5 2.4 55.7 58.8 2.5 533.2 -1.8 572.3 1.7 597.1 610.1 1.5
Angola 11.8 4.4 16.6 7.2 221 251 4.7 194.0 2.0 235.2 5.0 288.6 301.3 2.6
Botswana 6.6 1.0 6.3 -1.7 6.2 6.5 1.7 594.9 -1.9 481.9 -3.3 456.1 473.3 3.3
Lesotho 38.8 14 42.8 0.6 41.0 40.7 -1.7
Malawi 214.2 1.7 289.0 3.6 3049 353.1 6.9 217.9 1.0 297.8 3.7 313.8 331.5 3.8
Mozambique 16.7 24 255 3.0 28.2 30.5 2.0 127.8 -1.0 165.8 1.2 173.2 181.7 2.8
Namibia 7.8 2.2 7.5 -0.4 7.3 7.4 0.7 1031.2 1.0 938.5 -0.8 920.2 929.6 0.3
South Africa 72.5 -1.3 79.7 2.6 86.7 90.9 25 3740.8 -0.1 4538.0 45 53478 57155 4.8
Swaziland 150.5 -3.0 144.1 0.7 151.6 157.2 0.8 16154 4.2 1471.4 0.3 15467 1624.7 3.7
Zambia 28.8 -0.9 31.2 2.9 35.7 39.8 2.3 213.9 -1.9 224.9 2.8 258.3 283.9 4.3
Zimbabwe 96.7 -2.2 107.6 -0.4 92.3 84.0 -3.1 388.2 -2.5 439.2 0.4 3959 378.1 -3.2
Western 130.6 4.3 161.7 2.6 178.1 190.3 2.1 636.9 3.4 751.2 2.0 810.7 855.0 3.5
Benin 364.6 4.6 407.3 0.5 4255 418.8 -04 613.1 4.8 824.7 3.3 940.7 919.6 -3.1
Burkina Faso 106.1 3.8 130.5 3.6 149.1 1564 -0.3 228.8 1.2 258.2 3.0 288.0 301.8 25
Cape Verde 308.6 2.1 356.6 1.5 358.4 375.0 14
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Land productivity (1992001 International dollars per hectare Labor productivity (1992001 International dollars per agridwral
agricultural land) worker)
Annua Annua Annu
Annual  Annual Annual | avg. Annual | avg. Annual  Annual Annual  al avg. Annual  Annual
avg. avg. avg. chang avg. chang avg. avg. avg. chang avg. avg.
level change level e level e level  change level e level  change
(1996 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003)  2003) 2003 2008)  2008) 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2006) 2006)
Cote d'lvoire 160.5 1.1 198.4 27 209.8 217.5 1.7 1027.0 0.8 12458 25 13235 1377.8 3.2
Gambia, The 115.5 0.7 135.9 6.3 161.3 169.6 -2.0 175.3 -2.5 175.9 3.2 179.5 192.3 0.1
Ghana 175.5 7.6 228.1 3.2 2629 279.8 2.7 494.7 5.3 599.6 2.5 666.3 677.9 1.0
Guinea 68.5 3.9 81.1 2.2 88.3 95.6 3.2 287.0 0.9 308.1 1.7 330.6 347.3 3.3
GuineaBissau 81.7 1.5 94.7 2.4 1029 1116 3.1 286.8 -0.4 308.1 15 316.0 322.0 1.9
Liberia 58.0 -4.7 80.0 6.4 89.2 96.3 3.7
Mali 37.2 -0.6 40.3 2.0 44.6 49.1 2.7 308.4 0.0 340.4 1.6 364.0 376.4 -1.6
Niger 28.8 1.0 38.2 5.9 44.9 48.9 5.7 286.8 -0.4 3314 3.7 360.5 369.0 2.3
Nigeria 221.4 6.1 288.6 2.7 319.4 3443 2.1 1082.0 5.8 13759 29 1559.6 17046 6.4
Senegal 93.6 21 102.4 0.4 95.7 113.3 3.0 311.8 -0.4 295.1 -1.5 253.2 283.2 0.1
Sierra Leone 113.2 -15 104.4 -1.3 109.7 123.9 3.7 316.5 -0.7 298.9 -1.0 325.2 376.3 11.6
Togo 128.0 2.7 150.4 0.9 158.4 158.5 0.6 422.7 2.1 475.1 -0.2 475.2 4595 -2.7
Middle income
countries 92.7 25 114.0 2.9 127.7 1375 2.3 1010.5 1.8 11905 2.3 13074 1379.1 3.1
Mineral rich countries  88.3 -0.3 83.9 0.2 85.5 90.0 1.9 291.5 -2.3 2538 0.6 250.6 256.1 14
More favorable
agriculture conditions  93.2 4.3 116.7 2.6 129.2 136.8 24 282.7 -0.8 301.7 1.3 319.2 3255 2.0
Less favorable
agriculture conditions  29.1 -1.8 33.3 3.3 37.3 39.7 2.8 298.5 -1.6 316.7 1.6 333.7 3384 0.6
{ 2dzNOSY | dziK2NBRQ OF f Odzf  GA2Y o6l &aSR 2y Cl!h{¢! ¢ OHAMNO D

Notes: Blank cells indicate missing values.
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TableError! No text of specified style in docume®. Cereal yields (kg/ha).

Annual  Annual Annual Annual Annual  Annual
average average average average average average
level change level change level change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2008) 2008)
Africa 1157.8 -0.7 1260.9 1.4 1344.2 1372.2 0.8
SSA 1019.0 -0.5 1097.3 1.1 1144.3 1187.6 1.8
Central 834.0 -0.8 894.1 15 944.3 9324 -0.7
Burundi 1349.1 -0.8 1329.5 -0.5 13419 13324 -0.7
Cameroon 1100.0 -2.8 1556.5 4.6 1622.1 1434.1 -4.0
Central African Rep. 892.6 1.0 975.9 2.4 1060.3 1122.1 15
Chad 623.4 1.2 638.9 2.4 710.8 823.9 1.4
Congo, Dem. Rep. 788.4 -0.7 784.8 -0.1 7717 771.6 0.0
Congo, Rep. 716.7 3.3 789.2 -0.5 779.1 7617 -0.1
Equatorial Guinea
Gabon 1780.3 2.9 1629.3 -3.6 1521.3 1650.0 0.3
Sao Tome & Principe 2162.6 2.6 2154.7 -0.4 2128.1 2247.3 2.2
Eastern 1066.7 -3.7 1060.7 1.0 1129.5 11405 2.2
Comoros 1313.2 0.9 1327.5 0.0 1334.0 1325.0 -0.5
Djibouti 1666.6 0.0 1690.4 0.3 1666.6 1638.8 0.3
Eritrea 243.5 487.1 -7.2 216.5 428.1 15.9
Ethiopia 1170.4 -4.6 1173.7 0.9 1214.6 13534 5.6
Kenya 1677.9 2.3 1518.5 0.0 1629.4 1647.1 -1.8
Madagascar 1937.2 0.1 1987.9 0.7 2174.0 2350.6 0.3
Mauritius 4029.3 -1.3 6029.8 8.3 6930.7 7618.4 6.2
Rwanda 1148.0 0.7 1006.6 -3.1 977.3 1076.2 3.8
Seychelles
Somalia 537.4 -9.3 609.0 7.3 651.9 483.0 -8.9
Sudan 537.4 -4.2 527.5 2.7 596.0 624.3 -0.2
Tanzania 1318.0 15 1499.7 -1.5 13749 1117.6 4.5
Uganda 1511.5 1.1 1516.8 3.0 1594.7 1543.3 -1.0
Northern 2018.3 2.0 2365.6 2.8 2694.6 2665.6 -0.1
Algeria 844.4 -14 1042.5 4.0 1291.0 1388.4 -2.8
Egypt 5829.1 0.9 6923.6 2.7 7505.7 7515.0 -0.2
Libya 694.3 -0.4 670.7 2.2 619.9 620.1 -0.2
Mauritania 782.3 -1.8 812.7 -1.1 945.3 805.9 -0.7
Morocco 979.2 -12.4 955.1 3.9 1337.8 10904 -11.5
Tunisia 1234.7 -5.7 1305.0 3.9 1436.6 1461.4 -2.2
Southern 1296.2 0.1 1538.8 24 1575.9 1619.7 1.9
Angola 350.6 -0.8 605.5 3.3 596.8 536.2 -4.7
Botswana 339.8 4.5 386.5 55 718.1 670.6 -14.8
Lesotho 779.3 2.1 925.9 -5.0 647.8 565.2 -4.9
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Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual

average average average average average average
level change level change level change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2008) 2008)
Malawi 1051.3 5.3 1325.2 -1.2 1091.7 1419.6 14.3
Mozambique 454.8 12.2 842.7 1.8 863.6 852.1 -2.6
Namibia 343.2 -12.5 333.1 4.9 376.0 399.8 4.8
South Africa 1828.6 0.6 2338.8 5.1 2695.0 2717.3 5.8
Swaziland 1453.1 9.2 1602.4 -8.7 1085.0 1017.8 -14.1
Zambia 1467.6 1.7 1488.5 0.7 1645.4 1881.1 3.7
Zimbalwe 11439 -10.7 1046.3 -2.3 808.5 23969 -155
Western 916.8 15 1002.7 0.9 1049.9 1133.9 2.2
Benin 933.7 4.4 1077.4 0.0 1080.1 1195.3 3.1
Burkina Faso 820.5 4.4 893.3 2.2 959.8 1039.9 0.7
Cape Verde 293.6 -3.0 443.3 6.6 304.2 265.8 -13.1
Cote d'lvoie 888.5 0.8 1471.0 9.3 1810.6 1776.0 2.1
Gambia, The 1118.0 0.6 11255 1.9 1113.8 934.5 -6.1
Ghana 1212.3 6.1 1326.2 -0.3 13729 1365.2 -1.2
Guinea 1425.3 0.0 1468.0 0.1 1453.3 1470.4 1.7
GuineaBissau 1469.2 -2.5 1144.3 -3.2 1143.6 1238.0 4.5
Libera 1028.8 3.5 1148.0 -3.9 888.8 1217.3 13.6
Mali 818.4 -0.5 1013.0 -0.9 878.6 953.6 4.9
Niger 317.2 -1.2 354.0 5.2 400.5 436.1 3.8
Nigeria 1150.2 1.0 1224.8 0.8 1312.3 1434.8 3.2
Senegal 8115 0.7 812.5 2.0 905.5 955.3 -3.6
Sierra Leone 1202.1 -0.7 1107.6 -2.9 1003.2 977.5 -0.3
Togo 803.5 1.4 1003.6 4.7 1126.8 1168.6 0.0
Middle income countries 1324.3 -1.0 1484.8 2.5 1673.5 1672.1 -1.0
Mineral rich countries 1090.1 0.0 11141 0.0 1126.9 1165.0 0.9

More favorable agriculture conditions  1177.9 0.1 1233.8 0.3 1242.9 12845 3.9
Less favorable agriculture conditions 509.1 -1.0 563.4 2.4 585.7 628.3 2.1

{ 2dz2NOSY ! dziK2NBEQ OFf Odzf  GA2y o6FaSR 2y C!h{¢! ¢ OHAMNO®
Notes: Blank cells indicate missing values. Regional and economic aggregate values are cdoukzitgded
adzYYlF GA2yas gKSNB || O2dzy iNEQAa | NBI KINBSad oKFo a | &
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TableError! No text of specified style in docume@0. Agriculture Production Index (API), (Net base 198801).

Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual  Annual
average average average average average average
level change level change level change
(199G (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 79.5 2.6 97.9 3.0 1114 122.6 2.8
SSA 78.8 3.8 97.1 3.0 1089 118.4 2.6
Central 100.2 0.2 99.3 0.7 102.6 102.9 -1.1
Burundi 109.2 -2.2 102.2 0.5 107.7 109.4 0.3
Cameroon 78.0 3.5 96.6 2.7 106.3 112.4 0.8
Central African Rep. 74.7 31 96.4 2.7 104.7 110.7 24
Chad 74.2 2.8 98.8 3.1 108.7 1137 0.9
Congo, Dem. Rep. 123.0 -1.3 101.1 -1.5 96.3 96.9 0.1
Congo, Rep. 82.0 2.9 97.4 2.1 107.7 117.9 25
Equatorial Guinea 95.5 -1.7 96.9 0.0 94.3 93.4 -0.5
Gabon 92.5 -0.4 97.3 1.4 100.7 102.0 0.4
Sao Tome & Principe 67.8 6.9 94.0 4.5 103.7 106.4 13
Eastern 73.4 7.6 97.8 3.3 112.6 121.7 2.3
Comoros 85.0 24 96.8 2.0 103.0 107.3 1.8
Djibouti 91.3 -2.7 98.7 3.7 114.3 130.6 5.6
Eritrea 85.7 93.7 -0.5 84.0 1103 7.4
Ethiopia 75.3 97.2 3.6 113.7 132.4 4.5
Kenya 87.3 15 97.8 3.0 111.0 1223 2.4
Madagascar 95.3 1.1 99.0 -0.4 98.3 109.9 2.2
Mauritius 98.7 -0.3 101.9 0.8 106.3 104.7 -0.9
Rwanda 87.0 -11.2 94.2 7.5 118.7 126.0 2.9
Seychelles 78.8 7.1 97.2 -2.8 78.0 55.4 -11.3
Somalia 86.8 0.3 99.3 1.0 104.0 104.9 -0.3
Sudan 69.5 7.8 97.7 4.0 1123 115.9 0.3
Tanzania 86.3 0.1 98.8 3.1 118.7 128.3 3.3
Uganda 80.2 2.4 95.8 3.7 108.3 108.0 0.6
Northern 80.4 0.9 90.1 3.1 114.8 127.9 2.7
Algeria 83.5 2.9 100.8 25 121.0 137.9 2.6
Egypt 72.2 4.0 96.1 3.4 109.3 122.9 3.9
Libya 82.7 3.8 101.0 -0.3 101.3 104.7 1.0
Mauritania 86.0 0.0 98.8 2.4 109.0 1129 0.9
Morocco 91.0 -3.6 103.9 3.7 124.7 134.3 1.1
Tunisia 85.2 -5.5 98.8 2.4 108.0 120.0 -0.2
Southern 81.4 -0.1 95.5 3.0 105.2 117.8 4.0
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Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual

average average average average average average
level change level change level change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Angola 69.5 4.4 97.6 7.2 130.0 154.3 6.1
Botswana 112.5 0.9 106.1 -1.7 105.3 110.7 1.3
Lesotho 84.0 1.7 93.1 0.5 88.3 86.3 -2.6
Malawi 59.3 1.1 86.9 5.3 95.3 115.6 7.3
Mozambique 61.5 2.5 96.0 3.3 107.7 117.9 1.9
Namibia 104.3 2.0 98.9 -0.4 97.3 90.1 0.9
South Africa 85.3 -1.3 96.1 3.0 106.0 111.9 2.3
Swazand 106.0 -3.4 100.4 0.6 105.7 109.9 0.6
Zambia 83.0 -0.2 95.0 3.8 112.0 128.1 3.0
Zimbabwe 74.8 -1.0 90.0 0.8 81.7 75.1 -2.5
Western 73.0 3.6 95.5 3.8 108.1 117.9 2.7
Benin 66.0 6.9 97.2 4.4 1153 1114 -1.1
Burkina Faso 74.8 3.6 98.9 55 120.3 1320 1.9
Cape Verde 67.0 3.8 88.6 2.8 91.0 103.1 5.3
Cote d'lvoire 74.8 2.0 94.3 25 99.3 1054 1.9
Gambia, The 62.3 0.9 76.3 5.9 85.3 94.9 2.1
Ghana 67.0 8.4 96.7 4.9 117.3 131.9 4.3
Guinea 78.8 4.1 95.9 2.8 106.0 118.7 3.6
GuineaBissau 75.0 2.1 94.0 3.7 105.3 116.3 2.8
Liberia 62.3 -5.1 87.2 7.1 98.3 108.1 3.5
Mali 80.2 1.7 99.3 3.3 113.7 129.9 4.2
Niger 67.0 25 96.3 7.2 118.3 146.6 8.5
Nigeria 73.8 6.4 96.2 3.2 109.3 1237 3.4
Senegal 76.0 2.1 83.1 0.5 78.0 100.4 6.4
Sierra Leone 119.3 -1.4 113.9 0.2 133.3 176.4 7.3
Togo 78.0 3.2 99.4 2.1 107.3 108.7 1.1
Middle income countries 80.1 1.3 98.1 3.1 112.0 1233 2.6
Mineral rich countries 106.9 -0.4 99.2 0.3 102.0 107.4 1.0
More favorable agriculture conditions 71.8 7.4 97.0 3.3 111.3 1239 3.4
Less favorable agriculture conditions 81.6 -0.7 98.2 4.1 113.2 1229 2.7

{ 2dzNOSY ! dziK2NBRQ OF f Odzf  GA2Y o6l aSR 2y Clh{¢! ¢ OHAMNO D
Notes: Blank cells indicate missing values. Regional and economic aggregate values are calculated as weighted
summations, whe8 | O2dzy i NBE Q& | INAK Odz GGdzNF £ D5t Fa | akKlFNB Ay (F
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TableError! No text of specified style in documegil. Total fertilizer use (kg/ha).

Annual  Annual Annual Annual Annual  Annual
average average average average average average
level change level change level change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007)
Africa 25.5 -5.0 26.2 3.0 30.5 29.5 -6.7
SSA 12.8 -5.2 11.0 -1.5 9.8 8.9 -6.2
Central 2.1 7.1 3.3 3.3 4.0 3.2 -4.5
Burundi 35 7.7 2.7 -14.5 0.9 1.9 56.4
Cameroon 4.0 9.4 6.9 4.3 8.8 8.6 -8.4
Central African Rep. 0.4 -22.6 0.2
Chad 2.3 1.1 4.0
Congo, Dem. Rep. 1.0 9.3 0.4 0.2 0.2 -51.3
Congo, Rep. 3.8 6.5 6.7 0.9 0.5
Equatorial Guinea 0.0 0.0
Gabon 1.9 -18.3 1.8 20.9 4.8 6.0 9.9
Sao Tome & Principe
Eastern 6.6 0.8 8.7 -1.3 7.8 7.1 0.3
Comoros 1.9 3.8
Djibouti 0.0 0.0
Eritrea 2.7 11.6 9.7 2.6 15 32.7
Ethiopia 11.0 14.3 -6.2 9.4 6.6 8.2
Kenya 20.1 -4.8 28.1 49 355 36.5 -6.7
Madagascar 3.7 3.2 3.3 9.4 21 3.1 9.7
Mauritius 281.8 2.4 327.9 2.4 287.8 274.7 -3.8
Rwanda 1.3 0.2 0.6 3.1
Seychelles 0.0 9.4 3.7 30.8
Somalia 0.4 0.4
Sudan 4.3 -10.9 3.7 -1.4 3.9 3.3 -5.6
Tanzania 4.5 -10.8 3.1 -3.2 4.5 6.5 5.9
Uganda 0.3 40.4 0.9 40.6 1.6 1.5 -6.8
Northern 100.8 15 126.8 5.4 159.7 162.7 -4.4
Algeria 13.8 -11.6 10.2 3.1 12.2 15.6 14.8
Egypt 372.7 -3.7 440.6 4.1 570.5 598.2 -6.9
Libya 47.8 1.0 39.4 2.5 50.3 51.0 10.7
Mauritania 11.1 -7.2 5.2
Morocco 345 -3.2 425 8.4 56.6 45.8 -10.9
Tunisia 31.6 -1.9 34.4 0.6 33.0 42.1 -1.2
Southern 37.3 -2.5 33.5 -1.4 31.7 29.9 -5.6
Angola 2.9 -0.3 1.3 2.7 3.1 114
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Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual  Annual

average average average average average average
level change level change level change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007)

Botswana 3.0 19.5 10.6

Lesotho 17.2 25 21.0

Malawi 30.0 -11.5 25.7 -0.8 32.3 37.7 3.6

Mozambique 1.4 16.5 3.7 21.1 5.4 4.0 -10.2

Namibia 0.0 0.7 2.8 2.3 9.8

South Africa 54.4 -1.8 51.4 -0.7 51.8 49.6 -5.9

Swaziland 54.6 -18.9 31.0

Zambia 12.9 -1.6 9.4 1.7 14.5 17.0 12.2

Zimbabwe 51.5 -2.0 50.0 -2.1 37.4 34.6 -1.7

Wesern 8.5 -6.0 5.9 -1.9 4.4 4.3 -8.0

Benin 10.7 20.3 15.6 -20.3 5.7 0.2

Burkina Faso 6.3 3.7 7.0 -25.0 3.4 7.0 5.2

Cape Verde 0.0 25

Cote d'lvoire 18.1 9.8 26.9 1.0 29.6 24.6 -5.7

Gambia, The 4.7 6.6 51 55 5.9 -39.5

Ghana 3.3 -6.6 5.0 4.8 7.7 104 19.1

Guinea 2.9 30.7 3.2 -13.3 1.7 1.6 -2.8

GuineaBissau 13 -13.0 3.3

Liberia 0.1 0.0

Mali 8.6 0.6 7.0 0.0 0.0

Niger 0.3 45.2 0.4 4.5 0.4 0.4 14.5

Nigeria 12.3 -13.7 6.2 2.2 4.8 5.0 -10.1

Senegal 8.0 10.5 11.7 4.9 11.6 8.5 -32.1

Sierra Leone 4.2 32.3 2.9

Togo 5.7 2.9 7.1 -2.3 5.0 5.8 0.5

Middle income countries 38.5 -4.9 40.8 4.2 50.5 49.6 -7.3

Mineral rich countries 3.9 5.8 2.7 -7.2 2.6 2.9 5.8

More favorable agriculture condition 11.1 4.6 13.6 -2.8 11.2 114 1.6

Lessdvorable agriculture conditions 2.5 3.9 2.3 4.0

{ 2dzNOSY ! dziK2NBRQ OF f Odzf  GA2Y o0F&aSR 2y 25L HaAMA®
Notes: Blank cells indicate missing values. Regional and economic aggregate values are calculated as weighted
adzYYlF GA2yas gKSNB | nestarghid) MBhO @gioadkibtdNBea s tised adB weight.
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TableError! No text of specified style in documer#2. Agriculture, value added (annual % growth).

Annual Annual Annual
average average average
change change change
Annual (Y%oage Annual (%age Annual  (%age
average point) average point) average point)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003)  2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 2.8 0.23 4.6 0.66 3.9 4.5 -0.37
SSA 2.2 1.03 4.0 -0.16 2.6 4.1 0.40
Central 3.1 1.50 2.6 -0.67 1.6 25 0.04
Burundi -1.7 -2.47 -1.0 0.41 0.2 1.1 1.39
Cameroon 2.3 1.94 6.0 -0.63 3.6 3.3 0.06
Central African Rep. 2.0 1.07 3.5 -1.12 -0.9 0.2 2.32
Chad 6.2 2.82 3.2 0.84 -0.3
Congo, Dem. Rep. 3.5 1.80 -0.2 -1.30 0.8 2.3 0.30
Congo, Rep. 0.3 1.01 3.9 -0.04 6.6 4.5 -0.26
Equatorial Guinea 2.8 3.76 6.9 -0.63 4.2 5.4 -1.36
Gabon 1.8 -0.12 11 0.35 -0.7 1.7 -0.43
Sao Tome & Principe 0.3 1.58 0.8 0.02 6.4 5.1 -0.07
Eastern 2.0 1.30 4.2 -0.77 1.7 4.0 0.95
Comoros 2.1 0.84 4.9 -0.79 2.8 14 0.20
Djibouti -0.6 -3.86 0.1 2.18 3.5 4.3 0.54
Eritrea 9.3 -2.34 -0.1 -0.02 -7.5 10.5 1.97
Ethiopia 25 -0.43 1.9 -1.77 15 7.7 2.75
Kenya 0.7 0.26 3.4 -0.30 0.2 2.2 0.09
Madagascar 15 -0.04 1.9 -0.07 1.0 25 0.32
Mauritius 1.7 -0.43 1.8 -0.73 -2.2 1.8 0.4
Rwanda -1.7 6.40 10.9 -4.26 3.5 3.8 2.38
Seychelles -1.5 -3.38 2.5 -0.27 -2.5 2.1 1.81
Somalia -7.1 -0.73 1.3 0.53 2.9 25 0.14
Sudan 1.1 5.24 6.4 -0.71 1.0 2.3 0.67
Tanzania 3.7 -0.15 4.0 -0.23 4.9 5.6 1.32
Uganda 4.0 0.13 3.6 -0.84 -1.6 1.6 -0.16
Northern 3.4 -1.02 5.4 1.89 5.9 5.1 -1.44
Algeria 2.7 4.23 7.4 0.59 7.2 4.5 -2.95
Egypt 2.7 0.03 3.3 -0.01 3.3 3.3 0.06
Libya 3.2 -0.44 2.4 0.24 4.0 6.0 0.58
Mauritania 3.3 6.30 -0.5 -2.56 -4.2 3.7 -0.13
Morocco -1.2 -7.79 6.1 8.20 10.5 8.6 0.88
Tunisia 4.1 -8.05 4.5 3.93 6.9 4.9 -3.00
Southern 0.6 0.05 3.7 0.63 3.0 4.3 0.84
Angola -7.4 4.48 11.6 -1.23 12.8 125 -0.02
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Botswana 0.6 -0.11 -0.2 1.59 -0.2 5.1 1.82

Lesotho -1.4 -2.57 0.0 0.59 -8.3 0.6 0.90
Malawi 8.5 7.97 9.2 -4.48 0.1 4.2 0.79
Mozambique 25 2.85 6.8 -1.24 7.1 7.4 0.22
Namibia 55 -2.73 3.1 0.84 51 11.3 8.54
South Africa -3.0 -2.56 1.6 2.58 3.1 1.4 -0.65
Swaziland -3.3 0.24 3.0 0.89 2.5 1.5 -0.75
Zambia 7.6 8.45 4.6 -3.54 25 1.6 -0.85
Zimbabwe 2.8 -3.94 0.0 0.82 -8.9 -5.9 -2.50
Western 2.8 0.92 4.5 0.75 4.4 4.5 -1.06
Benin 4.3 0.29 5.3 0.07 5.1 4.3 0.32
Burkina Faso 5.6 2.58 6.6 0.54 3.5 3.8 -1.21
Cape Verde -2.5 3.61 4.6 -0.15 -1.2 3.0 -0.16
Cote d'lvoire 3.3 -0.09 2.8 -0.38 1.0 2.1 0.45
Gambia, The 0.1 0.96 5.1 2.13 2.0 7.0 -2.58
Ghana 1.7 1.14 3.1 -1.03 3.1 3.8 1.71
Guinea 3.8 -0.07 10.6 6.50 20.1 11.7 -10.28
GuineaBissau 4.5 0.80 3.3 0.03 4.1 5.2 -0.66
Liberia -18.4 20.80 212 -10.16 -12.3 -1.6 10.11
Mali 1.5 0.73 4.1 1.91 3.1 6.5 -1.53
Niger 2.4 0.83 3.6 0.61 49 6.8 0.51
Nigeria 3.1 -0.15 10.0 0.43 22.8 5.8 -1.46
Senegal 1.3 3.77 2.3 1.39 0.0 5.9 -3.09
Sierra Leone -10.9 -1.77 4.7 2.42 18.4 8.7 -0.48
Togo 2.4 0.51 3.6 -0.80 3.1 1.6 0.48
Middle income countries 2.5 -0.33 5.1 1.40 4.7 4.5 -0.15
Mineral rch countries 4.5 2.52 3.3 0.15 5.6 4.1 -2.03
More favorable agriculture condition 2.6 0.48 3.6 -0.64 2.1 4.6 0.72
Less favorable agriculture condition: 2.4 1.90 4.4 -0.04 1.6 5.8 0.50

{ 2dz2NOSY ! dziK2NBEQ OFf Odzf I (A 2yi(201D)AWDR(2CA0G). ! b Dbl GA2yFf {aGF
Notes: Regional and economic aggregate values are calculated as weighted summations, where each country's
AgGDP as a share of the regional AQGDP is used as a weight.
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Annex E: Agricultural Trade

TableError! No text of specified style in docume@8. Ratio of the value of total agricultural exports to total agricultural imports.

Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
average average average average average average
level (1990 change level (1995 change level (2003 change
Region/Country 1995) (19901995) 2003) (19952003) 2003 2007) (20032007)
Africa 0.7 -1.6 0.7 -1.2 0.7 0.7 -6.4
SSA 1.2 -2.2 1.2 -3.1 1.1 1.0 -7.2
Central 1.0 -1.2 0.9 -8.1 0.6 0.6 54
Burundi 2.6 -11.9 1.9 -8.8 0.8 0.8 -12.0
Cameroon 2.3 6.5 2.6 -14.3 1.6 15 -3.5
Central African Rep. 1.0 5.1 1.0 0.0 0.9 0.7 154
Chad 4.4 -9.0 2.9 -8.1 1.6 14 -6.7
Congo, Dem. Rep. 04 -2.7 0.2 -21.2 0.1 0.1 -0.6
Congo, Rep. 0.1 -13.6 0.1 8.2 0.1 0.2 4.8
Equatorial Guinea 0.4 -6.8 0.4 -18.3 0.1 0.1 -16.2
Gabon 0.0 6.7 0.1 -4.0 0.1 0.1 34.3
Sao Tome & Principe 0.5 3.5 0.4 -1.8 0.3 0.2 -9.8
Eastern 1.7 -1.7 15 -7.4 1.2 11 -3.9
Comoros 0.7 -19.1 0.3 21.4 0.7 0.5 -33.4
Djibouti 0.1 -14.1 0.1 9.8 0.1 0.1 27.4
Eritrea 0.1 -18.9 0.0 -25.2 0.0 0.0 45.6
Ethiopia 1.0 8.6 1.8 -13.3 1.2 1.4 25.6
Kenya 3.0 -2.3 25 2.1 2.6 25 -7.6
Madagascar 2.7 -1.0 1.6 -1.3 1.7 0.9 -17.5
Mauritius 1.6 -6.9 1.2 -3.6 1.0 0.9 9.1
Rwanda 1.0 -36.0 0.5 7.2 0.5 0.7 12.4
Seychelles 0.0 14.6 0.0 -10.6 0.0 0.0 13.7
Somalia 0.7 4.4 1.0 -7.3 0.7 04 -29.2
Sudan 1.8 -0.1 1.3 -11.6 0.9 0.6 -30.4
Tanzania 24 5.7 1.6 -8.7 1.2 1.2 -1.7
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Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual

average average average average average average
level (199G change level (1995 change level (2003 change
Region/Country 1995) (19901995) 2003) (19952003) 2003 2007) (20032007)

Uganda 4.0 -16.3 2.1 -15.0 1.1 1.1 22.5
Northern 0.2 -0.9 0.2 2.2 0.2 0.3 -1.6
Algeria 0.0 0.7 0.0 -10.9 0.0 0.0 0.8
Egypt 0.2 4.2 0.2 9.1 0.3 0.3 -8.4
Libya 0.0 -2.6 0.0 -14.6 0.0 0.0 -26.1
Mauritania 0.3 3.2 0.2 -21.6 0.1 0.1 -5.7
Morocco 0.6 -12.6 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.5 -6.2
Tunisia 0.6 -2.5 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.8 9.2
Southern 1.2 -4.8 1.2 -0.2 1.1 1.0 -8.4
Angola 0.0 -8.7 0.0 -19.6 0.0 0.0 12.7
Botswana 0.3 -0.7 0.3 -6.1 0.2 0.3 11.7
Lesotho 0.1 -1.9 0.1 -4.0 0.1 0.1 11.3
Malawi 3.4 -13.2 5.7 -5.6 2.9 3.9 131
Mozambique 0.2 2.1 0.2 3.5 0.3 0.5 24.9
Namibia 1.7 4.1 1.0 -3.2 1.2 0.9 -28.5
South Africa 14 -9.8 15 4.5 15 1.3 -10.7
Swaziland 3.0 -4.4 1.7 -11.8 1.0 1.1 5.7
Zambia 0.5 -6.0 0.8 9.4 1.3 15 10.0
Zimbabwe 7.0 -7.0 5.3 -2.2 2.5 1.8 -22.4
Western 1.1 -1.1 1.2 -1.8 11 1.0 -8.8
Benin 0.8 10.2 1.2 -2.9 1.1 0.9 -32.6
Burkina Faso 0.7 -24.1 0.9 38.3 1.9 1.6 -17.0
Cape Verde 0.0 -49.7 0.0 -2.0 0.0 0.0 40.0
Cote d'lvoire 4.1 7.1 5.3 0.8 5.4 4.3 -8.7
Gambia, The 0.2 2.3 0.2 6.3 0.2 0.2 -10.8
Ghana 1.7 -1.4 2.3 -9.2 1.8 1.6 -8.7
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Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual

average average average average average average
level (199G change level (1995 change level (2003 change
Region/Country 1995) (19901995) 2003) (19952003) 2003 2007) (20032007)
Guinea 0.2 7.7 0.2 -6.2 0.2 0.2 9.1
GuineaBissau 0.6 11.2 1.1 4.8 1.0 11 -3.5
Liberia 0.3 -21.2 0.7 25.2 0.9 0.7 -11.0
Mali 2.4 2.3 1.9 -6.0 1.8 15 -18.5
Niger 0.5 6.8 0.6 -5.4 0.4 0.4 -6.8
Nigeria 0.3 0.7 0.3 -7.9 0.2 0.2 -5.9
Senegal 0.4 -10.4 0.2 2.0 0.2 0.2 2.6
Sierra Leone 0.1 -9.4 0.1 -6.6 0.1 0.1 23.1
Togo 15 14.1 1.6 -4.9 1.2 1.2 -3.7
Middle income countries 0.5 -2.2 0.6 0.1 0.6 0.6 -7.6
Mineral rich countries 0.4 -4.5 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.4 1.5
More favorable agriculture conditions 1.8 -0.9 1.9 -5.2 15 1.4 -5.8
Less favorable agriculture conditions 1.1 -4.2 0.9 -6.8 0.7 0.6 -13.7

{ 2dzNDOSY ! dzii K 2 biEo@FAOSTATAMOF G A2y o &
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TableError! No text of specified style in documegd. Per capita agricultural trade (US$).

Per capita agricultural exportdS$

Per capita agricultural importsiS$

Annua Annua

Annual  Apnual Annual  |avg. Annual  |avg. | Annual  Annual  Annual  Annual Annual  Annual
avg. avg. avg. chang avg. chang avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.

level  change level e level e level change level change level  change

(1996 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country 1995)  1995)  2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2007)  2007)
Africa 17.8 1.5 19.3 -2.5 20.2 235 5.8 25.3 3.1 26.5 -1.3 28.2 35.3 13.1
SSA 19.0 1.4 20.5 -2.8 20.9 23.9 4.6 154 3.7 16.8 0.2 19.6 254 12.8
Central 10.6 -2.7 9.2 -6.9 8.2 9.2 4.9 104 -1.6 104 1.3 12.8 15.9 11.0
Burundi 13.6 4.7 7.7 -13.9 3.6 5.6 17.5 5.6 18.8 4.1 5.7 4.7 8.6 335
Cameroon 31.0 -2.4 31.7 -3.8 33.7 36.4 3.1 13.8 -8.3 14.3 12.2 21.5 25.1 6.8
Central African Rep. 13.1 -3.0 9.9 -13.9 5.5 5.7 25.5 13.1 2.2 10.0 -13.9 6.5 7.9 8.8
Chad 19.3 -2.5 16.9 -9.5 11.8 11.2 -3.9 4.7 7.2 6.1 -1.5 7.2 8.2 2.9
Congo, Dem. Rep. 38.5 -2.7 20.7 -22.9 8.6 10.2 12.2 54 -1.4 4.9 -2.8 5.7 7.1 12.1
Congo, Rep. 14 -13.6 1.6 12.7 25 3.6 13.6 40.8 0.6 48.2 5.8 66.8 84.1 10.1
Equdorial Guinea 0.1 -16.3 0.1 -6.5 0.1 0.1 -6.3 34.3 -11.5 37.2 13.2 77.0 102.4 10.8
Gabon 0.1 7.9 0.2 -8.0 0.1 0.5 60.3 | 132.9 1.3 133.5 -3.8 126.5 176.7 20.1

Sao Tome &

Principe 0.7 14.8 0.6 -2.2 0.6 0.6 -7.3 66.6 2.5 85.4 4.4 121.1 1354 3.2
Eastern 154 4.7 15.6 -6.1 13.7 17.1 10.6 9.0 6.5 10.8 14 12.0 16.4 15.0
Comoros 29.0 -14.9 13.9 16.7 34.9 28.9 -27.9 46.0 5.2 44.9 -3.9 51.7 63.0 8.2
Djibouti 0.4 -12.9 0.5 14.3 1.0 1.6 49.0 | 143.8 2.8 175.6 3.9 2195 280.5 17.4
Eritrea 11.6 -5.9 4.8 -23.5 24 33 19.9 13.5 18.0 2.1 24.4 231 -18.4
Ethiopia 76.1 114 106.1 -6.2 103.6 1634 211 4.6 -0.6 4.1 8.8 5.8 7.1 -2.6
Kenya 128.0 8.1 138.3 -34 131.5 176.2 127 11.9 11.5 14.9 -1.8 12.9 18.6 21.2
Madagascar 87.0 8.0 56.8 -1.9 52.9 46.4 -2.0 54 3.2 6.3 28 6.5 11.6 19.8
Mauritius 42.1 -0.7 36.3 -6.7 321 325 -2.3 221.9 7.4 268.0 -2.3 291.0 348.1 9.3
Rwanda 0.6 -26.3 0.3 3.0 0.2 0.4 29.5 11.5 254 9.2 -7.7 7.0 8.4 15.5
Seychelles 0.1 20.0 0.2 -10.6 0.1 0.2 31.3 | 5084 6.1 673.7 1.3 7741 940.9 17.7
Somdia 16.2 7.8 25.9 -5.6 19.3 15.2 -7.2 15.0 3.1 15.6 13 17.5 30.6 32.7
Sudan 12.2 -1.0 10.5 -6.2 9.8 9.5 9.4 9.1 -1.5 10.5 5.9 13.6 21.3 28.9
Tanzania 342.3 8.8 4199 52 356.2 457.1 115 5.0 14.2 8.8 29 8.8 11.9 18.5
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Per capita agricultural exportd[S$

Per capita agricultural importsi{S$

Annua Annua
Annual  Annual  Annual | avg. Annual  |avg. | Annual  Annual  Annual  Annual Annual  Annual
avg. avg. avg. chang avg. chang avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.
level change level e level e level change level change level  change
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007)
Uganda 11.8 17.3 14.6 -18.6 9.0 13.8 41.1 3.5 40.1 7.0 -4.3 8.5 12.3 15.1
Northern 12.7 2.3 13.9 -0.4 17.0 22.1 12.0 67.3 3.3 70.3 -2.5 68.5 82.2 13.8
Algeria 2.6 5.8 1.9 -12.5 1.9 2.6 10.8 | 101.5 51 94.2 -1.7 106.0 123.9 9.9
Egypt 746.2 3.9 861.8 3.9 1293.4 1489.8 5.9 454 -0.2 50.1 -3.9 41.3 49.1 155
Libya 26.3 -6.7 19.0 -18.7 6.2 4.7 -14.9 | 265.1 -4.7 215.8 5.2 168.8 201.0 13.8
Mauritania 4.7 -0.6 2.6 -18.0 1.2 1.3 1.2 66.8 -5.0 80.3 4.9 103.6 107.2 7.5
Morocco 297.0 -1.3 326.0 -2.6 324.2 410.7 10.0 44.9 14.0 57.8 -1.1 61.1 80.4 19.0
Tunisia 47.2 6.4 48.2 -0.7 61.9 98.3 24.3 78.5 9.1 95.1 -1.3 107.5 128.9 13.8
Southern 374 0.7 38.9 -2.7 39.1 46.3 5.7 31.7 5.8 32.3 -2.5 36.9 48.6 15.3
Angola 0.4 -15.8 0.3 -17.5 0.1 0.3 27.1 38.0 -7.8 36.8 2.5 53.4 67.3 12.8
Botswana 66.5 5.5 64.5 -9.7 31.6 39.0 16.7 | 205.7 6.2 2184 -3.8 150.7 142.8 4.5
Lesotho 11.5 -35 6.0 -11.6 3.8 3.3 -7.8 87.2 -0.5 74.8 -7.3 53.3 37.8 -16.0
Malawi 79.0 -6.2 81.7 -2.8 70.7 90.3 12.4 12.6 8.9 8.2 19 11.5 10.2 -1.4
Mozambique 43.6 3.9 51.1 5.7 82.6 163.1 37.8 18.7 3.9 13.5 0.5 174 19.7 8.4
Namibia 7.4 54 7.3 -3.2 7.6 7.2 -8.4 75.0 0.2 124.3 -0.9 96.9 151.5 27.0
South Africa 285.6 3.9 328.1 -1.5 363.2 433.6 5.3 37.0 124 38.3 -5.3 43.0 62.2 19.3
Swaziland 10.5 -7.0 8.3 -6.7 6.8 7.5 -1.0 108.4 24 1686 6.4 227.7 2384 -5.3
Zambia 3.4 -3.9 8.9 14.1 18.6 24.0 8.6 8.7 2.3 11.5 4.3 14.8 16.5 -1.3
Zimbabwe 68.5 4.7 74.4 5.4 58.7 60.7 -2.9 15.8 12.6 16.1 -3.3 25.3 47.7 25.2
Western 16.2 0.7 20.2 0.3 23.8 25.2 0.5 15.1 1.8 17.3 2.2 21.2 26.7 10.3
Benin 21.4 12.9 315 3.1 32.2 34.3 -4.2 29.1 24 26.7 -0.2 28.1 53.1 42.1
Burkina Faso 9.2 -17.6 11.1 26.2 20.5 22.2 -3.9 13.2 8.5 15.3 -8.7 10.8 15.6 15.7
Cape Verde 2.8 -44.6 0.6 -1.9 0.6 2.2 57.7 1594 10.1 189.7 0.1 223.1 3015 12.7
Cote d'lvoire 40.3 0.9 49.8 0.0 56.1 54.2 -1.3 29.5 5.4 28.1 -0.8 31.7 39.3 9.0
Gambia, The 0.6 0.9 0.4 1.9 0.5 0.5 0.9 84.5 -1.8 59.5 -5.0 70.3 91.8 12.9
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Per capita agricultural exportd[S$

Per capita agricultural importsi{S$

Annua Annua
Annual  Annual  Annual | avg. Annual  |avg. | Annual  Annual  Annual  Annual Annual  Annual
avg. avg. avg. chang avg. chang avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.
level change level e level e level change level change level  change
(1996 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995)  1995)  2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2007)  2007)
Ghana 359.0 -4.2 508.5 3.0 750.3 950.8 7.1 13.0 -2.5 16.0 134 26.8 38.5 17.0
Guinea 39.5 18.0 343 -12.0 27.5 452 225 24.3 9.3 22.1 -4.8 22.0 29.5 134
GuineaBissau 1.0 14.1 21 9.4 25 2.8 0.8 27.7 2.8 275 4.5 36.2 38.3 4.2
Liberia 0.8 -17.6 1.7 19.8 2.6 2.7 -0.2 42.3 10.6 33.2 -7.8 30.2 42.1 11.0
Mali 21.2 -3.0 18.6 -1.4 21.9 215 -10.8 12.0 -4.2 14.2 5.8 17.6 222 9.9
Niger 3.1 -17.2 4.5 -3.9 4.2 3.8 4.4 11.2 -22.4 135 0.9 15.8 17.5 14
Nigeria 176.8 10.5 259.3 -2.8 253.6 2894 09 7.9 9.8 114 5.2 14.9 17.3 4.9
Senegal 11189 -11.8 8955 4.6 1094.1 1375.3 13.0 47.5 -2.4 52.0 1.6 65.7 81.7 9.0
Sierra Leone 228.8 -4.7 126.7 -8.0 130.1 199.9 1838 27.8 7.3 334 -2.3 28.8 26.1 -6.0
Togo 25.1 -5.0 23.3 -6.6 20.4 24.6 9.8 18.6 -16.7 14.4 -1.8 17.3 26.1 14.0
Middle income
countries 20.8 1.0 22.9 -1.5 25.3 28.7 4.4 38.7 3.2 41.1 -1.6 43.1 53.1 13.0
Mineral rich
countries 3.8 -1.6 3.8 3.1 4.5 5.7 9.2 10.7 31 10.2 -3.2 10.7 12.9 7.6
More favorable
agriculture
conditions 17.6 4.2 19.7 -3.8 18.9 23.8 9.8 9.9 5.1 10.4 15 12.4 17.6 16.6
Less favorable
agriculture
conditions 14.8 -3.7 12.8 -5.5 11.6 11.5 -5.3 13.1 0.5 14.8 1.3 17.4 21.1 9.7
{ 2dzNDOSY ! dziK2NBRQ OF f Odzf F A2y o6F&SR 2y 25L HamMnT C!h{¢! ¢ HnAnmnod
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TableError! No text of specified style in documeg6. Agricultural trade shares in merchandise trade.

Agricultural exports share in merchandise exports (%)

Agticultural imports share in merchandise imports (%)

Annual  Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual | Annual  Annual Annual  Annual Annual
avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.
level change level change level change| level change level change level Annual avg.
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 change
Region/Country 1995)  1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007) | 1995) 1995)  2003)  2003) 2003 2007) (20032007)
Africa 12.1 49 118 53 96 73 -115| 173 1.4  15.9 20 145 128 -1.9
SSA 15.7 30 154  -45 127 96 -11.7| 138 1.9 132 06 129 116 2.7
Central 12.2 21 100 -114 6.0 40 -12.8| 197 76 185 41 159 146 4.4
Burundi 92.0 02 820 -20 659 791 6.1| 149 227 192 15 255  20.9 9.2
Cameroon 22.6 42 269 41 258 221 @ -36| 147 1.7 146 6.5 167 154 -3.6
Central African Rep. 29.5 75 226 95 159 165 10.7| 26.3 29 233 -44 202 173 -11.8
Chad 72.4 43 604 -11.3 255 59 -309| 1009 214 127 136 7.1 7.7 -6.1
Congo, Dem. Rep. 18.9 184 137 331 20 1.7 3.1 46.9 224 430 -14.3 23.1 21.2 -0.5
Congo, Rep. 1.1 -12.0 1.0 6.8 1.1 1.0 -6.8 19.4 7.7 23.1 3.6 265 19.6 -13.3
Equatorial Guinea 74 221 15 -354 0.1 01 311 229 -10.0 5.6 -10.8 4.4 31 -8.8
Gabon 0.2 9.4 04 57 03 0.7 280 15.4 22 169 -1.0 155  16.3 0.5
Sao Tome & Principe 779 01 553 3.7 767 780 -141| 247 1.3 308 44 473 393 11.4
Eastern 56.5 03 457 76 327 288 57| 170 44 171 05 170 152 3.7
Comoros 71.8 -1.0 484 1.8 672 535 -186| 355 60 417 0.2 456 375 -8.1
Djibouti 27.8 -1.8 396 0.7 485 545 136| 421 8.8 68.6 27 735 712 3.0
Eritrea 9.1 6.3 31 119 756 196| 119 145 71 229 213 -13.8
Ethiopia 84.1 02 768 35 67.6 69.4 8.3 28.4 -4.6 17.9 3.4 2438 18.7 -17.4
Kenya 62.5 1.3 564 -23 481 516 1.3| 145 9.1 139 1.2 115 111 1.3
Madagascar 53.3 03 403 23 463 337 -248| 133 54 159 02 133 152 -5.9
Mauritius 29.3 39 219 49 192 174  -38| 139 36 144 1.1 151  14.4 0.8
Rwanda 67.8 -19.7 452 97 404 522 124 249 227 231 3.3 231 179 -12.5
Seychelles 22 230 1.2 221 0.4 0.7 195 180 2.1 14.7 2.7 148 11.8 -5.9
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Agricultural exports share in merchandise exports (%)

Agiicultural imports share in merchandise imports (%)

Annual  Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual | Annual Annual Annual  Annual Annual
avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.
level change level change level change| level change level change level Annual avg.
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 change
Region/Country 1995)  1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007) | 1995)  1995)  2003)  2003) 2003 2007)  (20032007)

Somalia 51.6 41 700 33 617 344 -183| 408 46 364 2.4 303 419 18.4

Sudan 79.6 01 500 -22.0 17.7 10.1 -29.8| 244 1.3 207 1.4 170 141 1.3
Tanzania 67.2 00 611 -85 333 310 -1.4| 9.4 16.8  18.3 1.6 150 12.6 -6.9
Uganda 81.1 -3.8 623 -139 406 36.6 5.0 8.9 24.6 12.5 25 153 15.5 -3.8
Northern 5.0 8.8 47 60 40 3.2 -8.8| 231 1.1 202 35 173 152 -0.9
Algeria 0.7 18.4 0.4 204 0.2 0.2 -16.3| 29.4 4.1 28.4 40 234 204 -3.2
Egypt 13.1 29 105 02 11.9 89  -11.5| 30.0 3.8 226 40 196  16.2 2.3
Libya 0.4 55 04 217 01 0.0 315 231 2.9 22.8 31 194 191 5.6
Mauritania 10.5 -1.0 6.9 -104 4.4 26  -248| 545 93 502 1.9 474  30.3 -9.2
Morocco 15.1 07 131 -7.7 105 105 26| 15.9 124 1538 5.6 127 115 0.7
Tunisia 9.7 01 75 37 72 89 40| 106 3.6  10.3 39 96 9.3 2.7
Southern 10.3 08 101 -33 84 65 -12.0| 10.1 2.0 8.8 29 81 7.2 2.1
Angola 0.1 -11.2 0.1 -250 0.0 0.0 66| 27.1 6.4 189 6.6 170 128 8.8
Botswana 5.2 5.6 45 -103 1.9 1.9 12.3| 16.3 112 197 -12 145 117 -2.0
Lesotho 11.8 -20.2 27 -303 04 0.3 94| 161 56 172 1.8 146 9.9 -10.7
Malawi 88.5 2.4  88.1 1.1 882 915 06| 204 147 152 41 203 153 5.6
Mozambique 323 1.7 176 -152 9.2 106 85| 306 77 228 79 197 170 -4.2
Namibia 14.9 26 165 1.3 175 134  -183| 9.1 1.5  15.0 24 11.8 109 3.7
South Africa 75 0.9 80 08 78 70 49| 6.9 5.8 5.6 6.1 48 47 0.9
Swaziland 456 -129 293 95 172 142 -3.8| 120 -82 150 51 161 125 -12.0
Zambia 2.6 21 101 204 171 131  -195| 8.2 6.4  12.0 1.9 10.9 7.8 -12.9
Zimbabwe 43.9 23 481 33 508 399 -156| 82 9.5 8.8 58 164 218 12.2
Western 16.3 54 175 28 164 117  -143| 176 05 183 12 191 175 3.1
Benin 31.1 9.3 658 8.8 823 796 -132| 406 -123 254 1.4 249 330 14.1
Burkina Faso 50.3 262 465 329 758 727 82| 225 92 252 63 159 165 45
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Agricultural exports share in merchandise exports (%)

Agiicultural imports share in merchandise imports (%)

Annual  Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual | Annual Annual Annual  Annual Annual

avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg. avg.

level  change level change level change| level  change level  change level Annual avg.

(1996 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (1990 (1996 (1995 (1995 (2003 change

Region/Country 1995)  1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2007) 2007) | 1995)  1995)  2003)  2003) 2003 2007)  (20032007)

Cape Vete 193 -456 23 04 21 5.5 22.4| 335 05 312 -1.4 285 283 5.1
Cote d'lvoire 54.6 1.4 560 -04 548 451 57| 18.0 5.4 134 05 150 153 1.2
Gambia, The 43.2 92 627 -15 57.8 570 26| 374 23 381 6.2 523 539 4.8
Ghana 333 96 341 01 484 437  -115| 142 63 119 76 169 157 5.4
Guinea 50 280 59 -89 56 75 42| 229 136  19.9 -42 195 225 0.6
GuineaBissau 78.1 25 831 09 778 724 26| 421 11.2  56.8 9.3 704 536 -9.6
Liberia 63 -17.1 303 521 731 719  -13.6| 292 02 375 16.4 59.2  50.1 -17.7
Mali 709 62 440 62 380 306 -17.7| 16.2 51 165 3.1 170 179 2.2
Niger 156 -11.8 29.9 29 356 210 -225| 235 222 339 31 352 280 9.8
Nigeria 2.4 19.9 2.9 81 2.0 1.4  -16.0| 111 8.5 16.2 36 167 14.0 5.5
Senegal 182 -15.0 13.9 6.1 142 145 11| 312 1.2 305 -1.7 291 285 2.1
Sierra Leone 157 195 336 -13.0 112 9.9 09| 67.0 02 586 0.7 475 384 -6.7
Togo 44.8 35 390 -143 214 246 103| 171 -11.2 140 43 136 152 5.9
Middle income
countries 8.4 4.6 81 51 6.8 50 -12.6| 17.0 09 154 26 136 119 1.3
Mineral rich countries 8.2 76 103 -1.6 106 92  -122| 253 93 244 -40 208 182 5.8
More favorable
agriculture conditions 528 04 50.1 -2.6 451 427 43| 165 36 155 15 170 16.1 -3.3
Less favorable
agriculture conditions 432 34 376 32 275 159  -21.4| 232 1.0 241 0.4 231 219 4.4
{ 2dzNOSY ! dziK2NBRQ OFfOdzf I GA2Y 061 &SR 2y Clh{¢! ¢ Hnmnod

Notes: Blank cells indicate missing values.
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Annex F: Poverty and Hunger

TableError! No text of specified style in documeg6. International poverty ($1.25/day) headcount ratio.

Long term average estimation method

Recent term average estimation method

Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual

Annual avg. Annual  avg. Annual  avg. | Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual  avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)

Africa 47.0 -0.1 46.5 -1.3 434 44.3 1.1 41.6 2.1 43.3 -05 418 39.6 -1.9

SSA 57.2 -0.2 55.9 -1.5 52.0 52.8 1.1 52.3 1.2 53.1 -0.9 504 47.6 -1.9

Central 72.7 -3.4 61.8 04 735 68.8 0.2

Burundi 84.7 0.2 85.1 -0.4 832 81.7 -0.5 84.4 0.4 85.1 -04 832 81.3 -0.8

Cameroon 64.6 5.7 44.0 -8.3

Central African

Rep. 83.8 2.4 70.6 29 624 56.3 -3.6

Chad 61.9

Congo, Dem. Rep 59.2

Congo, Rep. 54.1

Equatorial Guinea

Gabon 4.8

Sao Tome &

Principe

Eastern 62.8 -1.9 54.4 3.7 443 38.6 -4.5

Comoros 46.1 58.8 -2.7 50.3 2.3 444 38.4 -5.0

Djibouti 13.0 225 211 28.1 8.8

Eritrea

Ethiopia 65.9 -3.2 54.7 -3.2 456 37.4 -6.4 63.0 -1.5 54.7 -3.2 456 35.7 9.1

Kenya 345 -9.6 20.6 24 197 17.6 -5.8 36.3 -12.2 20.6 2.4 197 19.7 0.1

Madagascar 73.6 0.3 76.0 -0.2 721 68.2 -1.3 71.6 2.2 76.0 -0.2 721 69.4 -0.4

Mauritius

Rwanda 76.6
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Long term average estimation method Recent term average estimation method
Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
Annual avg. Annual  avg. Annual  avg. | Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual  avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Seychelles 2.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 0.0
Somalia
Sudan
Tanzania 73.6 2.7 83.5 2.4
Uganda 69.3 -2.0 60.7 -20 554 50.3 -3.1 69.3 -2.0 60.7 -20 554 495 -3.9
Northern 4.0 0.3 3.6 -4.3 2.9 2.3 -6.3 4.2 -1.3 3.8 2.4 3.3 2.7 -6.5
Algeria
Egypt 2.7 -2.0 2.2 -3.5 2.0 1.9 2.1 2.9 -4.2 2.2 -3.6 2.0 2.0 0.0
Libya
Mauritania 42.7 -10.1 23.6 -5.4 46.0 -13.5 22.4 -3.9 196 17.9 -3.0
Morocco 3.3 154 5.8 1.3 5.0 3.4 -11.9 3.2 19.7 5.8 1.3 5.0 3.1 -19.8
Tunisia 6.2 2.0 4.6 -16.5 6.2 2.0 4.6
Southern 51.4 -1.3 49.1 0.0 490 48.4 -0.5 47.3 -16.9 325 25 36.1 38.5 1.9
Angola 54.3
Botswana 31.2
Lesotho 55.5 4.4 455 1.1 431 39.5 -3.2 58.6 -7.3 45.5 1.1 434 41.8 -1.2
Malawi 91.5 -1.7 81.6 -19 754 70.8 2.1
Mozambique 86.3 -1.3 79.1 1.4 747 71.4 -1.5
Namibia 49.1
South Africa 23.3 -1.6 24.8 3.0 270 27.8 1.0 22.9 25.2 39 291 32.0 3.1
Swaziland 85.2 -3.0 68.1 -3.8 575 49.6 5.2
Zambia 63.7 0.4 60.4 04 639 64.6 0.1 63.5 0.6 60.4 04 639 63.7 -0.5
Zimbabwe
Western 53.4 2.2 59.1 -0.7 56.7 62.2 4.1 49.5 8.5 59.3 -0.7 57.0 54.8 -1.3
Benin 47.3
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Long term average estimation method Recent term average estimation method
Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
Annual avg. Annual  avg. Annual  avg. | Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual  avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Burkina Faso 73.9 -1.9 65.9 -28 57.2 51.6 -3.1 70.9 0.1 65.9 -2.8 56.9 48.4 5.5
Cape Verde 20.6
Cote d'lvoire 18.0 5.6 23.2 11 239 25.7 2.4 17.0 104 23.1 09 231 225 -0.9
Gambia, The 505 -124 375
Ghana 49.9 -3.6 38.5 -3.6 334 29.7 4.4 50.0 -3.7 38.5 -3.6 334 30.0 -3.7
Guinea 65.6 -18.8 55.3 71 68.2 64.5 -2.9 59.9 55.3 71 70.1 81.2 4.7
GuineaBissau 47.3 5.8 50.0 -0.6 495 515 1.3 46.5 7.6 49.9 -0.7 484 47.3 -0.8
Liberia 83.6
Mali 90.3 -3.3 68.8 46 573 50.6 4.7 89.7 68.8 -46 573 51.4 -3.8
Niger 75.1 1.3 72.6 -1.5 681 65.6 -1.1 73.5 3.0 72.6 -1.5 681 64.8 -1.7
Nigeria 51.0 6.4 66.2 -0.1 649 77.0 6.9 46.0 15.6 66.2 -0.1 649 63.4 -0.8
Senegal 49.0 4.3 47.2 -3.9 3809 31.7 -6.8 58.2 -2.8 47.2 -3.9 389 30.8 -8.5
Sierra Leone 61.0 -1.2 56.3 -1.3 534 51.2 -1.4
Togo 38.7
Middle income
countries 29.7 4.0 35.6 0.3 355 40.8 5.7 25.9 114 35.1 0.8 35.7 35.3 -0.5
Mineral rich
countries 66.4 -6.2 59.6 14 633 61.3 -1.4 62.0 58.1 3.1 66.6 71.4 2.0
More favorable
agriculture
conditions 65.5 -1.9 57.2 -3.0 487 43.6 -3.7 58.5 -2.5 50.0 25 441 38.2 -4.8
Less favorable
agriculture
conditiors 80.0 -1.4 71.2 -1.6 67.0 63.6 -1.7 78.5 0.5 69.8 -24 635 59.8 -2.0

Source: WDI (2010).
b2GSayYy wS3AA2ylf FyYyR SO2y2YAO | 3aINB3ILGS @I tdzSa& I NB OI f (@ ottthe iédioRal gogulatdrs A 3K i SR
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is usedas a weight. See technical notes for exact method of calculation. Blank cells indicate missing values. Country serggspednendier the recent term
average estimation method if there were less than three measured data points.

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook R&part



TableError! No tex of specified style in documen27. National poverty headcount ratio (% of population).

Long term average estimation method

Recent term average estimation method

Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual

Annual  avg.  Annual avg. Annual  avg. | Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (1990 (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country  1995)  1995)  2003) 2003) 2003  2009) 2009) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)

Africa

SSA

Central

Burundi 46.3 9.0 62.1 6.6

Cameroon 62.5 -4.1 454 5.7 35.0 27.1 9.4

Certral African

Rep.

Chad* 64.0

Congo, Dem.

Rep. 71.3

Congo, Rep. 42.3

Equatorial

Guinea

Gabon

Sao Tome &

Principe

Eastern

Comoros

Djibouti

Eritrea 53.0

Ethiopia 46.6 -0.7 445 -0.7 432 42.3 -0.8

Kenya 43.4 -1.3 49.3 0.5 484 47.2 -0.5 447 -3.2 49.3 0.5 484 46.7 -1.2

Madagascar 75.9 -0.8 71.8 -09 696 68.1 -0.8 759 -0.8 71.8 -0.9 69.6 68.3 -0.6

Mauritius 7.1 0.8 7.5 0.8 7.8 7.9 0.8

Rwanda 51.4 1.5 57.8 1.2 58.6 57.8 -0.1 50.6 2.6 57.8 1.2 58.6 56.9 -1.0

Seychelles
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Long term average estimation method Recent term average estimation method
Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
Annual  avg.  Annual avg. Annual  avg. | Annual avg. Annual  avg. Annual avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1996 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country  1995) 1995)  2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Somalia
Sudan
Tanzania 38.2 -1.0 36.2 -0.6 356 35.0 -0.7 38.1 -0.9 36.2 -0.6 35.7 35.7 0.0
Uganda 55.1 -3.3 41.5 -4.7  36.5 31.4 -6.2 55.1 -3.3 41.5 -4.7 36.5 31.0 -7.0
Northern
Algeria 22.6
Egypt 28.3 5.4 18.3 -84 121 7.4 -21.1
Libya
Mauritania 53.2 -1.7 47.2 -1.9 435 40.8 -2.2
Morocco 15.2 -0.4 19.0 40 220 24.2 3.1
Tunisia 7.5 0.5 7.8 0.5 7.9 8.0 0.5
Southern
Angola
Botswana
Lesotho 52.8 6.9 64.4 -20 57.8 58.8 1.3 52.8 6.9 64.4 -2.0 56.6 48.1 -5.8
Malawi 54.0 0.0 53.4 -04 52.0 454 -5.9 54.0 0.0 53.4 -0.4 52.0 43.6 9.1
Mozambique 76.6 -2.8 63.0 -3.7 534 47.7 4.4 71.0 -0.8 62.9 -35 541 54.1 0.0
Namibia
South Afica 52.4 -1.6 50.5 -1.0 476 34.2 -14.6 49.7 1.6 50.5 -1.0 476 33.6 -16.8
Swaziland 69.2
Zambia 71.0 0.0 70.2 -0.2 683 65.1 -1.5 71.0 0.0 70.2 -0.2 68.3 63.7 -2.8
Zimbabwe 28.5 6.8 40.4 47 A47.6 53.1 3.5 28.7 6.4 40.6 4.8 48.2 53.9 3.6
Western
Benin 25.1 2.2 29.5 3.1 336 34.5 -0.4 25.3 2.0 29.5 3.1 336 32.6 -4.6
Burkina Faso 44.7 0.3 45.5 04 464 46.9 0.3 45.0 0.0 455 04 464 47.2 0.6
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Long term average estimation method Recent term average estimation method
Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
Annual  avg.  Annual avg. Annual  avg. | Annual avg. Annual  avg. Annual avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1996 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country  1995)  1995)  2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Cape Verde 56.0 -3.5 43.0 -46 35.0 29.0 -6.7
Cote d'lvoire 32.1 5.2 36.4 1.0 398 45.2 4.0 30.8 8.6 36.4 1.0 398 45.3 4.1
Gambia, The 63.1 -1.2 59.5 0.2 61.0 60.6 -0.4 63.5 -1.7 59.5 0.2 613 63.5 1.2
Ghana 49.3 -3.0 39.4 -3.8 332 28.5 -5.3 49.3 -3.0 39.4 -3.8 33.2 28.5 5.4
Guinea 40.0
GuineaBissau 65.7
Liberia 64.0
Mali 64.0 0.0 63.6 -0.2 634 63.8 0.2 65.8 -0.5 63.8 -0.4 634 64.0 0.3
Niger 63.2 -0.3 62.5 -0.1 622 60.9 -0.9 63.0 -0.1 62.5 -0.1 62.2 60.8 -1.0
Nigeria 45.9 7.4 60.5 -1.5 555 56.2 1.2 39.2 23.4 60.5 -1.5 555 51.4 -2.6
Senegal 441 18.8 61.7 -2.6  55.0 52.3 -0.3 50.5 23.4 61.7 -2.6 55.0 50.4 -2.5
Sierra Leone 70.2
Togo 75.1 -1.8 66.1 2.1 60.6 59.6 -0.3
Middle income
countries
Mineral rich
countries
More favorable
agriculture
conditions
Less favorable
agriculture
conditions

Source: WDI (2010); UNSD (2010), except specific country sources: Uganda Bureau of Statistics for 199220088lata; Kenya National Bureau of

Statistics (2007) and Omiti and Nyoro (2008); Malawi NatiStetistical Offic§1998); Tanzania National Bureau of Statistics and Ministry of Finance and

Economic Affairs (2007); Zambia Statistics Office (2009).

Noi S&Y wS3aA2ylrf FyR SO2y2YAO 3IINBILGS G tdzSa I NBE OI t Odaf theirégRnalpapulaiéi 3 K i SR
is used as a weight. See technical notes for exact method of calculation. Blank cells indicatevalissingountry series were dropped under the recent term

average estimation method if there were less than three measured data points.
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TableError! No text of specified style in docume@8. Prevalence of child malnutrition.

Long term average methodf estimation Recent term average method of estimation
Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual avg. | Annual avg. Annual  avg. Annual  avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country ~ 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 27.0 -0.5 25.6 1.4 24.2 234 -11 26.9 -0.5 255 1.4 24.2 234 -1.0
SSA 31.0 -0.8 29.2 1.2 27.7 26.6 -1.3 30.9 -0.7 29.1 1.2 27.6 26.4 -1.5
Central 324 -0.2 30.4 1.6 29.2 29.4 0.2 31.6 -0.6 29.7 1.1 289 30.0 14
Burundi 54.0 -2.2 46.3 25 416 38.0 -3.1
Cameroon 156 7.4 20.2 -0.2 188 19.3 1.8 15.4 8.4 20.2 -0.2 1838 19.5 24
Central African
Rep. 27.0 0.4 25.8 -06 264 31.9 7.7 28.8 2.1 25.8 -06 264 28.5 25
Chad 40.2 -0.7 34.4 -3.0 346 35.8 -0.1 38.8 2.1 33.1 1.2 346 41.0 5.4
Congo, Dem.
Rep. 35.0 -0.7 32.4 1.3 31.2 31.2 -0.1 35.8 -15 324 1.3 31.2 314 0.2
Congo, Rep. 13.4 0.6 13.9 06 142 14.5 0.6
Equatorial
Guinea 33.6 -5.8 20.6 96 126 6.6 -36.2
Gabon 10.4
Sao Tome &
Principe 17.5 -3.5 13.5 -45 111 9.2 -6.6
Eastern 35.1 -0.8 33.8 -09 318 29.7 -1.9 34.8 -0.2 33.8 -09 318 29.2 -2.9
Comoros 20.9 6.5 25.3 00 250 26.0 1.6 20.7 7.4 25.3 00 25.0 24.7 -0.5
Djibouti 20.9 -3.7 18.4 04 207 26.9 6.3 20.9 -3.7 18.4 04 20.7 28.9 10.2
Eritrea 41.8 0.9 395 -0.4 394 39.0 -0.4 40.3 3.4 39.6 -0.4 398 40.5 0.5
Ethiopia 47.4 -1.3 44.9 -0.6 419 38.1 -2.6 47.3 -1.2 44.9 -0.6 419 36.6 4.7
Kenya 22.6 -0.5 214 -1.5  20.0 19.2 -1.2 22.2 0.7 21.4 1.5 199 18.6 -2.3
Madagascar 37.3 -2.6 36.7 04 397 42.1 11 38.3 -4.3 36.7 04 397 46.3 4.9
Mauritius 14.9
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Long term average methodf estimation

Recent term average method of estimation

Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual avg. | Annual avg. Annual  avg. Annual  avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country ~ 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009) | 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Rwanda 29.0 -1.7 25.3 2.3 232 21.9 2.1 29.0 -1.6 25.3 2.3 232 221 -1.6
Seychelles
Somalia 26.1 9.0 314 36.1 4.8 26.1 31.4 35.6 4.0
Sudan 35.1 0.5 38.1 0.2 359 32.2 -2.8 34.0 2.7 38.1 0.2 359 31.0 -5.1
Tanzania 29.5 0.3 28.3 -2.8 243 21.6 -3.4 29.0 1.6 28.3 -2.8 243 20.5 -6.0
Uganda 26.7 -1.7 23.7 -1.9 218 20.4 -2.3 26.6 -1.7 23.7 -1.9 218 20.4 -2.3
Northern 10.3 1.6 9.2 -5.6 8.3 7.6 -2.0 10.6 1.6 9.4 -5.7 8.4 7.9 -0.1
Algeria 10.5 7.3 9.9 -5.1 8.7 4.8 -19.2 9.8 14.2 9.9 -5.1 8.7 4.5
Egypt 10.1 2.6 9.2 9.4 7.7 7.3 -1.1 10.1 2.6 9.2 9.4 7.7 7.3 -0.2
Libya 4.0 2.7 4.7 2.3 5.2 55 2.0
Mauritania 39.6 -10.8 28.3 34 311 30.4 -0.6 40.2 -11.8 283 34 311 30.7 0.0
Morocco 8.9 0.3 9.3 16 10.0 10.4 1.1 9.0 -0.2 9.3 16 10.0 10.6 1.8
Tunisia 11.1 -8.3 4.2 -18.1 1.2 0.7 14.3 -15.1 4.3 -17.4 1.2 0.7
Southern 20.4 -0.1 19.3 -1.1 184 17.3 -2.0 17.0 2.3 175 -0.3 17.0 15.8 2.7
Angola 41.6 -3.1 331 -39 279 24.0 -5.3
Botswana 211 -5.3 154 -7.3
Lesotho 17.7 5.8 17.8 15 193 17.9 -1.5 16.3 14.3 17.8 15 193 12.9 -23.3
Malawi 28.3 14 25.9 41 220 20.6 -2.5 27.7 3.3 25.9 41 220 20.4 -3.2
Mozambique 28.8 -2.5 25.7 -14 235 20.1 -5.8 28.1 -1.6 25.7 -1.4 235 20.0 -6.1
Namibia 26.2 -1.5 23.8 21 212 18.6 4.4 26.1 -1.0 23.8 21 212 18.4 -4.9
South Africa 8.5 3.5 10.9 28 116 12.4 2.4 7.8 7.8 10.9 28 115 11.5 0.0
Swaziland 9.7 4.2 9.1 7.8 5.2
Zamba 259 2.6 23.4 -1.1 215 19.7 -1.9 25.9 2.6 234 -1.1 215 19.7 -1.8
Zimbabwe 15.3 0.4 15.0 1.0 16.8 16.9 -0.1 15.7 -0.8 15.0 1.0 16.8 16.3 -1.8
Western 32.0 -1.4 29.3 -1.6 276 26.8 -1.1 33.3 2.1 29.5 -1.8 276 26.9 -1.0
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Long term average methodf estimation Recent term average method of estimation
Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual avg. | Annual avg. Annual  avg. Annual  avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change| avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1996 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003 | (199G (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country ~ 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2009) 2009) 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Benin 31.5 2.1 25.8 -3.8 228 22.1 -1.6 33.6 -3.7 25.8 -3.9 228 22.6 -0.3
Burkina Faso 32,5 1.0 34.9 16 374 37.8 0.3 32.6 0.8 34.9 16 374 37.4 -0.3
Cape Verde 13.5
Cote d'lvoire 24.2 -1.4 20.9 -3.1  18.0 19.0 1.9 24.6 2.1 20.9 -3.1  18.0 20.5 6.2
Gambia, The 284 2.1 21.1 -55 187 19.3 -0.2 34.4 -6.5 21.3 -5.9 187 20.3 2.7
Ghana 27.5 -3.9 22.9 24 215 175 -8.8 28.9 -6.6 22.9 24 215 17.3 -9.6
Guinea 21.1 15 22.2 -0.3 225 25.3 2.4 28.4 -2.8 23.5 27 225 25.2 2.3
GuineaBissau 32.0 -2.9 25.9 -3.6 222 19.2 -5.3
Liberia 28.5 -1.1 25.3 -2.8 232 23.5 0.0 49.8 -7.0 28.9 -7.6 232 23.7 0.6
Mali 42.9 -1.9 36.2 -3.1 326 31.3 -1.8 44.8 -3.0 36.3 -3.1 326 31.7 -0.9
Niger 431 0.5 42.9 -0.9 420 43.1 0.2 425 1.6 42.9 -0.9 420 43.0 0.0
Nigeria 34.4 -1.6 30.9 -1.7 28.8 27.7 -1.2 34.4 -1.6 30.9 -1.7 288 27.7 -1.1
Senegal 21.3 -1.3 21.6 -1.0 195 17.3 -3.1 21.9 -3.1 21.6 -1.0 195 16.2 -6.5
Sierra Leone 224 2.9 26.6 24 291 31.0 21
Togo 18.6 0.7 26.4 15 257 24.0 -4.3 27.3 25.7 235 -5.8
Middle income
countries 22.5 -0.6 20.8 2.2 191 18.4 -1.0 20.8 0.6 20.2 -1.7 189 18.4 -0.3
Mineral rich
countries 31.0 0.1 29.3 1.1 285 28.9 0.5 33.7 -1.6 29.7 1.6 284 28.7 0.3
More favorable
agriculture
conditions 32.3 -1.1 30.5 -1.1 288 26.7 2.4 32.6 -1.1 30.6 -1.2 2838 26.4 -3.2
Less favorable
agriculture
conditions 41.5 -1.1 35.8 2.0 345 34.8 -0.2 39.5 -1.1 34.2 -1.5 337 35.4 1.4

{ 2dz2NOSY ! dziK2NBEQ OFft Odzf F GA2ya o6FaSR 2y 25L 6HAMAOT ! b{5 O0HAnmMnAnOT Cl!h OHAM
Notes: Child malnutritio prevalence includes children whose weidirt- age is below 2 standard deviations. Regional and economic aggregate values are
OF £ OdzAf ISR a ¢SAIKGSR adzYYlI GA2yasz gKSNBE Sk OK 02 dzy (i N®ettechnica? riqles far éixace y | & |
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method of calculation. Blank cells indicate missing values. Country series were dropped under the recent term averagmesithatd if there were less
than three measured data points.
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TableError! No text of specified style in docume@8. Prevalence of adult undernourishment (% of population).

Annual Annual Annual
Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual avg.
avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%)
(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2009) 2009)
Africa 28.2 -0.4 27.0 -1.3 25.4 23.7 -2.2
SSA 34.0 -0.8 32.1 -1.2 30.4 28.7 -1.9
Central 34.7 7.9 50.5 3.1 54.6 54.2 0.2
Burundi 46.0 4.6 57.1 15 59.6 61.7 1.3
Cameroon 34.6 -0.6 30.8 -4.5 25.0 22.1 -4.3
Central Afican Rep. 47.8 0.4 46.6 2.1 42.4 40.7 -1.4
Chad 58.1 -2.6 47.8 -3.2 41.8 38.1 -3.3
Congo, Dem. Rep. 33.3 145 60.9 5.2 69.8 70.4 0.9
Congo, Rep. 41.4 -0.6 32,5 -10.7 19.0 15.7 -7.5
Equatorial Guinea
Gabon 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0
Sao Tome& Principe 15.3 -1.6 11.8 -9.3 7.4 5.6 -10.9
Eastern 45.2 -0.9 41.7 -2.0 38.0 35.1 -2.6
Comoros 414 2.8 50.0 2.2 524 48.5 2.1
Djibouti 59.1 -3.4 46.0 -4.4 37.6 30.5 -7.4
Eritrea 66.5 -0.7 66.7 11 68.8 65.6 -1.4
Ethiopia 70.4 -2.5 56.7 -4.6 46.6 42.1 -3.7
Kenya 325 -1.3 311 0.6 31.8 31.2 -0.6
Madagascar 33.2 14 32.6 -3.7 27.4 25.7 -2.2
Mauritius 6.9 -2.5 5.6 -3.3 5.0 4.9 -0.8
Rwanda 47.6 2.3 47.2 -5.0 37.2 34.8 -2.2
Seychelles 10.7 -3.2 8.7 2.7 7.8 7.2 -3.0
Somalia
Sudan 29.9 -3.7 26.1 1.0 26.8 23.5 -4.3
Tanzania 30.4 5.9 39.1 0.3 38.0 35.6 -1.7
Uganda 19.7 2.8 21.0 -2.0 19.4 20.5 1.6
Northern
Algeria 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0
Egypt 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0
Libya 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0
Mauritania 9.7 -3.3 8.1 -1.0 7.8 7.2 2.7
Morocco 5.0 0.0 5.4 2.6 5.8 5.3 -2.6
Tunisia 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0
Southern 42.9 -1.2 39.7 -1.5 37.0 34.1 -2.6
Angola 65.2 -2.5 55.6 2.4 49.8 43.4 -4.6
Botswana 20.6 3.1 25.0 2.3 26.6 25.7 -0.7

2010 ReSAKSS Annual Trends and Outlook Ré&fért



Annual Annual Annual

Annual avg. Annual avg. Annual avg.

avg. change avg. change avg. change
level (%) level (%) level (%)

(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003  2009) 2009)
Lesotho 14.6 -1.9 13.6 0.6 14.0 14.0 -0.1
Malawi 43.8 -3.5 33.9 -3.6 29.6 28.1 -2.2
Mozambique 58.3 -2.4 49.6 -2.5 44 .4 39.7 -3.8
Namibia 29.3 -0.8 25.4 -4.8 20.6 19.3 -2.5
South Africa 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0
Swaziland 134 8.8 18.6 0.0 18.0 18.2 0.6
Zambia 40.1 0.5 41.8 08 43.0 43.1 0.1
Zimbabwe 41.5 1.2 43.1 -1.6 38.8 32.9 -5.2
Western 19.3 -4.5 14.8 -2.5 13.2 10.9 -6.8
Benin 28.1 -2.3 21.2 -8.3 14.4 12.4 -5.9
Burkina Faso 13.8 -2.7 12.1 -0.9 114 9.7 5.2
Cape Verde 125 1.6 14.2 1.1 14.0 114 -6.3
Cote d'lvoire 15.2 0.7 16.3 0.9 16.4 14.8 -2.9
Gambia, The 22.2 6.1 25.8 -4.4 20.6 195 -1.5
Ghana 314 -9.4 14.0 -11.9 8.2 5.3 -24.8
Guinea 18.9 -0.9 18.9 1.2 194 17.8 -2.6
GuineaBissau 21.1 3.8 25.1 0.1 24.4 22.9 -1.7
Liberia 31.7 3.8 37.0 -0.4 35.4 33.9 -1.1
Mali 14.3 0.5 16.1 2.6 16.8 13.7 -6.2
Niger 39.0 -0.5 33.9 -5.8 25.6 215 -6.1
Nigeria 14.3 -5.9 9.8 -3.7 8.4 6.6 -8.9
Senegal 29.2 0.8 28.9 -3.1 24.2 19.3 -7.4
Sierra Leone 44.9 -1.1 43.0 -04 414 37.0 -35
Togo 44.3 -2.5 37.9 -2.0 34.8 31.3 -3.6
Middle income countries 144 -2.4 125 -1.6 11.6 10.2 -4.2
Mineral rich countries 34.1 8.5 51.6 3.8 57.2 57.3 0.5
More favorable agriculture condition  42.5 -1.4 37.5 -3.0 32.8 30.2 -2.9
Less favorable agriculture condition{ 34.2 0.3 33.7 -1.8 30.7 28.6 -2.3

{2qzl>|bév | dZzi K2NEQ OF t Odzf FGA2ya o6FasSR 2y 25L ownmnoT | b{
b2adsayYy wS3aAZ2yIl{f FyR SO2y2YAO | 3aINB3ILGS @Fftdzsa | N5 OFtO

population as a share of the regional population is used as a wé&ghttechnical notes for exact method of
calculation. Blank cells indicate missing values.
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TableError! No text of specified style in documeB0. Mortality rate, under five (per 1000).

Annual Annual Annual

Annual average Annual average Annual average

average change average change average change
level (%) level (%) level (%)

(1990 (1990 (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003

Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)
Africa 153.0 -1.0 138.3 -2.0 126.8 117.7 -2.5
SSA 172.4 -0.7 157.8 -1.9 145.3 135.1 -25
Central 183.5 0.1 184.6 0.1 184.9 184.7 -0.1
Burundi 186.7 -0.6 178.8 -0.7 173.8 170.0 -0.7
Cameroon 150.2 0.6 154.8 0.3 155.8 155.2 -0.2
Central African Rep. 178.8 1.0 182.5 -0.2 179.8 1755 -0.9
Chad 201.5 0.0 204.6 0.4 207.5 208.7 0.1
Congo, Bm. Rep. 198.6 0.0 198.6 0.0 198.6 198.6 0.0
Congo, Rep. 106.8 1.1 114.8 1.1 120.0 124.0 1.1
Equatorial Guinea 190.1 -1.6 171.1 -1.6 160.2 152.5 -1.6
Gabon 90.1 -1.2 83.7 -1.2 79.2 74.4 -2.3
Sao Tome & Principe 92.5 -1.0 86.4 -1.0 82.9 80.3 -1.0
Easten 157.9 -1.3 137.4 -2.7 122.9 112.9 -2.8
Comoros 124.0 -1.2 1155 -1.0 110.7 107.3 -1.0
Djibouti 118.6 -1.4 108.0 -1.4 102.0 97.7 -1.4
Eritrea 132.4 -5.1 94.6 -5.1 76.3 65.1 -5.2
Ethiopia 194.6 -3.0 155.1 -3.8 132.3 117.8 -3.9
Kenya 105.7 25 105.7 -1.7 97.6 90.6 -2.5
Madagascar 151.1 4.1 108.5 -5.8 844 70.1 -6.1
Mauritius 22.7 -2.5 194 -2.7 16.9 16.2 0.5
Rwanda 205.8 7.1 194.7 -5.4 155.0 131.8 -5.5
Seychelles 14.7 -1.1 13.7 -1.0 13.2 12.8 -1.0
Somalia 180.0 0.0 180.0 0.0 180.0 180.0 0.0
Sudan 121.1 -0.8 115.6 -0.6 112.6 110.4 -0.7
Tanzania 158.3 -0.9 142.2 -2.2 129.4 119.0 -3.0
Uganda 178.1 -1.4 158.1 -2.1 145.3 136.3 -2.2
Northern 70.4 -5.1 50.4 -5.2 40.1 33.7 -5.7
Algeria 57.9 -2.1 47.8 -3.6 41.0 36.4 -3.9
Egypt 77.2 -6.2 50.5 -6.9 366 28.1 -8.8
Libya 32.9 -3.4 26.3 -3.4 22.8 20.6 -3.5
Mauritania 127.3 -0.5 122.9 -0.5 120.4 118.8 -0.5
Morocco 78.5 -5.2 58.0 4.1 48.7 42.9 -4.2
Tunisia 42.8 -6.3 29.5 -4.6 24.9 22.7 -3.0
Southern 137.2 -0.4 131.9 -1.0 125.3 115.6 -3.2
Angola 253.1 -0.8 220.2 -3.0 194.0 176.7 -3.1
Botswana 68.6 5.4 87.4 0.7 79.0 64.7 -5.3
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Annual Annual Annual

Annual average Annual average Annual average

average change average change average change
level (%) level (%) level (%)

(1990 (199G (1995 (1995 (2003 (2003
Region/Country 1995) 1995) 2003) 2003) 2003 2009) 2009)

Lesotho 96.3 1.6 114.6 2.3 117.7 105.0 -5.6
Malawi 206.4 -2.2 170.4 -3.5 145.9 127.7 -4.6
Mozambique 219.8 -2.3 188.4 -2.4 170.7 156.8 -3.1
Namibia 715 -0.9 72.0 -0.3 67.0 572 -5.7
South Africa 62.5 0.5 72.8 2.8 78.1 72.3 4.1
Swaziland 92.0 -0.2 100.7 1.9 105.5 93.3 -6.7
Zambia 1771 -0.3 167.6 -1.2 159.5 151.5 -2.0
Zimbabwe 93.7 5.4 111.0 0.5 108.6 99.9 -3.2
Western 199.9 -0.6 180.2 2.4 161.5 146.9 -3.2
Benin 173.0 -2.6 148.0 -2.2 135.2 126.4 -2.2
Burkina Faso 200.7 -0.1 190.2 -1.3 180.3 173.3 -1.3
Cape Verde 56.9 -4.3 43.0 -4.2 36.0 31.5 4.4
Cote d'lvoire 151.7 -0.2 143.2 -1.4 134.1 126.3 2.1
Gambia, The 151.2 -0.5 135.1 -2.6 121.4 111.8 -2.7
Ghana 115.0 -1.8 104.2 -1.9 92.6 80.1 -4.9
Guinea 220.3 -1.9 190.0 -2.6 169.9 155.2 -3.0
GuineaBissau 236.7 -0.6 221.2 -1.3 209.3 200.8 -1.4
Liberia 250.1 0.5 209.4 -5.1 165.9 137.0 -6.3
Mali 241.6 -1.3 220.7 -1.4 208.3 199.6 -1.4
Niger 289.5 2.1 237.2 -3.7 202.9 180.7 -3.8
Nigeria 2114 -0.1 192.9 -2.5 171.4 154.0 -3.6
Senegal 144.2 -1.8 123.4 -2.8 110.1 101.1 -2.8
Sierra Leone 279.7 -0.8 253.7 2.1 229.8 210.5 -2.9
Togo 145.9 -1.2 127.7 -2.6 114.7 105.8 -2.7
Middle income countries 128.9 -1.0 116.6 -2.0 106.2 97.2 -3.0
Mineral rich countries 203.7 -0.4 196.2 -0.7 190.3 185.7 -0.8
More favorable agriculture condition 164.6 -1.6 143.0 -2.6 127.7 116.3 -3.2
Less favorable agriculture condition: 211.4 -0.1 194.6 -2.0 179.4 169.3 -1.9

{ 2dz2NDOSY
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TableError! No text of specified style in documeBtl. Global Hunger Index.

Average
annual
change
(1990

Region/Country 1990 2010 2010)
Africa 21.6 18.0 -0.9
SSA 25.0 21.0 -0.9
Central 25.7 39.7 2.2
Burundi 31.8 38.3 0.9
Cameroon 22.3 17.6 -1.2
Central African Rep. 30.0 27.4 -0.5
Chad 37.6 30.9 -1.0
Congo, Dem. Rep. 24.7 41.0 2.6
Congo, Rep. 224 15.2 -1.9
Equatorial Guinea
Gabon 7.7 6.4 -0.9
Sao Tome & Principe
Eastern 27.9 22.2 -1.1
Comoros 23.0 27.9 1.0
Djibouti 30.8 23.5 -1.3
Eritrea
Ethiopia 43.7 29.8 -1.9
Kenya 20.3 19.8 -0.1
Madagascar 28.1 27.5 -0.1
Mauritius 7.3 6.7 -0.4
Rwanda 28.9 23.1 -1.1
Seychelles
Somalia
Sudan 26.4 20.9 -1.2
Tanzania 22.9 20.7 -0.5
Uganda 19.1 15.0 -1.2
Northern 6.9 4.3 2.4
Algeria 6.1 <5
Egypt 7.0 <5
Libya <5 <5
Mauritania 22.0 13.1 -2.6
Morocco 7.3 5.8 -1.1
Tunisia 5.0 <5
Southern 21.2 16.6 -1.2
Angola 40.6 27.2 -2.0
Botswana 14.3 12.5 -0.7
Lesotho 13.0 12.2 -0.3
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Average

annual

change

(19906

Region/Country 1990 2010 2010)

Malawi 30.6 18.2 -2.6
Mozambique 37.4 23.7 -2.3
Namibia 19.2 13.6 -1.7
South Africa 7.3 7.3 0.0
Swaziland 9.5 10.8 0.6
Zambia 25.6 24.9 -0.1
Zimbabwe 18.6 20.9 0.6
Western 24.0 17.8 -1.5
Benin 24.0 17.1 -1.7
Burkina Faso 22.7 21.1 -0.4
Cape Verde
Cote d'lvoire 16.0 14.0 -0.7
Gambia, The 17.5 18.5 0.3
Ghana 23.4 10.0 4.2
Guinea 21.9 17.1 -1.2
GuineaBissau 20.9 22.6 0.4
Liberia 22.9 24.3 0.3
Mali 24.2 19.1 -1.2
Niger 36.5 25.9 -1.7
Nigeria 24.4 17.8 -1.6
Senegal 20.8 16.8 -1.1
Sierra Leone 32.7 28.9 -0.6
Tog 27.8 22.4 -1.1
Middle income countries 16.1 12.2 -1.4
Mineral rich countries 37.3 34.2 -0.4
More favorable agriculture conditions 29.0 22.0 -1.4
Less favorable agriculture conditions 30.6 27.0 -0.6
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Technical Notes

Notes for @ tables:
1. To control for year to year fluctuations, point estimates are avoided in the table. Therefore, the
@l £ dzZSa dzyRSNJ GKS O2ftdzYy dawnnoé¢ | NB aiAvyYLiI S | @SN
2. Annual average level and annual average change for-2009 inclide data from 2003 up to
most recent year that is measured and available.
3. Annual average level is simple average over the years shown, inclusive of the years shown.
4. Annual average change for all indicators except GDP growth rates (and others with possible
negative values) is annual average percent change from the beginning to the end years shown
o0& FAGGAYZD Iy SELRYSYGAIFIET 3AINBGgGK FdzyOlAzy G2
5. Annual average change for GDP growth rates (and other indicattrpussible negative
values) is annual average percentage point change, which is a simple average of the difference
in two consecutive years over the years specified in the range.
6. For indicators in which there are only a few measured data points overaaes specified in the
range (e.g. poverty which is measured once every three to five years or so) a slirmght
method was used to obtain missing values for the individual years between any two measured
data points. Otherwise, estimated annual averapargye based on the measured values (see
above) is used to obtain missing values preceding or following the measured data point.
6a. In cases where the missing values could not be interpolated, the data is reported as
missing and excluded from the calcudats for that time period. Any weights used for
these indicators are adjusted to account for the missing data in the series of the
indicator.
7. Values forAfrica, the regional aggregationS§§Aand central eastern northern southernand
western), and econmic aggregationd\iddle income countries, Mineral rich countries, More
favorable agriculture conditions, and Less favorable agriculture conditises introduction
are calculated by weighted summation. The weights vary by indicator; (if a weight washesed
ALISOAFAO $SAIKGAEA dzaASR Aa fAalSR dzyRSNJ S OK {0
the total value of the indicator used for the weighing measured at the respective aggregate
level. Each counti & ¢ S A 3 Kjifw;) lsyhend®BIBX 2 R 08 (GKS ORdzy i NBQa
and then summed up for the relevant countries in the region to obtain the regional wgjue (
according toy; = X;  wy X

8. SubSaharan Africa5SAexcludes theorthern Africa region and its constituent countries
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