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ECONOMIC PROBLEMSOF THE LEAST DEVELOPED
AND LAND-LOCKED OIC COUNTRIESAND
THE UN PROGRAMME OF ACTION FOR THE LDCs
FOR 2001-2010

Nabil Dabour

With a combined population of almost 334 milliohetcurrent 22 OIC least
developed countries (OIC-LDCs) represent almostpBd cent of the total
population of the world’s 49 LDCs and 26 per centhe total OIC population.
Economic and social development of OIC-LDCs represa major challenge
for themselves, for the OIC, and for their develepinpartners. Given this
situation, the present paper analyses the receetafaments in the economies
of OIC-LDCs. It investigates the recent trends i@jon economic indicators of
these countries in the latest five-year periodvibich the data are available.
The paper also sheds light on the Programme obAdtr the LDCs for the
decade 2001-2010 adopted by the Third United NatiGonference on the
LDCs in Brussels on 20 May 2001.

1. INTRODUCTION

The least developed countries (LDCs) are officidigsignated as “least
developed” by the General Assembly of the Unitetiofis. In 1971, the
General Assembly approved the first list of LDCdjieh at that time
included 24 countries. In the following years, thember of countries
included in the list rose steadily, reaching 481894. It was of course
hoped that, as development efforts had an impacttdes would one
by one “graduate” from the LDCs group as their lesedevelopment
rose. However, only one country since 1971 hasemd=sd in doing so
(i.e., Botswana in 1994). Moreover, in its lategtrnial review of the
list of LDCs in July 2000, the Economic and Sodzduncil of the
United Nations declared the eligibility of Senef@l designation as an
LDC. In early 2001, Senegal was officially placed the list, bringing
the total to 49 countries (see Table A.1 in theeahn
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Currently, the 49 LDCs have a combined populatidn621.8
million, corresponding to 10.5 per cent of the wlotbtal population.
The LDCs represent the poorest and weakest segroénthe
international community. The structural weaknessthafir economies
and the lack of capacities related to growth andeldpment, often
compounded by geographical handicaps, hamper effogt these
countries to improve effectively the standard o¥inig of their
populations. Therefore, the economic and sociakldgwnent of these
countries represents a major challenge for theraselas well as for
their development partners.

The original list of LDCs in 1971 included 8 OIC mber countries.
Subsequently, the number of OIC countries includedhe list rose
steadily, reaching 21 in 1997. This increase islobié to countries that
were LDCs and became OIC members (6 countries)candtries that
were OIC members and became LDCs (7 countries)degtvi971 and
1997. Yet, the recent placement of Senegal in #tegory of LDCs
brings the total OIC least developed countries (QDCs) to 22
countries. With a combined population of 333.8 imil| the current 22
OIC-LDCs represent 53.7 per cent of the total papoh of all LDCs
and 26.3 per cent of the total OIC population (2680mates).

As is the case with the other LDCs, the economid ancial
development of the OIC-LDCs represents a majoiege to themselves
and their development partners, as well as to @ Given this situation,
the Organisation gives special attention to its Lid€@mnbers by monitoring
the developments in this group and highlightingrtipeoblems, thereby
pointing to the need for special concessions iim tagour, particularly in
economic, financial and commercial cooperationsarea

In this connection, this study analyses, the redevelopments in
the economies of the OIC-LDCs. It investigates ttends in major
economic indicators of these countries in the tdigs-year period for
which the data are available. The analysis is edrout at both the
individual country level and the average OIC-LDCoup level in
comparison with the averages of all LDCs, OIC caest and
developing countries. In addition, the study desaiespecial section to
shedding light on the Programme of Action for tH2Qs for the decade
2001-2010 adopted by the Third United Nations Craarfee on the
LDCs in Brussels on 20 May 2001.
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The study is prepared using the Centre’s StatistiRatabase
(BASEIND) which includes current data on OIC memloeuntries,
specially compiled from various national and inggional sources.
However, due to the shortages and limitations ef dtatistical data on
most OIC-LDCs, and in an attempt to use nationah e much as
possible, the available national web-site sourne3IC-LDCs have also
been scanned and drawn upon (see Annex- B).

2.WORLD ECONOMIC SITUATION AND THE LDCs:
OVERVIEW

Given the strength of world economic activity ineldl999 and early
2000, global output grew by 4.7 percent in 2000 parad to 3.6
percent in 1999. However, with the signs of a gredhan expected
weakening coming late in 2000 and early 2001, thesgects for
global growth have weakened significantly. In tinegard, the IMF
expected a slowdown in world economic activity 02, with global
growth projected at 2.6 percent (IMF 2001: 195)céwing to the
same source, this was led by a marked slowdowhenUnited States
by the end of 2000 and the first half of 2001, wardkg domestic
demand growth and confidence in Europe, the praspiea period of
slower growth in Japan, and deteriorating financounditions for
emerging markets.

World trade benefited from the stronger global eenit activity in
1999-2000. A strengthening of world economic ouiput999 and early
2000 led to a dynamic expansion of trade. The madvanced
economies and the economies of the newly indusiidl Asian
countries provided a major stimulus to world tradetheir real domestic
demand grew dramatically in this period. World #aieh goods and
services expanded in volume terms by 12.4 per iceB000 compared
with 4.1 per cent in 1998, and in value terms ®/®er cent in the same
year compared with a negative annual percentagegehaf 1.7 per cent
in 1998 (ibid: 223-4).

In the case of the developing countries as a gringpslow recovery
achieved in 1999 accelerated in 2000, with averagé GDP growth
recorded at 5.8 per cent compared to 3.9 per ced®99. Economic
growth picked up, albeit unevenly, in all develgpiregions in 2000.
This was markedly the case in Latin America anthenMiddle East and
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North Africa due mainly to active US demand, higbérprices, and a
recovery in domestic demand from the depressedslesie1999. In

value terms, the developing countries expanded #heorts of goods
and services by 18.7 per cent in 2000 comparedtivtmegative rate of
7.7 per cent in 1998 and achieved a current acceummtius of $60.2
billion compared to a deficit of $86.8 billion i®a8 (ibid: 235).

Unlike the developing countries, the LDCs were imogeneral, able
during the same period to benefit enough from ttiengthening of
world economic output and, consequently, they werable to benefit
from the enlargement of world trade by increasimgrtshare in it. The
slowdown trend since 1995 in the economic growthtled LDCs
continued in 1999 where the group realised the sanerage real
growth rate of 1998 (4.0 per cent). However, thigrincreased in 2000
by 5.2 per cent; a rate, which is still signifidgribwer than the 6.2 per
cent realised in 1995. While the share of the grouworld exports of
goods and services stood at the same level of &buyter cent during
the second half of the 1990s, the deficit in theremt account balance
increased steadily in the same period to reachi3fdiBion in 1999, but
slightly decreased to $12 billion in 2000 (IMF 20@d@4).

3. DEVELOPMENTSIN THE OIC-LDCs

As a substantial part of the world LDCs, the OICdDas a group
followed, in general, similar trends. However, the purpose of this
Report, this section analyses in some detail tberntedevelopments in the
economies of the OIC-LDCs. It investigates thedeeim major economic
indicators of these countries in the latest fivaryperiod for which the
data are available. The analysis is carried oubath the individual
country level and the average OIC-LDCs group l@velomparison with
the averages of all LDCs, OIC countries and dewepgountries. The
averages of the OIC countries and the OIC-LDCsgg@ue computed on
the basis of percentage changes for individual t@msweighted by 1996
GDP values in terms of the US dollar.

3.1. Overview

With a combined population of 333.8 million, therant 22 OIC-LDCs
represent 53.7 per cent of the 49 world LDCs’ tpigbulation and 26.3
per cent of the 57 OIC member countries’ total pagon (2000
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estimates; see Table A.2 in the annex). As is tme avith the other
LDCs, the regional distribution of the OIC-LDCs mbg viewed as
having a large bearing on their economic growth @edelopment
performance. The majority of these countries (18ntaes) are in the
region of sub-Saharan Africa and 4 countries iraA#n addition, 6 of
these countries are land-locked countries and tweo saall island
countries (see Table A.1 in the annex).

The OIC-LDCs, especially those in sub-Saharan Afriare
particularly ill-equipped to develop their domesdconomies and to
ensure an adequate standard of living for theirufaons. Their
economies are also extremely vulnerable to exteshatks or natural
disasters. As a group, the OIC-LDCs constitute weakest and the
poorest segment of the OIC community. With 26 pemtcof the total
OIC population, they produce only 7 per cent of th&al OIC output
(Table A.3 in the annex). The average per capit® @Dthe OIC-LDCs
is less than one third of that in the OIC countri€able A.6 in the
annex). Moreover, 12 OIC-LDCs are currently clasdifas severely
indebted countries and 8 others as moderately tedetountries. The
remaining two countries (Djibouti and Maldives) ardassified as less
indebted countries (World Bank 2001: 150).

3.2. Structure of the Economy

This sub-section sheds light on the overall stmectf the economies of
the OIC-LDCs through a brief analysis of the seadtdistribution of the
output (GDP). Table 1 below, which is derived frtm data supplied in
Table A.4 in the annex, displays the averages cfos& shares in the
GDP of the OIC-LDCs as a group. The averages oalheDCs group,
the OIC countries and the developing countriesatse included for the
purpose of comparison. The average of the five-peaiod (1995-99)
has been computed in order to avoid the problemsis§ing data in
some countries and the effects of year-to-yeariaaicfluctuations in
others.

The figures in Table 1 indicate that the servicest@, with the
highest share in GDP (49.0 per cent), plays a nrajerand constitutes
an important source of income in OIC-LDCs. Thisdsohlso for the
groups of ‘all LDCs’, developing countries, and O¢Guntries. At the
individual level of the OIC-LDCs, this share varfeam 31.5 per cent in



64 Journal of Economic Cooperation

Sierra Leone to 77 per cent in Djibouti. It exceé&ds per cent in 7
countries (see Table A.4 in the Annex).

TABLE 1: STRUCTURE OF OUTPUY

Agriculture | Industry: of which | Services
Manufacture
OIC-LDCs 30.3 215 11.6 49.0
All LDCs 33.0 25.0 11.0 42.0
OIC countries 16.7 38.4 15.9 44.2
Developing countries 13.0 36.0 23.0 51.0

Source: Table A.4 in the Annex.
(*) Value added as % of GDP, average 1995-99. The figuremtadd up to 100
per cent due to rounding.

In contrast, with an average share of 11.6 per d¢enGDP,
manufacturing constitutes a minor economic actiuitghe OIC-LDCs.
Yet, this share is still slightly higher than tlwdtthe all LDCs group. But
it is significantly low compared to the averagershaf 23 per cent in the
developing countries and 15.9 per cent in the Ot@ntries. This
indicates clearly the weak performance and thedidiole of this sector
in the economies of the OIC-LDCs. The share védrig® 4 per cent in
Comoros and Djibouti to 21 per cent in Burkina Fasexceeds 10 per
cent in only 7 OIC-LDCs. Similar trends are alss@tved in the case of
the industrial sector as a whole.

On the other hand, with a 30.3 per cent share i? Gigriculture is
widely believed to be the primary economic actiwatyd is assumed to
play the major role in the economies of OIC-LDGserhploys a large
proportion of the labour force, supplies the bulkbasic food and
represents a major source of foreign exchange reggrin many OIC-
LDCs. It accounts for more than 30 per cent in &P of 12 OIC-
LDCs. Notwithstanding this importance, however, i@gtural
production in many of these countries remains Igrgaderdeveloped--
both for the domestic market and for export. Traesfthe incidence of
food insecurity in the OIC-LDCs continued to bethitn this regard, with
the exception of Uganda, all the other 21 OIC-LEs included in the
list of the 87 low-income food-deficit countriesoand the world, which
were defined by the United Nations in 1997 (UN 1997

This picture of the overall structure of the ecoresmof the OIC-
LDCs in terms of the composition of their outputD[® reflects clearly
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the structure of their export earnings. Accordiaghte IMF classification
of all economies by main source of export earnicag@QIC-LDCs in sub-
Saharan Africa are classified as non-oil primarpdpicts exporting
countries. In addition, there are 5 countries diaslsas services exporting
countries and 4 countries as having a diversifiedrce of export
earnings. Only one country (Bangladesh) is classifis manufactures
exporting country (IMF 2000: 189).

It is then clear that the majority of the OIC-LD@se primary
commodity-dependent economies (mostly agricultucammodities).
There is no doubt that the exports of these comimesddlay a critical role
in the prospects of growth and development in tloesmtries. Yet, the
large share of primary commodities in output anpogts brings about a
significant exposure of the economy to the riskexiernal shocks such
as the fluctuating trends in international commpgitces and/or adverse
seasonal factors and, thus, affects economic gramthlong-term policy
making.

3.3. Production and Growth

In 2000, the combined GDP of the OIC-LDCs, for whitie data are
available (20 countries), amounted to $101.4 illidhis makes up only
7.1 per cent of the total GDP of the OIC countaesl 58.7 per cent of
that of all LDCs in that year compared to 7.3 pamntcand 60.3 per cent,
respectively, in 1999 (Table 2 below). As it maydirserved, relative to
their total population, the share of the OIC-LDGsup in the total
output of all LDCs is reasonable, but their sharthe total output of the
OIC countries is still very low. The total GDP bkt OIC-LDCs is even
less than that of some individual OIC countrieshsas Indonesia,
Turkey and Saudi Arabia. This is, of course, ra¢élddn the low levels
of their average per capita GDP compared with thokd¢he OIC
countries.

During the period under consideration, the OIC-LD@aintained
the highest average per capita GDP of $305 in 1B9&e same year,
this average amounted to $268 in all LDCs and $1/%he OIC
countries. However, while the average per capit#@bDthe OIC-LDCs
decreased slightly in the following years to re&304 in 2000, the
averages of both all LDCs and OIC countries in@dae reach $278 in
the former and $1141 in the latter. At individuauatry level, Sierra
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Leone was the country with the lowest per capitaPG@b126) in 2000,
while Maldives was the country with the highest mapita GDP
($1523) in the same year.

TABLE 2: GDP AND PER CAPITA GDP

199¢ | 1997 | 199¢ | 199¢ | 200(
GDP (billion US $
OIC-LDCs 89.5 93.81 | 96.6 98.7 | 101.4
As % of.
All LDCs 59.¢ 59.7 61.C 60.2 58.7
OIC countrie 6.2 6.4 7.4 7.3 7.1
Per capita GDP (US
OIC-LDCs 294 301 305 304 304
All LDCs 26¢ 27C 26€ 27C 27¢
OIC countrie 1232 | 123C | 107F | 1091 | 1141

Sources: Table A.3 and Table A.6 in the Annex.

With a high growing population at an average anmatd of 2.6 per
cent in the OIC-LDCs, a typical economy must beeablgrow at least
by the same rate to maintain the same level ofcpeita income. To
investigate this relation during the period undensideration, we will
examine the figures on the real GDP and per c&ilR growth rates in
the OIC-LDCs as displayed in Table 3 below.

TABLE 3: REAL GDP AND PER CAPITA GDP
GROWTH RATES (Average annual % change)

199¢ | 1997 | 199¢ [ 199¢ [ 200(
Real GD}
OIC-LDCs 53 5.8 51 4.9 5.0
All LDCs 5.€ 4.4 4.C 4.C 5.2
OIC countrie 5.t 4.7 0.2 -1.4 4.7
Developing countrie 6.€ 58 3.t 3.€ 5.8
Real per capita GLC
OIC-LDCs 23 25 28 20 19
All LDCs 2.2 1k 24 1.€ 21
OIC countrie 2.8 2.C 0.2 -0.7 2.2
Developing countrie 4. 4.z 2.C 2.3 4.3
Memo:
Population OI-LDCs 2.2 2.2 1.8 2.5 2.€

Source: Derived from Table A.2 and Table A.5 in the Annex.

Throughout the period under consideration, the OD&s achieved
the highest average real GDP growth rate of 5.8cpat in 1997. This
rate was comparable to the average rate of thdajsmg countries and
quite higher than the rates achieved by both thd.@Cs and OIC
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countries groups in that year. However, the gropgHormance of the
OIC-LDCs slowed down in the following two years wée¢he average
real GDP growth rate decreased to 4.9 per cent989.1In general,
similar trends have been observed in the groupslloLDCs, OIC
countries and developing countries.

It appears, however, that the OIC-LDCs and all LD&3sgroups
performed quite better than the other groups of ©dGntries and the
developing countries in 1998 (the year the Asiaaricial crisis reached
its peak). While the average real GDP growth rdteéhe OIC-LDCs
decreased from 5.8 per cent in 1997 to 5.1 per iceh®98, it dropped
sharply in the case of OIC countries from 4.7 martén 1997 to reach a
negative rate of 0.3 per cent in 1998. In the cafs¢he developing
countries, the rate dropped from 5.8 per cent Sop&r cent. However,
the recovery in the year 2000 was stronger in tlggeaps than in the
group of OIC-LDCs.

At the individual country level, the number of OLDCs, which
experienced negative real growth rates increased & in 1997 to 11 in
1998, but then decreased to 10 and 9, respeciivehe following two
years (Table A.5 in the annex). Within the groumpurtdries like
Maldives, Mozambique, Senegal and Uganda attaia@sfactory rates
of growth during the period under consideratiorerevn the years in
which the group experienced a slowing down averggawth. In
contrast, the growth performance of countries li®erra Leone,
Comoros and Djibouti was weak or even contractetienrsame period.

On the other hand, it is obvious that the figurestte average real
per capita GDP growth rates in Table 3 above refigely the trends
in both real GDP and population growth in OIC-LDd3uring the
period under consideration, the group achievedhtgkest growth rate
of real GDP per capita (2.8 per cent) in 1998,ta vehich was higher
than that recorded by all LDCs, OIC countries, dadeloping countries
in the same year. However, this rate dropped irfahewing two years
to reach 1.9 per cent in 2000; lower than the ratdgeved by all the
other groups and the rate of growth in populatibtine group itself.

This means that, unlike the other groups of coesrthe group of
OIC-LDCs was not, in general, able to benefit efodgpm the
strengthening of world economic output in the perik®99-2000. The
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OIC-LDCs were not able, as a group, to grow byshme level of their
average population growth rate and, consequetiidy twere unable to
maintain the same level of living standards foirtpepulations in terms
of real per capita GDP.

In part, this can be explained by the fall in condibpprices and the
decline in the official financial flows to these wtries in the same
period. For example, prices of non-oil commoditiesakened steadily
over the financial year 1997, resulting in a dexlby 14.7 per cent in
1998 and 7.1 per cent in 1999 (IMF 2001: 195). biétial financial
flows to the OIC-LDCs declined from about $7.2ibifl in 1990 to $4.7
billion in 2000 (see Table A.13 in the annex).

3.4. Inflation

Price stability and low levels of inflation rateseaessential factors for
maintaining macroeconomic stability in the econoifilye governments
of many developing and least developed countriés gi@ecial attention
and applied different fiscal and monetary policeger the last two
decades to control the inflation rates and to na&inprice stability in

their economies. Because of these efforts, theageerates of inflation
have fallen significantly in these countries, pauarly in the second
half of the 1990s.

As it may be seen from Table 4 below, the averafjation rate in
the developing countries declined to 15.4 per agei®96 and to only 6
per cent in 2000. A similar pattern was also obsgmwn the case of all
LDCs. The group managed to curb its average ioflatrate and
decrease it to 13.2 per cent in 1998 from 51.5ceet in 1996, but the
rate increased again in 2000 to reach 20.7 per cent

On the other hand, when the average inflation ratethe OIC-
LDCs are considered, the figures in Table 4 shaat the performance
of these countries is quite better than that ofth# other groups
including the developing countries. The OIC-LDCsnaged to curb
its average inflation rate and bring it down tooavllevel of 5.2 per
cent in 2000 from a level of 23.8 per cent in 1988cept in 1996, the
average inflation rates realised by the group d€-@DCs were lower
than the averages of the other groups during theogeunder
consideration. At the individual country level, Moabique was the
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country with the highest inflation rate of 12.3 pmnt in 2000 and
Togo with the lowest rate of —2.5 per cent in thens year (see Table
A.7 in the annex).

TABLE 4: AVERAGE INFLATION RATES

(Annual % change in consumer prices)
1996 | 1997 | 1998| 1999  200(
OIC-LDCs 238 9.0 8.2 6.0 52
All LDCs 51.5 20.0 13.2 20.1 20.7
OIC countries 22.0 17.2 24.9 15.38 10B
Developing countries 15.4 9.9 10.5 6.8 6J0

Source: Table A.7 in the Annex.

3.5. Foreign Trade and Payments Balances

Now that the main indicators on the performancetri domestic
economy have been examined, this sub-section takes the
developments in the foreign sector of the OIC-LD@sxamines the
trends in exports and imports of merchandise in I#test five-year
period where the data are available. Consequéahftyesents an overall
picture of the situation of the trade balance,dlent account balance,
and the international reserve position in thesenttas.

3.5.1. Exports and Imports

During the five-year period under consideratiorg thtal merchandise
exports of the OIC-LDCs reached the peak of $13lli8 in 2000.
However, this accounted for 39.1 per cent of tatatchandise exports
of all LDCs, a decrease by 1.6 per cent comparé tve share in 1999.
Moreover, total merchandise exports of OIC-LDCs200 made up
only 2.7 per cent of that of the OIC countriesgeardase by 0.3 per cent
compared with the share in 1999 (Table 5 below).

In fact, despite that the OIC-LDCs registered thghést average
rates of change in merchandise exports in the ®ar-period of 1999-
2000, their share in the total merchandise expartdl LDCs and OIC
countries were steadily declining in the same pkritis means that the
OIC-LDCs were, in general, unable to benefit enodgbm the
strengthening of world economic output in the peri®99-2000, and
consequently unable to benefit from the enlargeroéntorld trade by
increasing their share in it.
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TABLE 5: MERCHANDISE EXPORTS (FOB, Billion US $)

199¢ | 1997 | 199¢ | 199¢ [ 200
Total OIC-LDCs 11.1 11.3 10.9 12.0 | 139
As % of
OIC tota 2.8 2.7 3.2 3.C 2.7
All LDCs 417 | 39.1 | 41.C | 40.7 | 39.1
Average annual % chan
OIC-LDCs 7.9 11 -34 9.3 135
All LDCs 9.C 7.5 -8.3 9.8 16.¢
OIC countrie 12.C 3.2 | -20.€ 14.€ | 22.C
Developing countrie 7.2 6.C | -10.€ 1.2 15.1

Source: Table A.8 in the Annex.

In general, when the average rates of change inclraadise
exports are considered, similar patterns of experformance have
been observed in all the other groups in the peuiwder consideration.
The figures in Table 5 show that the average rateshange in
merchandise exports of all the groups dropped $hamp1997 and
their export performance went into a severe slump998 when all the
groups experienced negative rates of growth inrtmeerchandise
exports. However, the following two-year period &B99-2000
witnessed a very strong recovery in export perforceawhen all the
groups registered the highest average rates ofgeghanmerchandise
exports in 2000, the lowest of which was, howevecorded by the
OIC-LDCs group.

During the period under consideration, a similattgga was also
observed in terms of the number of OIC-LDCs, wh&tperienced
negative rates of growth in exports. The numberthafse countries
decreased from 14 countries in 1997 to 7 counirne2000. Another
observation on the export performance in the OIGkDs the heavy
concentration of exports in a few countries. Foaregle, Bangladesh,
Yemen, Sudan and Senegal accounted for 69 perot¢hé total OIC-
LDCs’ exports in 2000. From these countries, Batgln and Yemen,
together, accounted for 54.5 per cent in the sagae (calculated from
Table A.8 in the Annex).

As in the case of total output growth performarhe,overall picture
of export performance in OIC-LDCs and the otherugso reflects
mainly the recession that took place in the tworyesiod of the 1997-
98. As we mentioned above, in addition to the reyesion and spillover
effects of the Asian financial crisis in that pekjathis can also be
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explained, particularly in the case of the leasteflgped countries, by
the fall in commodity prices and the decline in@él financial flows to
these countries in the same period.

On the other hand, the total imports of merchandis¢he OIC-
LDCs reached its peak in 2000 with $27.1 billioralfle 6 below).
While this accounted for 61.7 per cent of the tot@rchandise imports
of all LDCs, an increase by 1.6 per cent compar@t the share in
1999, it made up only 6.4 per cent of that of thkC @ountries, a
decrease by 0.6 per cent compared with the shar@df. The figures in
Table 6 show that import performance deteriorated997 in all the
groups and went into a severe slump in the grouPl&f-LDCs which
experienced a negative average rate of change7opé. cent in its
merchandise imports.

TABLE 6: MERCHANDISE IMPORTS (CIF, Billion US $)

199¢ | 1997 | 199¢ | 199¢ [ 200
Total OIC-LDCs 206 | 204 | 224 | 246 | 271
As % of:
OIC total 55 5.4 6.6 7.0 6.4
All LDCs 57.7 54.2 57.9 60.1 61.7
Average annual % change|
OIC-LDCs 6.7 -0.7 8.8 8.8 9.3
All LDCs 7.8 5.3 2.6 5.4 6.9
OIC countries 6.7 0.9 -9.§ 3.2 163
Developing countries 6.8 6.1 4.1 74 199

Source: Table A.9 in the Annex.

In 1998, however, the import performance of the -QIXCs
regained its strength and recorded a rate of 8.8 growth at a time
when all the other groups experienced a declindenaverage rates of
growth in their imports. However, while import pemnance started to
recover in all the groups in 1999, the OIC-LDCsugraecorded the
same average rate of import growth as in 1998. theg, rate was still
higher than those achieved by the other group2000, the 9.3 per cent
average rate of change in imports of the OIC-LD@s Wwigher than that
of all LDCs but significantly lower than those obth OIC and
developing countries.

Like exports, the imports of the OIC-LDCs are alkeavily
concentrated in a few countries. For example, Badegh, Yemen,
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Senegal and Sudan accounted for 55.8 per cenedbthl OIC-LDCs’
imports in 2000 (calculated from Table A.9 in then&x).

3.5.2. Trade Balance, Current Account and Reserves Position

The figures on the trade balance in Table 7 belbawsthat both the
OIC-LDCs group and the group of all LDCs recordeadé balance
deficits in all the years over the period 1996-2008e highest trade
deficit of the OIC-LDCs amounted to $13.2 billiam 2000, and that of
all LDCs amounted to $11.4 billion in 1999. Itaf,course, obvious that
the volumes of these deficits reflect the perforoganf both the export
and the import side in the two groups in each year.

Except in 1998, the trade balance deficit in th€QDCs exceeded
that of the all LDCs group in all the years of tperiod under
consideration. While this deficit continued to iease in the OIC-LDCs
in the last two years, it diminished significanily the group of all
LDCs. On the other hand, while the trade deficil@veloping countries
was significantly increasing in the same period, tttade balance of OIC
countries recovered strongly and recorded a susphish amounted to
$46.3 billion in 1999 and $86.6 billion in 2000.

The figures on the current account balance in TZkd@ow that the
OIC-LDCs have succeeded, as a group, in decreétsingdeficit in their
current account balance from $4 billion in 1996201 billion in 1999. In
contrast, this deficit increased steadily in theecaf all LDCs from $9.7
billion in 1996 to $13.3 billion in 1999. Yet, thigures on the number of
countries with deficit or surplus current accouatance indicate that an
overwhelming majority of the OIC-LDCs had a currestount balance
deficit during the same period.

Table 7 below also summarises the position of fpreexchange
reserves excluding gold in the OIC-LDCs in termghef US dollar and
according to the number of countries with a detating or improving
reserve position. The term “deteriorating” indicate decrease in or
depletion of international foreign reserves exahgdigold. These
reserves are usually used to partially financeddficit in the current
account balance. In contrast, the term “improvingficates an addition
to or accumulation in these reserves. This may roemen when a
country has a deficit current account balance, igiog that it may
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manage to finance its deficit through externalritial channels, such as
external borrowing (foreign debt), attracting mofereign direct
investment (FDI) or receiving foreign official fineial assistance.

TABLE 7: TRADE BALANCE, CURRENT ACCOUNT
AND RESERVE POSITION (Billion US $)

199¢ | 1997 | 199¢ | 199¢ | 200C
Trade Balance
OIC-LDCs -9.5 -91 | -115 | -126 |-13.2
All LDCs -9.C -8.¢ | -12.1 | -11.4 |-8.2
OIC countrie 26.1 36.2 -0.¢ 46.2 [86.€
Developing countrie 0.4 -0.E |-107.¢ |-234.€ [-417.(
Current Account Balance
OIC-LDCs -4.0 -3.0 -35 [-21
All LDCs -9.7 -9.¢ | -13.1 |-13.2 |-12.C
OIC countrie -7.€ -4.€ | -17.1 16.€
Developing countrie -74.z | -59.1 | -86.¢ | -10.5 |60.Z
Number of OIC-LDCswith
(-) Current Account Balan 17 18 16 12
(+) Current Account Balan 2 1 1 2
Reserves Excludina Gold
OIC-LDCs 6.1 6.4 6.9 72 |82
All LDCs 10.¢ 11.1 11.5 11.4 |12.1
OIC countrie 144.2 | 151.2 | 155.€ [174.1 |181.t
Developing countrie 522.¢ | 573.7 |586.1 |622.: |686.F
Number of OIC-LDCswith
Deteriorating positio 9 11 7 1C 6
Improving positiol 11 9 13 1C 11

Source: Tables 5, 6 above and Tables A.10 and A.11 in thexAn
Notes: (-) Deficit current account balance. (+) Surplusent account balance.

In terms of the US dollar, the total foreign exdp@nreserves
excluding gold in the OIC-LDCs, on which the date available,
increased slightly during the five-year period 12990 from $6.1
billion in 1996 to $8.2 billion in 2000. A similarend has also been
observed in the case of all other groups. In tleisodl, the share of the
OIC-LDCs in the total reserves of all LDCs was digaincreasing and
accounted for 67.8 per cent in 2000 (calculatedgugihe data in Table
7).

As it may be observed, although an overwhelmingonitgj of the
OIC-LDCs had to cope with the deficits in their mnt account balance,
and thus, deterioration is, in general, expectetthér foreign exchange
reserves, the actual picture does not conform it dkpectation. One
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third or at most half of the OIC-LDCs, for whichetldata are available,
experienced deterioration in their foreign excharggerves during the
period under consideration and the rest were ablémprove their

reserves. This implies that at least one thirdhef ®IC-LDCs managed
to finance their current account deficits throuble txternal financial
channels mentioned above. This is what we attemptviestigate in the
following sub-section.

3.6. Financial Flows and Exter nal Debt

The total financial flows to the LDCs have declingdadily since the
beginning of the 1990s, particularly in the secdvadf of the decade.
These flows amounted to $12.6 billion in 1997 (i3®7 per cent of the
total flows to developing countries) as comparethv#il4 billion in
1990 (i.e., 14.1 per cent of the total flows to eleping countries)
(calculated from Table A.12 in the annex). Simitands have been also
observed in the case of the OIC-LDCs. These floeslided to $5.6
billion in 1997 from $7.4 billion in 1990, but ineased slightly in 1999
to reach $6 billion. The share of the OIC-LDCsatat financial flows
to all LDCs accounted for 42.9 per cent in 1999 parad with 52.8 per
cent in 1990 and for only 2.3 per cent of totalafinial flows to
developing countries in 1999 compared with 7.5qest in 1990 (Table
8 below).

TABLE 8: FINANCIAL FLOWS (Net billion US $

199¢ 199¢ 1997 199¢ 199¢
Total Financial Flows
OIC-LDCs 7.4 6.0 5.6 5.9 6.0
As % of
All LDCs 52.¢ 47.C 44.F 45.¢ 42.¢
Developing countrie 7.5 1.¢ 1.€ 1.8 2.8
Official Financial Flows
OIC-LDCs 7.2 5.6 49 |49 4.7
As % of
All LDCs 54.2 53.7 52.C 52.C |52.4
Developingcountrie! 12.¢ 17.7 12.2 9.1 [10.4
Private Financial Flows
OIC-LDCs 0.2 0.4 0.7 |1.0 13
As % of
All LDCs 29.2 17.z 21.€ 27.4| 25.€
Developing countrie 0.E 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.€

Source: Tables A.12- A.14 in the Annex.
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Official financial flows, mainly Official Developnm@ Assistance
(ODA), constitute the main source of the total fic@l flows to all
LDCs, including the OIC-LDCs. These flows have alsclined steadily
since the beginning of the 1990s. They amounte®Btdillion in 1999
(i.e., 19.8 per cent of the total official flows developing countries) as
compared with $13.2 billion in 1990 (i.e., 23.7 pamt of the total
official flows to developing countries) (calculatéwm Table A.13 in
the annex). Similar trends have been also obsarvéite case of OIC-
LDCs. Official financial flows to the OIC-LDCs daakd to $4.7 billion
in 1999 from $7.2 billion in 1990. The share of B&C-LDCs in the
total official financial flows to all LDCs declinefilom 54.2 per cent in
1990 to 52 per cent in 1998 and from 17.7 per cdntotal official
financial flows to developing countries in 199611@.4 per cent in 1999
(Table 8).

While other sources of such financial flows to thBCs have
remained limited, these countries in general hawe been able to
compensate for the shortfall in official developiné&nance by gaining
access to private financing. For example, the teifiaancial flows to the
LDCs have remained modest during the 1990s. Theyuated to $4.9
billion on a net basis in 1999, corresponding tty ¢h3 per cent of the
total private financial flows to developing couesi (calculated from
Table A.14 in the annex). In the case of the OIGEsDthese flows
amounted to about $1.3 billion in 1999, correspogdo 25.6 per cent of
the total private financial flows to all LDCs armla mere 0.6 per cent of
that of the developing countries (Table 8 abov&joWws of portfolio and
equity investment in the LDCs, including the OIC mieers, were also
negligible in the same period.

On the other hand, foreign direct investment (Fbflows to LDCs
increased significantly in the second half of tH#90ds. These flows
amounted to $5.7 billion on a net basis in 1999 mamd with almost $2
billion in 1995. Yet, this makes up only 3.1 pentef FDI inflows to
the developing countries in 1999, albeit this feyjaompares favourably
with the 1.8 per cent recorded in 1995 (calculdtech Table A.15 in
the annex). Similar trends have been observeddrcése of the OIC-
LDCs. FDI inflows to these countries amounted ta®$dillion in 1999
compared with only $0.2 billion in 1995. The shafeéhe OIC-LDCs in
total FDI inflows to all LDCs increased accordingfgm 9.5 per cent in
1995 to 32.6 per cent in 1999, and from a mere.Dfp@rcent of total
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FDI inflows to developing countries to only 1 pentén the same period
(Table 9).

TABLE 9: NET FOREIGN DIRECT INVESTMENT
AND TOTAL EXTERNAL DEBT (Billion US $)

199¢ 199¢ 1997 199¢ 199¢
Foreign Direct | nvestment
OIC-LDCs 0.2 04 0.7 10 |19
As % of :
All LDCs 9.t 16.¢€ 26.7 28.1 |32.¢
OIC countrie 1.1 2.2 3.€ 6.5 |15.2
Developing countrie 0.z 0.2 0.4 0.6 [1.C
Total External Debt
OIC-LDCs 76.2 75.7 72.2 76.2 |75.7
As % of
All LDCs 50.C 50.t 50.C 49.t |51.2
OIC countrie 13.2 13.C 12.4 12.1 |12.1
Developing countrie 3.t 3.4 3.1 3.C 13.C

Source: Table A.15 and Table A.16 in the Annex.

Given this state of affairs, the LDCs including tldC-LDCs
continued to rely heavily on external borrowingfimancing the deficit
in their current account balances and their devetg programmes as
a whole.

Total outstanding external debt of LDCs as a growgreased by
$9.3 billion in 1998 to reach $153.8 billion aftefell to $144.5 billion
in 1997 from $152.6 billion in 1995. However, italeased again in
1999 to $147.7 billion (Table A.16 in the anneximBar trends have
also been observed in the case of the OIC-LDCs.tdta outstanding
external debt of the OIC-LDCs increased to reach.®illion in
1998, the same level of 1995, after having decb&s&72.2 billion in
1997. However, although the total external debttled OIC-LDCs
decreased slightly to $75.7 billion in 1999, itsamh in all LDCs
increased slightly to 51.2 percent compared wittb4&r cent in 1998
(Table 9 above).

Overall, the external debt overhang in the majodfythe LDCs,
including the OIC ones, continues to be a seriobstagle to their
development efforts and economic growth. Debt sert@kes up a large
part of scarce budgetary resources that couldreetdd to productive and
social areas. The situation is aggravated furtlyethb effects of global
financial crises and the volatility of commodityiqas. The serious debt
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problems of the LDCs necessitate a comprehensluéasy including the
full, speedy and effective implementation of thehamed Heavily
Indebted Poor Countries (HIPC) initiative and ottebt relief measures.
In this respect, it is worth mentioning that actidaken by multilateral and
bilateral creditors to provide faster, deeper anohder debt relief for
HIPCs are useful steps towards solving serious peddilems of LDCs
(for details on external debt problems and theustaf the OIC-LDCs in
the HIPC initiative, see SESRTCICTHe External Debt situation of
African OIC Member Countries. The Enhanced HIPC Scheme, New Rdlief
or New Burdens’).

4. THE PROGRAMME OF ACTION FOR THE LDCsFOR THE
DECADE 2001-2010

4.1. Background

Ten years after the adoption of the Paris Programin&ction for the

LDCs for the 1990s by the Second United Nationsf€@eamce on LDCs
in 1990, the objectives and goals set therein heotebeen achieved.
LDCs are being bypassed by the process of glolialisaleading to

their further marginalisation. For their part, m&af2Cs have pursued
economic reform programmes, including reducindgfsend other trade
barriers, adopting liberal currency regimes andestment policies,
privatising public enterprises, and strengtheninggtiiutional and

regulatory frameworks. The results of these refaffiorts have been
below expectations. Declining availability of dortiesand external
financial resources, heavy debt burden, volatilmmodity prices, and
lack of economic and export diversification haveaesly affected the
growth and development of these countries.

To overcome these conditions, the United Nationd)(k&cognised
the need for more commitment to provide more effecinternational
support for LDCs. In response, the UN General Adsgrdecided in
the late 1990s to convene the Third United NatiGosference on the
LDCs, which was held in Brussels, Belgium in 144@y 2001. The
Conference adopted the “Brussels Declaration” inictvhthe
international community commits itself to workingrfthe beneficial
integration of the LDCs into the global economyhiaging accelerated
sustainable economic growth and development andicaiing
poverty, inequality and deprivation. To this endie tConference
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adopted the Programme of Action (POA) for the LOGsthe decade
2001-2010.

The POA for the LDCs for the decade 2001-2010 @ldies policies
and measures by LDCs, on the one hand, and theielafement
partners, on the other, to reverse the currentdsreand to promote
sustainable economic growth and development of LDCalso builds
on the outcomes of recent major UN conferences samamits in the
specific context of LDCs and adopts ways and meahstheir
application to address the particular problemsnigjdhese countries.
Effective mechanisms and arrangements for impleatient, follow-up,
review and monitoring of these policies and measare crucial to the
success of the Programme.

4.2. Objectives and Goals

The POA for 2001-2010 aims to significantly improtlee human
conditions of more than 600 million people in 49 @® during the
present decade. It provides a framework for a gtiginbal partnership
to accelerate sustainable economic growth and denednt in LDCs, to
end marginalisation by eradicating poverty, inetiyand deprivation in
these countries, and to enable them to integrateflogally into the
world economy.

The overall goal of the POA is to make sustaingiotgyress toward
halving the proportion of people living in extremeverty and suffering
from hunger by 2015 and promote the sustainableldpment of the
LDCs. This will require, among other things, sigraint and steady
increases in GDP growth rates in the LDCs. To ¢mat, the LDCs, with
the support of their development partners, willvstrto attain a GDP
growth rate of at least 7 per cent per annum aontease the ratio of
investment to GDP to 25 per cent per annum.

According to the POA, the national policies of thBCs and the
external support measures by their partners dutiegcurrent decade
will focus, inter alia, on the following priorities:

(1) A significant reduction in extreme poverty;

(2) Developing human and institutional resources topsupsustained
growth and development;
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(3) Removing supply-side constraints and enhancing ymtbee
capacity and promoting the expansion of domestiaketa to
accelerate growth, income and employment generation

(4) Accelerating LDCs growth with the aim of enhancthgir share in
world trade and global financial and investmenivo

(5) Environmental protection, accepting that LDCs andustrialised
countries have common but differentiated respolitsipi

(6) Attaining food security and reducing malnutrition.

The POA seeks concrete ways and means to effgctarebst and
reverse the continued socio-economic marginalisatid the LDCs,
improve their share in international trade, foredirect investment and
other financial flows and create an enabling emvitent for them to be
able to benefit from globalisation and minimise ede consequences
thereof. Another important objective of the POAdsestore confidence
and enhance the new form of partnership and cobperbetween the
LDCs and their development partners by promotinduaduand shared
responsibility.

4.3. A Framework for Partnership and Mutual Commitments

The POA established a strong framework for partnprdased on
mutual commitments by the LDCs and their developgnpartners to

undertake concrete actions in a number of intdelihareas set out in
the Programme. The Programme includes seven majomiments in

different areas as follows:

(1) Fostering a people-centred policy framework;

(2) Good governance at national and international &vel

(3) Building human and institutional capacities;

(4) Building productive capacities to make globalisatwork for LDCs;
(5) Enhancing the role of trade in development;

(6) Reducing vulnerability and protecting the enviromte

(7) Mobilising financial resources.

Under each of these areas, both the LDCs and tiesielopment
partners are committed to undertake a wide rangmlfy actions in a
collaborative manner. Each LDC will translate th@iges in the POA
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into concrete measures within the framework of wstional

development programme. On the other hand, the dpweint partners
will assist in the implementation of the POA thrbutpe commitments
undertaken in the Programme in a spirit of genswi@arity and shared
responsibility. They should support agreed objegtivand policies
designed by LDCs on the basis of the POA and egsthational

development and cooperation frameworks. On theshafseach LDC'’s
commitment to these long-term policy framework arpdans,

development partners commit to extend adequate osugpr their

implementation, including financial and technicapport.

4.4. Implementation, Follow-up and Monitoring and Review

Success in attaining the objectives of the POA w#pend on the
effective functioning of the arrangements for itgplementation, follow-
up, monitoring and review at the national, regioaatl global levels.
The main thrusts of these three tracks of followailpbe:

(1) At the national level, each LDC with the supportitefdevelopment
partners will promote the implementation of thei@tt contained in
the POA by translating them into specific measuséthin their
national development framework and poverty eradhioastrategy
taking into account its particular circumstanced priorities. LDCs
should accomplish this with the full involvement it public and
private sectors in a collaboration manner to imgetrthe agreed
commitments. In this respect, it is important tketanto account the
specific geographical constraints and vulnerabsitof each LDC,
including small island and landlocked LDCs.

(2) Regional follow-up should focus on cooperation lesw LDCs and
other countries at the regional level. The relevaiN regional
commissions should undertake, in close coordinatiand
cooperation with regional development banks anergavernmental
organisations, periodic follow-up, monitoring amview of progress
in the implementation of the POA. They should oHeropportunity
for LDCs to exchange experiences with other coestm the same
region and to seek solutions to common developmeniblems at
the national, regional and global levels.
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(3) The global-level follow-up should be primarily cawmed with
assessing the socio-economic performance of thesl Dnitoring
the implementation of commitments by the LDCs dmartpartners,
reviewing the implementation and follow-up mecharssat country,
regional and sectoral levels, and policy develogse the global
level with implications for LDCs.

Follow-up, monitoring and review of the POA alongetabove
tracks should involve all relevant stakeholders.eyrhshould be
conducted in a coherent and mutually supportivemaarAs in the case
of the past Programmes of Action, the UN Generaefsbly should
monitor the implementation of the new POA undepectic item on its
agenda. In this respect, substantive preparationsaé well as review
and monitoring of, the implementation of the POAWd be carried out
by relevant bodies of the UN system under the aespdf the Economic
and Social Council.

The governing bodies of the UN system, as well dlero
multilateral  organisations, are invited to mainatre the
implementation of the POA within their programmdsark, as well
as in their intergovernmental processes. In thigpeet, there is a
critical need for an effective mechanism to suppot¢rgovernmental
review and follow-up of the implementation of th©A&, to mobilise
the UN system organisations, as well as other agiewnultilateral
organisations; and to facilitate substantive pgréiton in appropriate
multilateral forums.

The goals and targets set out in the POA will bedu®s review and
evaluate the performance of the LDCs and their logwneent partners in
implementing the various commitments. The succédseoPOA will be
judged, in the end, by its contribution to the @lesocio-economic
progress of the LDCs, especially towards achievingernational
development targets.

5. CONCLUSION

Overall, the LDCs did not achieve the expected meg in the last
decade in realising the objectives and goals sétilouthe Paris
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Programme of Action for the LDCs for the 1990s. Deag
availability of domestic and external financial oasces, heavy debt
burden, falling or volatile commodity prices, arak of economic and
export diversification have seriously affected tlggowth and
development of these countries. In the contextheké vulnerabilities
and constraints, the needed international suppastbeen inadequate
and the results of development efforts by the LI2@d their partners
have been below expectations. The LDCs were thpsdsed by the
process of globalisation; a situation which led tlweir further
marginalisation.

This is also true for the OIC-LDCs, which cons#twt substantial
part of all LDCs and followed in general the samaétgrns of growth in
the same period. Therefore, the following remarkstlee LDCs as a
whole apply also to the OIC-LDCs as a group.

On average, the LDCs have made limited progressva@rcoming
structural constraints, limited and undiversifiedguctive capacities,
poor infrastructure, weak institutions and low lesvef investment, debt
overhang, and extreme poverty. Consequently, urdiker countries,
the LDCs, including the OIC ones, were not in gaheble to benefit
enough from the recent strengthening of the wortdbnemy by
increasing their share in it. The rate of growthLiDCs fell steadily,
particularly in the second half of the decade. Tkbare of world trade
has remained almost unchanged at a mere 0.5 pérwkeich reflect
their small share in world output.

The existing economic structure of the LDCs faitecgenerate the
national income and export earnings needed to miairand expand
investment, which in turn impeded sustainable ecoogrowth. Due to
the low income per capita in most LDCs and the stpawth rates
compared to their population growth rates, the e for domestic
resource mobilisation (savings and investments)ois being realised.
The LDCs are thus caught in a trap: on the one hHamdincomes and
slow growth limited the scope for domestic resourmbilisation, on the
other, inefficiency of resource use and low ratesneestment limited
growth. Consequently, external financial channedsanthe only way out
of this vicious circle.
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However, while the LDCs’ access to private finah@aurces for
investment remained limited, official financial Ws and other
development finance from the main donor countriagehalso declined
since the beginning of the 1990s. Since then, ar@hgheir external debt
overhang, it has been increasingly difficult for C® that rely mostly in
their development on aid flows to cope with thelleinges of globalisation
and liberalisation. They face capacity limitatidnstaking advantage of
market opening opportunities and gaining accesmftamation, skills,
technology and capital generated by the proceg®bélisation.

Considering this state of affairs, it was recogmisthat more
commitment to provide increased and more effedtiternational support
for LDC is required to overcome these conditiomsrdsponse, the UN
General Assembly decided in the late 1990s to amvee Third United
Nations Conference on the LDCs, which was heldrirsBels, Belgium in
14-20 May 2001. The Conference adopted the Progeanfréction for
the LDCs for the decade 2001-2010. This Programigukates policies
and measures by the LDCs, on the one hand, and dbeelopment
partners, on the other, to reverse the currentisremd to promote the
sustainable economic growth and development ofLD€s and their
beneficial integration into the world economy.

The implementation and follow-up of the Programrhédction at the
national level are of primary importance. The LDgosernments should
undertake this task within their respective natiaevelopment plans and
poverty eradication strategies, and with the ingolent of civil society,
including the private sector, on the basis of aabifbased inclusive
dialogue. The development partners should supoeed objectives and
policies designed by LDCs on the basis of the Rirmgne and existing
national development and cooperation frameworksthi@nbasis of each
LDC’s commitment to the policies and measures set in the
Programme, development partners should extend atkecaupport for
their implementation, including financial and teitah support.

Effective mechanisms and arrangements for impleatiemnt, follow-
up, review and monitoring of these policies and soeas are critical to
the success of the Programme. Thus, restoringaemde and enhancing
partnership and cooperation between the LDCs aeil tfevelopment
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partners are of primary importance. It should beogamised that it is
only by absorbing the previous experiences andiesshat the goals
and targets set out in the new Programme of AdimonLDCs can be
achieved.

In this connection, and at the OIC-regional letleé Twenty-eighth
Session of the Islamic Conference of Foreign Marstdecided, in its
Resolution No. 5/28-E, to set up an open-endedgat@rnmental group
of experts including representatives of the OIC atsd specialised
institutions. This group would be expected to pdagignificant role in
examining the ways and means of implementing theg®amme of
Action for 2001-2010 in respect of the OIC-LDCs asdbmitting
proposals of intra-OIC cooperation in this regand ¢onsideration by
the Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers.

Meanwhile, OIC Member States are called upon taicoa their
cooperation efforts to extend assistance in thienieal, financial, food
and other forms to the least developed Membersmdakto account the
special needs and problems of the land-locked amdllsisland
countries. In this context, the OIC land-locked moes are called upon
to implement measures to strengthen their cooperaind collaborative
efforts with their transit neighbours and donor minies in dealing with
the transit problems and develop their transpdragtructure and road
network.
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ANNEX- A

TABLE A.1: REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF THE WORLD LDCs

A F R I C A
Angola Benin
Burundi* Burkina Faso*
Cape Verde** C. Africa Rep.*
Comor os** Chad*
Djibouti Congo
Eritrea Equatorial Guinea
Ethiopia* Gambia
Guinea Guinea-Bissau
Lesotho* Liberia
Madagascar** Malawi*
Mali* Mauritania
M ozambique Niger*
Rwanda* Sao Tome & Principe**
Senegal SierraLeone
Somalia Sudan
Tanzania Togo
Uganda* Zambia*

A S | A

Afghanistan*

Bangladesh
Bhutan*

Cambodia

Lao PDR

M aldives**

Myanmar

Nepal*

Yemen

P ACI1 F.I

Kiribati**

Samoa**
Solomon Islands**

Tuvalu**

Vanuatu**

CARIBBEAN

Haiti**

C

Source: UNCTAD

www.unctad.orgStatistical Profiles of the LDCs 2001.

Notes: (*) Land-locked country. (**) Island country.
The countries in bold are the OIC-LDCs.
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TABLE A.2: TOTAL POPULATION

(In millions)

1996 1997 1998 1999 200(
Afghanistan 20.37 20.87 21.3¢ 21.92 22.48
Bangladesh 122.37 12458 125.05 127.23 129.44
Benin 5.63 5.79 5.96 6.13 6.30
Burkina Faso 11.03 11.29 11.62 11.95 12.29
Chad 6.51 6.67 6.83 7.29 7.4
Comoros 0.51 0.52 0.54 0.55 0.57
Djibouti 0.64 0.65 0.65 0.66 0.67
Gambia 1.15 1.18 1.23 1.27 1.31
Guinea 6.75 6.94 7.14 8.14 9.14
Guinea-Bissau 1.11 1.13 1.15 1.17 1.2p
Maldives 0.26 0.27 0.27 0.28 0.29
Mali 10.10 10.40 10.64 10.89 11.14
Mauritania 2.65 2.78 2.86 2.93 3.04
Mozambique 16.18 16.54 16.92 17.30 17.49
Niger 9.52 9.83 10.16 10.49 10.84
Senegal 8.76 9.00 9.25 9.40 9.6¢
Sierra Leone 4,31 4.43 4.55 4.67 4.8p
Somalia 8.47 8.82 9.24 9.38 9.67
Sudan 25.59 26.11 26.65 27.21 27.18
Togo 4.24 4.38 4,51 4.65 4.80
Uganda 19.47 20.01 20.54 21.18 21.44
Yemen 18.41 19.06 19.74 20.45 21.18
Total OIC-LDCs 304.03 | 311.25 316.85 @ 32514 @ 333.78
As% of:
All LDCs 53.9 53.6 53.6 53.6 53.7
OIC total 26.1 26.1 26.0 26.1 26.3

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.3: GDP AT CURRENT PRICES

(Million US dollars)

1996 1997 1998 1999 200(4
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 41525 43228 44916 46818 48472
Benin 2208 2141 2306 2373 226
Burkina Faso 2536 2387 25969 2584 2391
Chad 1607 1507 1682 1558 1391
Comoros 213 194 193 193 164
Djibouti 494 503 514 536 553
Gambia 393 413 425 432 425
Guinea 3867 3783 3597 3596 301p
Guinea-Bissau 270 269 206 218 22
Maldives 302 339 377 393 435
Mali 2578 2437 2699 2711 2478
Mauritania 1116 1096 1001 959 942
Mozambique 2937 3513 3918 4006 3878
Niger 1988 1846 2088 2021 186¢
Senegal 4637 4370 4671 4758 4384
Sierra Leone 942 850 672 664 604
Somalia
Sudan 8228 10601 10339 10235 115p0
Togo 1465 1499 1416 1423 124§
Uganda 5995 6246 6727 6377 620p
Yemen 6150 6596 6299 6828 865§
Total OIC-LDCs 89451 93818 96645 98683 @ 101385
As% of:
All LDCs 59.8 59.7 61.0 60.3 58.7
OIC total 6.2 6.4 7.4 7.3 7.1

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.4: STRUCTURE OF OUTPUT
(Value added as % of GDP, average 1995-99)

Agriculture | Industry:. of which Services
Manufacture

Afghanistan
Bangladesh 26.0 22.5 13.5 52.0
Benin 36.0 13.0 7.5 50.5
Burkina Faso 33.0 27.0 21.0 40.0
Chad 41.0 18.0 13.5 41.5
Comoros 39.0 14.0 4.0 47.0
Djibouti 3.0 20.0 4.0 77.0
Gambia 27.4 14.8 7.0 58.8
Guinea 23.5 25.0 9.0 51.5
Guinea-Bissau 52.5 15.4 6.3 324
Maldives 22.0 16.0 6.0 61.6
Mali 46.5 17.0 5.0 37.0
Mauritania 26.0 29.5 11.5 44.5
Mozambique 32.5 18.0 13.0 49.5
Niger 39.5 17.5 6.0 43.5
Senegal 19.0 215 14.5 59.5
Sierra Leone 43.0 25.5 5.0 31.5
Somalia
Sudan 39.0 18.0 9.0 43.0
Togo 40.5 21.0 9.0 38.5
Uganda 47.0 16.0 7.5 37.0
Yemen 19.5 38.0 12.5 42.5
Average OIC-LDCs 30.3 215 11.6 49.0
All LDCs* 33.0 25.0 11.0 420
OIC average 16.7 384 15.9 44.2
Developing countries* 13.0 36.0 23.0 51.0

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).

(*) 1998.

89



90

Journal of Economic Cooperation

TABLE A.5: REAL GDP GROWTH RATES
(In per cent)

1996 | 1997 ¢ 1998 1999  200(
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 5.0 5.3 5.0 5.2 5.
Benin 55 5.7 45 5.0 5.3
Burkina Faso 6.0 4.8 6.2 5.8 4.
Chad 2.4 4.5 6.7 0.5 0.6
Comoros -1.2 0.3 -1.2 -0.4 1.7
Djibouti -4.1 -0.7 0.1 2.2 0.7
Gambia 6.2 4.9 35 6.4 5.3
Guinea 5.0 4.8 4.5 3.3 4.5
Guinea-Bissau 4.6 55 -28.1 7.6 9.8
Maldives 7.9 9.1 9.1 8.5 7.6
Mali 4.3 6.7 4.9 6.6 4.3
Mauritania 55 3.2 3.7 4.1 5.2
Mozambique 7.1 11.1 11.6 7.3 3.8
Niger 3.4 2.8 10.4 -0.6 3.0
Senegal 5.1 5.0 5.7 5.1 5.5
Sierra Leone -24.8 -17.6 -0.8 -8.1 3.8
Somalia
Sudan 10.5 10.2 6.1 5.1 8.3
Togo 9.7 4.3 -2.1 2.7 -0.5
Uganda 8.6 5.1 4.6 7.6 4.9
Yemen 2.9 8.1 5.3 3.8 6.5
Average OIC-LDCs 5.3 5.8 5.1 49 5.0
All LDCs 5.6 4.4 40 4.0 5.2
OIC average 55 4.7 0.3 -14 4.7
Developing countries 6.6 5.8 3.5 3.9 5.8

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.6: PER CAPITA GDP
(Current US $)

1996 | 1997 ¢ 1998 1999  200(
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 339 347 359 368 377
Benin 392 370 387 387 36(
Burkina Faso 230 211 224 216 191
Chad 247 226 246 214 184
Comoros 418 369 359 346 289
Djibouti 772 773 791 811 825
Gambia 343 349 344 340 321
Guinea 573 545 504 442 33
Guinea-Bissau 244 238 179 186 191
Maldives 1168 1264 1407 1413 1543
Mali 255 234 254 249 223
Mauritania 421 395 350 327 317
Mozambique 182 212 232 232 219
Niger 209 188 206 193 172
Senegal 529 485 505 50¢ 4541
Sierra Leone 218 192 14§& 142 12b
Somalia
Sudan 322 406 388 376 41%
Togo 345 343 314 306 26(
Uganda 308 312 327 301 284
Yemen 334 346 319 334 404
Average OIC-LDCs 294 301 305 304 304
Average of all LDCs 265 270 268 270 278
OIC average 1232 1230 : 1075 @ 1091 1141

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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(In per cent)

1996 @ 1997: 1998 1999 200D
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 8.8 4.8 8.0 6.2 4.7
Benin 4.9 3.8 5.8 0.3 4.2
Burkina Faso 6.1 2.3 5.0 -1.1 -0.2
Chad 11.8 5.9 4.4 -8.0 3.1
Comoros 2.0 3.0 3.5 3.5 3.5
Djibouti 35 25 2.2 2.0 2.4
Gambia 4.8 3.1 1.1 25 2.5
Guinea 3.0 1.9 51 4.6 6.8
Guinea-Bissau 50.7 49.1 8.C -2.1 9.1
Maldives 6.2 7.6 -1.4 3.0 2.0
Mali 6.5 -0.7 4.1 -1.2 1.2
Mauritania 4.7 4.5 8.0 4.1 3.3
Mozambique 44.6 6.4 0.6 3.1 12.B
Niger 5.3 2.9 4.5 2.9 2.9
Senegal 2.8 1.7 2.4 0.8 0.1
Sierra Leone 23.1 14.9 355 34.1 5p
Somalia
Sudan 132.8 46.7 17.1 16.0 8.
Togo 25 55 -1.4 45 -2.5
Uganda 7.5 7.8 5.8 -0.2 6.3
Yemen 40.0 4.6 11.5 9.2 8.0
Average OIC-LDCs 23.8 9.0 8.2 6.0 5.2
All LDCs 515 20.0 13.2 20.1 20.7
OIC average 22.0 17.2 24.9 15.3 10.8
Developing countries 15.4 9.9 10.5 6.8 6.0

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.8: MERCHANDISE EXPORTS
(FOB, million US $)

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
Afghanistan 128 144 139 111 15(
Bangladesh 3297 362¢ 3822 4520 56%8
Benin 262 185 232 207 232
Burkina Faso 189 194 292 174 221
Chad 117 93 120 97 85
Comoros 14 6 4 11 15
Djibouti 116 102 125 140 148
Gambia 22 15 29 8 20
Guinea 614 642 821 759 82(
Guinea-Bissau 58 69 102 81 63
Maldives 105 94 137 306 287
Mali 282 270 292 237 241
Mauritania 550 517 495 508 499
Mozambique 226 223 245 271 374
Niger 222 193 206 173 167
Senegal 872 725 832 816 861
Sierra Leone 47 17 7 6 49
Somalia 192 157 128 119 144
Sudan 480 478 538 700 115p
Togo 357 423 413 421 427
Uganda 568 599 410 367 3545
Yemen 2413 2479 1497 1965 1899
Total OIC-LDCs 11131 11253 | 10886 @ 11997 13872
As% of:
OIC total 2.8 2.7 3.2 3.0 2.7
All LDCs 41.7 39.1 41.0 40.7 39.1
Annual % change:
OIC-LDCs 7.9 11 -34 9.3 135
All LDCs 9.0 7.3 -8.3 9.8 16.9
OIC countries 12.0 3.3 -20.9 14.6 22.0
Developing countries 7.3 6.0 -10.6 1.2 15.1

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.9: MERCHANDISE IMPORTS

(CIF, million US $)

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
Afghanistan 623 558 476 468 45(
Bangladesh 6935 6863 7379 8352 9082
Benin 559 603 639 843 118¢
Burkina Faso 603 530 814 771 838
Chad 175 132 177 145 171
Comoros 154 57 48 56 60
Djibouti 381 386 560 597 611
Gambia 272 174 329 194 234
Guinea 691 576 775 741 764
Guinea-Bissau 109 82 91 82 94
Maldives 480 462 425 788 820
Mali 1121 1138 1222 1260 134]
Mauritania 610 630 610 589 672
Mozambique 783 1096 817 1200 1440
Niger 289 295 362 315 409
Senegal 1324 1210 1537 1608 1780
Sierra Leone 294 233 198 292 399
Somalia 278 289 246 285 329
Sudan 1268 1477 160¢ 1477 1490
Togo 961 1038 1088 108¢ 1208
Uganda 830 804 860 837 934
Yemen 1852 1807 2167 2587 2748
Total OIC-LDCs 20592 | 20440 @ 22420 @ 24576 | 27082
As% of:
OIC total 55 5.4 6.6 7.0 6.4
All LDCs 57.7 54.2 57.9 60.1 61.7
Annual % change:
OIC-LDCs 6.7 -0.7 8.8 8.8 9.3
All LDCs 7.8 5.3 2.6 54 6.8
OIC countries 6.7 0.9 -9.8 3.2 16.3
Developing countries 6.8 6.1 -4.1 74 19.9

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.10:

CURRENT ACCOUNT BALANCE
(Million US $)

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
Afghanistan
Bangladesh -823.9 -991.4 -327.3 -35.1 -291.
Benin -231.1 -57.4 -169.9 -151.5 -157
Burkina Faso -81 -232 -237 -233 -314
Chad -36 -75 -84 -101 -161
Comoros -18.9 -39.9 -33.9
Djibouti -23
Gambia -8.2 -47.7 -23.5 -42.6 -45.%
Guinea -216.5 -177.3 -91.1 -183.6 -151]
Guinea-Bissau -50.6 -60.4 -30.3
Maldives -18.2 -7.5 -34.3 -23.2 -70
Mali -283.8 -273.2 -178.4 -125
Mauritania 221 91.3 47.8 77.2 140
Mozambique -444.7 -420.5 -295.6 -429.3
Niger -151.7 -181 -185 -199 -174
Senegal -244.5 -199.5 -184.9 -80 -30
Sierra Leone -126.5 -181 -34.5 -78.9
Somalia
Sudan -499.9 -826.8 -828.1 -956.5 -464.
Togo -122 -153.9 -116.9 -140.1 -127
Uganda -338.9 -252.3 -366.8 -502.6 -550.
Yemen 143.7 38.8 -68.8 -303.3 577,
Total OIC-LDCs* -3.6 -4.0 -3.0 -35 -21
All LDCs* -8.9 -9.7 -9.9 -13.1 -13.3
OIC total* -34.3 -7.8 -4.6 -17.1 16.6
Developing countries -96.2 -74.2 -50.1 -86.8 -10.5

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).

(*) Billion US dollars.
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TABLE A.11: RESERVES EXCLUDING GOLD

(Million US $)

1996 1997 1998 1999 200d
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 1834.€ 15815 19054 1603.6 14B6
Benin 261.8 253.1 261.5 400 458.1L
Burkina Faso 338.6 344.8 373.3 295 24316
Chad 164.48  135.8- 120.09 95.02 11047
Comoros 50.55 40.48 39.14 37.15 43.21
Djibouti 76.97 66.57 66.45 70.61 67.8
Gambia 102.13 96.04 106.356 111.25
Guinea 87.34 121.63 236.71 199.68 147]91
Guinea-Bissau 11.53 33.7 35.76 35.28 66.f3
Maldives 76.17 98.31 118.54 127.12 122]8
Mali 431.5 414.9 402.9 349.7 381.2
Mauritania 141.2 200.8 202.9 224.3
Mozambique 344.06 517.35 608.5 651.6 725|11
Niger 78.5 53.3 53.1 39.2 80.3
Senegal 288.3 386.2 430.8 402.9 3835
Sierra Leone 26.6 385 44.1 39.5 50.p
Somalia
Sudan 106.8 81.6 90.6 188.7
Togo 88.5 118.6 117.7 122 152.8
Uganda 528.4 633.5 725.4 763.1 808
Yemen 1017.2; 1203.1 995.5 14715 2900.3
Total OIC-LDCs* 6.1 6.4 6.9 7.2 8.2
All LDCs* 10.8 11.1 11.3 11.4 12.1
OIC total* 144.4 151.2 155.6 174.1 181.5
Developing countries 522.6 573.1 586.1 622.3 686.5

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).

(*) Billion US dollars.
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TABLE A.12: TOTAL FINANCIAL FLOWS

(Net million US $)

1990 1996 1997 1998 1999
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 1687 1395 1033 1182 1247
Benin 213 242 176 190 164
Burkina Faso 218 324 262 280 304
Chad 247 233 190 128 146
Comoros 32 24 17 25 12
Djibouti 149 62 50 56 49
Gambia 48 67 39 38 32
Guinea 212 258 285 244 247
Guinea-Bissau 96 78 88 60 43
Maldives 24 35 33 44 33
Mali 335 402 326 268 261
Mauritania 138 262 182 125 156
Mozambique 948 736 802 1068 109%
Niger 316 183 269 215 145
Senegal 691 408 538 373 379
Sierra Leone 79 101 98 110 76
Somalia 372 60 67 68 93
Sudan 603 161 220 557 581
Togo 176 164 104 142 89
Uganda 485 626 751 677 693
Yemen 333 155 81 6 155
Total OIC-LDCs 7402 5976 5611 5856 6000
All LDCs 14024 12724 12616 12918 13997
Developing countries 99316 310791 340301 334121 264900
OIC-LDCsas% of:
All LDCs 52.8 47.0 44.5 45.3 42.9
Developing countries 7.5 1.9 1.6 1.8 2.3

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.13: OFFICIAL FINANCIAL FLOWS

(Net million US $)

1990 1996 1997 1998 1999
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 1617 1382 909 1012 104
Benin 212 206 149 152 133
Burkina Faso 219 307 249 270 294
Chad 248 215 175 112 132
Comoros 33 22 15 23 11
Djibouti 149 57 45 50 44
Gambia 56 57 27 25 18
Guinea 212 217 288 237 184
Guinea-Bissau 94 77 78 60 40
Maldives 17 23 15 22 18
Mali 343 318 287 251 242
Mauritania 133 232 180 127 156
Mozambique 913 669 736 859 721
Niger 308 187 258 230 153
Senegal 649 410 347 318 325
Sierra Leone 43 96 94 105 75
Somalia 366 60 67 68 93
Sudan 603 160 122 186 211
Togo 176 147 89 112 59
Uganda 468 512 577 468 473
Yemen 303 215 220 216 305
Total OIC-LDCs 7162 5569 4927 4903 4736
All LDCs 13205 10378 9481 9437 9044
Developing countries 55672 31501 40542 53845 454
OIC-LDCsas% of:
All LDCs 54.2 53.7 52.0 52.0 52.4
Developing countries 12.9 17.7 12.2 9.1 10.4

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.14: PRIVATE FINANCIAL FLOWS

(Net million US $)

1990 1996 1997 1998 1999
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 70 13 125 170 198
Benin 1 36 27 38 31
Burkina Faso -1 17 13 10 10
Chad -1 18 15 16 14
Comoros -1 2 2 2 1
Djibouti -1 5 5 6 5
Gambia -8 11 12 13 14
Guinea -1 41 -3 7 63
Guinea-Bissau 2 1 10 0 3
Maldives 7 12 17 22 14
Mali -8 84 39 17 19
Mauritania 6 30 2 -2 0
Mozambique 35 67 66 209 374
Niger 9 -4 11 -15 -8
Senegal 42 -2 191 55 54
Sierra Leone 36 5 4 5 1
Somalia 6 0 0 0 0
Sudan 0 0 98 371 371
Togo 0 17 15 30 30
Uganda 16 114 174 208 221
Yemen 30 -60 -139 -210 -150
Total OIC-LDCs 239 407 684 952 1265
All LDCs 819 2346 3136 3478 4934
Developing countries 43645 279290 299760 280276 214
OIC-LDCsas% of:
All LDCs 29.2 17.3 21.8 27.4 25.6
Developing countries 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.6

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).
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TABLE A.15: NET FDI FLOWS TO OIC-LDCs

(Million US $)

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 2 14 141 190 174
Benin 13 36 27 38 31
Burkina Faso 10 17 13 10 10
Chad 13 18 15 16 15
Comoros 0.9 2 2 2 1
Djibouti 3.2 5 5 6 5
Gambia 7.7 10.7 12 13 14
Guinea 1 24 17 18 631
Guinea-Bissau 1 1 10 0 3
Maldives 7 9.3 11.4 11.5 11.5
Mali 111 84 39 17 19
Mauritania 7 5 3 0 2
Mozambique 45 73 64 213 384
Niger 7 20 25 9 15
Senegal 32 8 176 71 60
Sierra Leone -2 5 4 5 1
Somalia
Sudan 0 0 98 371 371
Togo 26 17 21 30 30
Uganda 121 121 175 210 222
Yemen -218 -60 -139 -210: -15(
Total OIC-LDCs 187.8 | 410.0 | 7194 @ 1020.5 : 18545
All LDCs 1975 | 2473.4 2696.3 3633.3 569(.7
OIC countries* 16.8 18.6 20.0 15.6 12.4
Developing countries* 107.C 131.5 172.6 176.8 18%.4
OIC-LDCsas% of:
All LDCs 9.5 16.6 26.7 28.1 32.6
OIC countries 11 2.2 3.6 6.5 15.2
Developing countries 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 1.0

Source: SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).

(*) Billion US dollars.
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TABLE A.16: TOTAL EXTERNAL DEBT
(In million US dollars)

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
Afghanistan
Bangladesh 16325 16007 15125 16376 17%34
Benin 1614 1594 1629 1651 168p
Burkina Faso 1267 1294 1297 1405 1518
Chad 902 997 1026 1092 114p
Comoros 203.7; 2056 206.2 2031 2014
Djibouti 281.8 2958 273.7 287.8 279B
Gambia 427.1 452.8 425.3 459.3 4589
Guinea 3242 3240 3518 3546 3518
Guinea-Bissau 898.3 936.8 921.3 970 931.2
Maldives 154.9 168.2 171.3 193.56 217]3
Mali 2958 3006 3142 3202 3183
Mauritania 2350 2412 2456 2589 25218
Mozambique 7458 7566 763¢ 8315 6949
Niger 1587 1536 1576 1663 1621
Senegal 3841 3663 3661 3847 3705
Sierra Leone 1178 1179 1144 1256 1249
Somalia 2678 2643 2561 2635 2606
Sudan 17603 16972 16326 16843 16132
Togo 1464 1472 1327 144¢ 150p
Uganda 3573 3675 3913 4015 4017
Yemen 6217 6362 3856 4157 4610
Total OIC-LDCs 76223 | 75677 72194 | 76155 | 75657
All LDCs* 152.6 150.0 144.5 153.8 147.
OIC countries* 573.1 580.9 583.5 627.6 624.3
Developing countries* 2157.5 2247.6 2337.8 2567.3 2563.6
OIC-LDCsas% of:
All LDCs 50.0 50.5 50.0 49.5 51.2
OIC countries 13.3 13.0 12.4 12.1 12.1
Developing countries 35 34 3.1 3.0 3.0

Source SESRTCIC's Statistical Database (BASEIND).

(*) Billion US dollars.
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ANNEX- B
NATIONAL WEB SITES OF OIC LEAST DEVELOPED COUNTRIES
Country Web Site Address Remarks

Afghanistan

http://www.afghan-ie.com/
http://www.afghanembassy.com/

Very little inforricat

Bangladesh http://www.bangladesh.gov.org/mgpMinistry of Planning-
[ndb/index National Data Bank
http://www.nbr-bd.org/ National Board of Revenuie

Benin http://www.planben.intnet.bj/ Org. of National Statst

Burkina Faso http://www.finances.gov.bf/

Djibouti http://www.education.dj/ Ministry of Education

Guinea http://www.guinee.gov.gn/ Government Web site

Maldives http://www.planning.gov.my/ Statistical Yearbook 200

Mali http://www.maliembassy-usa.org/ General indica{@@98)

Mauritania http://www.ons.mr/ Org. of National statistics

Mozambique http://www.ine.gov.mz/ National statistical Org.
http://www.bancomoc.mz/ Bank of Mozambique

Niger http://www.delgi.ne/ General information

Sudan http://www.moe-sd.net/ Ministry of Education
http://www.sudagric.net/ Ministry of Agriculture

Senegal http://www.finances.gov.sn/

Uganda http://www.government.go.ug/ Government of Uganda
http://www.bou.org.ug/ Bank of Uganda

Yemen http://www.centralbank.gov.ye/ Central Bank of Yemen




