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Abstract

This paper examines the effect of agricultural productivity on the environment,
using deforestation as an example. We examined this relationship using a
sample of nine countries in Central Africa, with data from the 1990s to 2020. The
econometrics results show that an increase in agricultural productivity reduced

the rate of deforestation in these countries. This suggests that policies that
facilitate the adoption of modern inputs and investment in technology leading
toanincreaseinyields from agriculture could lead to a reduction in the demand
for agricultural land.
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Introduction

Low levels of agricultural production constitute a major problem in developing
countries (Barbier and Hochard, 2014). According to FAO (2012), lack of food security
affects close to 870 million people, or close to 12% of the world population (a
percentage thatincreases to 27% in sub-Saharan Africa). According to forecasts given
by Bruinsma (2009), the global population will increase by 40% by 2050. This, coupled
with an increase in the rate of food consumption, means the population growth will
need an increase in agricultural production by 70% (100% in developing countries)
(Bruinsma, 2009).

Improvementin agricultural production is quite often seen as a solution to problems
related to both the production of a larger quantity of food and protection of forest
land. Indeed, an increase in productivity per hectare meets the set production
targets using less acreage, which could lead to weakening the demand for more
agriculturalland. (Ngomaetal.,2021; Lundberg and Abman, 2022). However, Lambin
and Meyfroidt (2011) have demonstrated that an increase in productivity does not
necessarily lead to land conservation. In certain cases, one observes increased
deforestation following an increase in productivity. This could be explained
mainly through “the rebound effect”, whereby increased productivity would make
agriculture more attractive, leading to anincrease in the demand for farmland, which
generally comprises “virgin lands that provide easy access” to farmers (Angelsen
and Kaimowitz, 2001).

It is therefore necessary to understand the underlying relationship between an
increase in agricultural productivity and deforestation in the developing world. If the
increasein agricultural productivity increases the demand for farmland, development
policies targeting an improvement in agricultural productivity could have negative
effects on the environment. However, if an increase in productivity allows farmers to
defer the need to put new land under cultivation, these development policies could
have positive environmental benefits for forest conservation.

In this study, we examined the impact of agricultural productivity on deforestation
in Central Africa. We defined Central Africa as all the countries belonging to the
Commission for Central African Forests (COMIFAC), namely Gabon, The Republic of
Congo, The Democratic Republic of Congo, Equatorial Guinea, Cameroon, Central
African Republic, Burundi, Rwanda, and Chad. Sao Tomé and Principe was excluded
from the analysis due to lack of data. COMIFAC is the reference subregional institution
in matters related to harmonization of forest and environmental policy in Central
Africa. It guides, coordinates, and makes decisions on subregional actions and
initiatives in the domain of conservation and the sustainable management of forest
ecosystems. Member countries of COMIFAC develop national forestry programmes
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and/orenvironmental action plans (NFAP, etc.) within the framework of implementing
COMIFAC policy. Some countries have national action plansin place and others have
yet to formulate theirs.

To the best of our knowledge, this study provides the first empirical analysis of the
influence of agricultural productivity on deforestation in Central African countries.
The relationship between agricultural productivity and deforestation is a fundamental
question. It has significant implications for development policies which support
use of agricultural inputs and also encourage the adoption of technologies for
improvingyields in the Central African region, which is at the heart of global concerns
on preservation of biodiversity. Indeed, the Congo Basin, the second largest forest
ecosystem in the world after the Amazon Forest, is situated in Central Africa. The
Basin plays an important role in the preservation of biodiversity.

Drivers of deforestation in the Central Africa: A
multisectoral analysis

In Central Africa, expansion of agricultural land is the most commonly cited precipitating
cause for deforestation. The migration of farmers and the concentration of new
immigrants in certain countries of Central Africa are major reasons for the clearing
of forests. Bessat (1996) demonstrated that the massive exodus of Chadian farmers
towards the north of Cameroon or towards the north of the Central African Republic
is a major cause of deforestation in these regions. The researcher showed how forest
land was rapidly disappearing in certain regions of Central Africa (such as, the case in
the Savannah region of Pool in Congo or close to Bangui) whereby farmers are settling
in peri-urban zones, seeking to move closer to large urban agglomerations so as to
engage in the production of food crops that would find a ready market. In the two
cases, deforestation occurs not only through the clearing of land that was previously
uncultivated, but also because the traditional know-how of the new arrivals does not
allow forthem to easily adapt to local conditions. Thisillustration applies, for example,
to immigrants coming from Mount Mandarah in the north of Cameroon (Bessat, 1996).
The speed of the degradation of the newly occupied lands quickly led to a fresh migration
towards new zones. In the mid-1990s the poor soils in several zones led to an increase
in cultivated land to compensate for the reduction in yield. (Bessat, 1996).

Through an analysis based on a geographic information system (GIS), Zhang et al.
(2002) highlighted how subsistence farming is the main cause of deforestation in
Central Africa, particularly in places where the forests are more accessible. However, in
Chad aswell asin Cameroon or Central African Republic, forest-savannah transitional
zones were set aside for the development of cotton farming and, to a great extent
crops, amenable to mass and regular production which could then lead to a rapid
decrease in forest land. For example, from the beginning of the 20th Century, forests
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in the south-west of Cameroon were rapidly converted into oil palm, cocoa, and
rubber plantations. These plantations, held by both small-scale farmers and large
multinational firms, progressively mushroomed and now practically cover the entire
region which has thus lost the quasi-totality of its forest cover (Nke Ndih, 2008). With
theimplementation of the structural adjustment plans imposed by the Bretton Woods
institutions, agricultural enterprises which had been created by the States, were
privatized and their new owners engaged in cutting down large swathes of forests
in order to extend their plantations. The presence of some large commercial farms,
belonging generally to multinational companies that are active in certain countries
such as Gabon and Cameroon, notably in the production of palm oil and rubber (and
of bananas in the case of Cameroon), could further increase deforestation in those
countries (Megevand et al., 2013).

More than 90% of the total volume of wood harvested from most Central African
countriesis used as firewood (Marien, 2009). In 2007 the total production of firewood
in Central Africa was higher than 100 million cubic metres, and continues to increase
(Megevand et al., 2013), however, the impact of energy demand on deforestation
is more pronounced in certain countries. Indeed, energy profiles vary from one
country to another in the region, according to the wealth of that particular country,
but also according to the country’s access to electricity. In the Democratic Republic
of Congo, renewable fuels, and waste material (essentially firewood and charcoal)
were evaluated at more than 93% of the total energy consumed in 2008, in a context
whereby close to 12% of the population had access to electricity in 2009 and where
fossil fuels could only cover 4% of the energy needs of the country in 2008 (World Bank,
2012). With a population of close to 10 million people, Kinshasa consumes 5 million
cubic metres of firewood or the equivalent, per year. In the Democratic Republic of
Congo, the human population is forecast to double by 2030. Other countries such
as Cameroon and Equatorial Guinea will experience similar demographic growth
that will certainly lead to a higher demand for wood-energyand therefore have a
significant impact on the forest cover of these countries (Megevand et al., 2013).
Furthermore, statistics from demographic and health surveys show that more than
80% of households use wood-energy as their primary source of energy, whether in
the form of charcoal, firewood, sawdust or wood chips in Republic of Congo, Central
African Republic, Burundi, Rwanda, and Chad. However, in Gabon dependence on
wood-energy is considerably lower thanks to a vast electricity network and subsidized
cooking gas.

The logging industry, which has a two-sided nature, is also a cause of deforestationin
the Congo Basin. Indeed, there exists a formal sector that is highly visible, dominated
by big Western companies and almost entirely geared towards exports. However,
there exists an informal sector that can hardly be identified. Industrial forestry exports
constitute the most extensive forms of land exploitation in Central Africa, with 44
million hectaresin concession, or almost a quarter of the total surface of low altitude
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evergreen rainforest. Production in the formal sector reaches an average of 8 million
cubic metres of wood a year, with Gabon being the largest producer (Megevand et al.,
2013). However, with the adoption of principles of sustainable forest management
(SFM) as well as the increased number of species harvested, the impacts of industrial
forestry are still limited. The movement towards GDF has proved to be significant.
Until 2010, more than 25 million hectares had been placed under a framework of
State approved plans. The rates of log harvesting are, on average, lower than 0.5 cubic
metres per hectare. Compared to the two other major regions of tropical forests (Latin
America and Asia), the countries of Central Africa remain relatively small players in
wood production at international level, with less than 3% of global production of
tropicaltimber (OFAC, 2011). The second type of exploitation, often called informal and
which for a long time has not been studied, is that of local small-scale loggers oriented
towards supplying the large urban centres in the region. This informal sector is today
recognized as a major component of the timber harvesting sector. Even though the
information is scanty in terms of countries such as Republic of Congo, Central African
Republic, Burundi, Rwanda, and Chad, in some countries such as Cameroon and the
Democratic Republic of Congo, production in the informal sector is higher than that
of the formal sector (Lescuyer et al., 2012).

Corruption and the lack of good governance also affects progress towards the
preservation and the sustainable management of forest resources in Central Africa.
A lack of transparency and of good governance procedures in the attribution of
foresting licenses in several countries leads to corruption and bad business practices.
This does not stimulate long-term investments, which are indispensable in efforts to
improve sustainability in the forestry sector. Bad governance also limits the aptitude
to maximize the collection of benefits derived from forestry resources and to distribute
them equitably among the populations of Central Africa (Megevand et al., 2013).
Tacconi (2009), highlighted the fact that the process of corruption is a vicious cycle
because the need to remunerate the agencies responsible for forest management
increases logging costs, obliging logging companies to increase illegal deforestation
in order to cover a part of their costs.

Conceptual framework

Agricultural production in Central Africa remains largely dominated by traditional
systems. In the region, the agriculture sector is dominated by small-scale farmers
who practice traditional farming, with a system of cultivating over two years and
leaving the land to lie fallow for 7 to 10 years (Megevand et al., 2013), which increases
demand for new land for farming.

Generally, in countries or regions where laws on deforestation do not exist or are
difficult to implement, increasing agricultural productivity and intensification of
agriculture could be used as an indirect policy instrument to reduce forest pressure.
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Such a strategy is known as the Borlaug hypothesis. According to the hypothesis,
“increasing crop yields can prevent cropland expansion and deforestation, thus
alleviating hunger and poverty without dramatically increasing environmental
impact.” However, increasing agricultural productivity could have ambiguous effects
on the protection of forests. Conversely, it could extend the land surface covered by
agriculture, in other words, the quantity of forest land cleared for agriculture, which
could effectively increase deforestation, or it could encourage orincite farmers faced
with constraints related to market conditions to abandon their grazing land — which
requires large tracts of land — for less harmful forms of agriculture (see Figure 1).

Figure 1. Transmission channel for increased agricultural productivity over

deforestation
Agricultural productivity
(+)
\ 4 3
Demand for land
Livestock (-) (+/-)
Pasture (-)

Deforestation (+/-)

\ 4

Assuncao et al. (2017) demonstrated how electrification in Brazil increased crop
productivity with the result that farmers: (i) enhanced their farming by converting their
unused land into agricultural land; but also (ii) abandoned livestock breeding for crop
farming. Given that farming had enabled farmers to preserve more of theirindigenous
vegetationin their rural farms, the researchers concluded that electrification increased
agricultural productivity, leading to a net decrease in deforestation.
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Data sources

The sampled data is from nine of the 10 countries of the Central Africa Forests
Commission (COMIFAC) and covers the period between 1990 and 2020. The choice
of country was determined by the availability of data. The literature review on the
determinants of deforestation indicates that there is no consensus that would allow us
to know which variables to include in the empirical model. The identified factors that
could have an impact on the rate of deforestation could be regrouped around three
major elements of ademographic, economic and political nature (Duval and Wolff, 2009).

Conclusion and suggestions for
economic policy

In this article, we have discussed the role of improvement in agricultural productivity
on the process of deforestation in Central Africa. Although it is now evident that the
improvement of agricultural productivity has major consequences in terms of food
security and human well-being, the possible consequences of deforestation still
remain a subject of debate. Using data from nine COMIFAC countries over the period
1990-2020, we highlighted a few major results.

First, our results show that there was no evidence of the appearance of an
environmental Kuznet’s curve for deforestation. Second, we demonstrated that
population growth has a negative influence on the conservation of forests in Central
Africa. Furthermore, the rate of deforestation decreases with anincrease in agricultural
productivity. These results indicate that the increase in agricultural productivity is
imperative in Central Africa because it not only satisfies the increase in demand for
wood products due to an increase in population, but it also has a positive effect on
the conservation of forests. However, with the exception of Cameroon, research, and
development (R&D) capacity in Central Africa has been destroyed over the past few
decades (Megevand et al., 2013). Our results call for a stimulation of research based
notably on subsistence crops that are most common to the region, such as cassava,
banana plantain and yams.

Beyond our overall recommendations, to be more specific, governments in Central
Africa should invest in the improvement of the productivity of the main cash crops.
Thus, the governments of Chad and Central African Republic must improve the
production of cotton. The Government of Cameroon must place more emphasis on
the production of bananas, cocoa, coffee, cotton, and rubber. The Government of
Burundi should focus more keenly on coffee; Congo and Equatorial Guinea should
focus on yams; the Democratic Republic of Congo on maize; Rwanda on potatoes;
and Gabon on bananas and yams.
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Finally, the poor quality of institutions tends to increase the rate of deforestation.
Given that financial governance remains mediocrein all the Central African countries,
some investors buy land at low prices and could expand their activities to large
areas while neglecting their social responsibilities towards forest conservation.
Governments must put in place firm policies related to matters of future large-scale
investments, insisting especially that the supply of land for agriculture be oriented
towards non-forested areas and abandoned plantations.

In conclusion, this study had few limitations. First, although it focused on countries
with similar economic structures, the number of sampled countries was relatively low
(nine countries), which could cast doubt on our results. Also, our study focused on the
period from 1990 to 2020, which does not allow us to consider in our analysis long-
term elements. Lastly, the aggregated approach used in this study could not allow us
to further explore the underlying mechanisms of the relationship. It is therefore very
difficult to provide recommendations for countries based on macroeconomic data.

References

Abman, R., and C. Carney. 2020. “Agricultural productivity and deforestation: Evidence from
input subsidies and ethnic favoritism in Malawi”. Journal of Environmental Economics and
Management, 103: 102342.

Allen, J.C. and D.F. Barnes. 1985. “The causes of deforestation in developing countries”. Annals
of the Association of American Geographers, 75: 163-84.

Angelsen, A.1999. “Agricultural expansion and deforestation: modeling the impact of population,
market forces and property rights”. Journal of Development Economics, 58: 185-218.

Angelsen, A. & D. Kaimowitz. (2001). When does technological change in agriculture
promote deforestation? In Tradeoffs or Synergies? Agricultural Intensification, Economic
development, and the Environment. D.R. Lee & C.B. Barrett, Eds.: 89-114. CABI Publishing.
Willingford, UK.

Assuncao, J., Lipscomb, M., Mobarak, A. M., & Szerman, D. (2017). Agricultural productivity
and deforestation in Brazil. Working Paper, 1-46.

Azomahou, T.and P. Nguyen Van. 2007. “Nonlinearities and heterogeneity in environmental quality:
an empirical analysis of deforestation”. Journal of Development Economics, 84: 291-309.

Barbier E.B. 2004. “Explaining agricultural land expansion and deforestation in developing
countries”. American Journal of Agricultural Economics, 86(5): 1347-53.

Barbier, E.B. and J.P. Hochard. 2014. “Poverty and the spatial distribution of rural population”.
World Bank Policy Research Working Paper No. 7101. The World Bank, Washington, D.C.

Barbier, E.B., P. Delacote and J. Wolfersberger. 2017. “The economic analysis of the forest
transition: A review”. Journal of Forest Economics, 27 : 10-17.

Bessat, C. (1996). La déforestation dans les zones de savane humide en Afrique Centrale
subsaharienne. La prise en compte des dynamismes sociaux de la déforestation par les
projets de développement (No. 70). UNRISD Discussion Paper.



THE IMPACT OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTIVITY ON DEFORESTATION IN CENTRAL AFRICA

Bhattarai, M. and M. Hammig. 2001. “Institutions and the environmental Kuznets curve
for deforestation: A cross-country analysis for Latin America, Africa and Asia”. World
Development, 29: 995-1010.

Brady, M., and B. Sohngen. 2008. “Agricultural productivity, technological change, and
deforestation: A global analysis”. Paper presented at American Agricultural Economics
Association Annual Meeting, Orlando, FL, 27-29 July.

Breusch, T.S., &Pagan, A. R. (1980). The Lagrange multiplier test and its applications to model
specification in econometrics. The review of economic studies, 47(1), 239-253.

Bruinsma, J. (2009). The resource outlook to 2050: By how much do land, water and crop yields
need to increase by 20507 Expert meeting on how to feed the world in 2050. http://www.
fao. org/wsfs/forum2050/wsfs-background-documents/wsfs-expert-papers/en/.

Burney, J.A., S.J. Davis, and D.B. Lobell. 2010. “Greenhouse gas mitigation by agricultural
intensification”. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 107(26): 12052-57. doi:
10.1073/pnas.0914216107.

Combes, M.P.,, R. Pirard and J.-L. Combes. 2009. “A methodology to estimate impacts
of domestic policies on deforestation: Compensated successful efforts for “avoided
deforestation” (REDD)”. Ecological Economics, 68(3): 680-91.

Cropper, M., and C. Griffiths. 1994. “The interaction of population growth and environmental
quality”. American Economic Review Papers and Proceedings, 84(2): 250-54.

Deacon, R.T. 1994. “Deforestation and the rule of law in a cross section of countries”. Land
Economics, 70: 414-30.

Didia, D.0O. 1997. “Democracy, political instability and tropical deforestation”. Global
Environmental Change, 7 : 63-76.

Duval, L., & Wolff, F. C. (2009). L’effet des transferts des migrants sur la déforestation dans les
pays en développement. Revue d’économie du développement, (3), 109-135.

Ehui, S.K. and T.W. Hertel. 1989. “Deforestation and agricultural productivity in the Cote
d’ivoire” American Journal of Agricultural Economics, 71: 703-11.

Ewers, R.M., J.PW. Scharlemann, A. Balmford and R.E. Green. 2009. “Do increase in agricultural
yield spare land for nature?”. Global Change Biology, 15: 1716-26.

FAO. (1993). Forest resources assessment 1990: tropical countries. FAO.

FAO (Food Agriculture Organization). (2012). The state of food and agriculture. Investing in
agriculture for a better future. Food and Agriculture Organization of United Nations. Rome,
2012. http://www.fao.org/3/a-i3028e.pdf

Greene, W.H. 1997. “Econometric analysis”. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall.

Grossman, G.M. and A.B. Krueger. 1995. “Economic growth and the environment”. Quarterly
Journal of Economics, 60: 353-77.

Hansen, M. C., Potapov, P. V., Moore, R., Hancher, M., Turubanova, S. A., Tyukavina, A,, ... &
Townshend, J. (2013). High-resolution global maps of 21st-century forest cover change.
science, 342(6160), 850-853.

Hausman, J. A. (1978). Specification tests in econometrics. Econometrica: Journal of the
Econometric Society, 1251-1271.

Im, K. S., Pesaran, M. H., & Shin, Y. (2003). Testing for unit roots in heterogeneous panels.
Journal of Econometrics, 115(1), 53-74.



10 PoLicy Brier No.811

Kaimowitz, D., & Angelsen, A. (1998). Economic models of tropical deforestation: a review.

Kao, C. (1999). Spurious regression and residual-based tests for cointegration in panel data.
Journal of Econometrics, 90(1), 1-44.

Koch, N., zu Ermgassen, E. K., Wehkamp, J., Oliveira Filho, F. J., & Schwerhoff, G. (2019).
Agricultural productivity and forest conservation: evidence from the Brazilian Amazon.
American Journal of Agricultural Economics, 101(3), 919-940.

Koop, G., and L. Tole. 1999. “Is there an environmental Kuznets curve for deforestation?”
Journal of Development Economics, 58: 231-44.

Lambin, E. and P. Meyfroidt. 2011. “Global land use change, economic globalization, and the
looming land scarcity”. Proceedings of National Academy of Sciences, 108(9): 3465-72.
Lescuyer, G., Cerutti, P. O., Essiane Mendoula, E., Atyi, E. A., & Nasi, R. (2012). Evaluation du

secteur du sciage artisanal dans le bassin du Congo.

Lundberg, Clark, and Ryan Abman (2022). “Maize price volatility and deforestation”. American
Journal of Agricultural Economics 104(2), pp. 693-716.

Marchand, S. (2012. “The relationship between technical efficiency in agriculture and
deforestation in the Brazilian Amazon”. Ecological Economics, 77: 166-T75.

Marien, J.N. 2009), Peri-Urban Forests and Wood Energy: What Are the Perspectives for Central
Africa?, in: de de Wasseige et al., 2010. Les foréts du bassin du Congo - Etat des foréts 2010,
Office des publications de [’'Union européenne. Luxembourg.

Megevand, C., A. Mosnier, J. Hourticq, K. Sanders and N. Doetinchem. 2013. Dynamiques de
déforestation dans le bassin du Congo : Réconcilier la croissance économique et la protection
de la forét. Washington, D.C.: The World Bank. doi: 10.1596/978-0-8213-9827-2.

Miranda, R. C., Sepp, S., Ceccon, E., Mann, S., & Singh, B. (2010). Sustainable production of
commercial woodfuel: lessons and guidance from two strategies. Washington, DC: The
International Bank for Reconstruction and development/The World Bank.

Ngoma, H., J. Pelletier, B.P. Mulenga and M. Subakanya. 2021. “Climate smart agriculture,
cropland expansion and deforestation in Zambia: Linkages, processes and drivers”. Land
Use Policy, 107(C).

NguyenVan, P.and T. Azomahou. 2003. “Déforestation, croissance économique et population.
Une étude sur données de panel” Revue économique, 54(4): 835-56.

Nke Ndih, J. N. (2008). Déforestation au Cameroun : causes, conséquences et solutions.
Alternatives sud, 15(3), 155-176.

OFAC (Observatoire des foréts d’Afrique centrale). 2011. Indicateurs nationaux. Http:// www.
observatoire-comifac.net. Kinshasa. (Consulté en décembre 2011).

Pedroni, P. (2004). Panel cointegration: asymptotic and finite sample properties of pooled time
series tests with an application to the PPP hypothesis. Econometric theory, 20(3),597-625.

Rudel, T. K., Schneider, L., Uriarte, M., Turner, B. L., DeFries, R., Lawrence, D., ... & Grau, R. (2009).
Agriculturalintensification and changes in cultivated areas, 1970-2005. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences, 106(49), 20675-20680.

Selden, .M. and D. Song. 1994. “Environmental quality and development: Is there a Kuznets Curve
forair pollution emissions?” Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 27: 147-62.

Shafik, N. 1994. “Economic development and environmental quality: an econometric analysis”.
Oxford Economic Papers, 46: 757-73.



THE IMPACT OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTIVITY ON DEFORESTATION IN CENTRAL AFRICA

Stabile, M.C.C., A.L. Guimaraes, A.L., D.S. Silva, V. Ribeiro, M.N. Macedo, M.T. Coe, E. Pinto, P.
Moutinho, and A. Alencar. 2020. “Solving Brazil's land use puzzle: Increasing production
and slowing Amazon deforestation”. Land Use Policy, 91: 104362.

Tacconi, L. (2009). Compensated successful efforts for avoided deforestation vs compensated
reductions. Ecological economics, 68(8-9), 2469-24T72.

Tanner A.M. and A.L. Johnston. 2017. “The impact of rural electric access on deforestation
rates”. World Development, 94: 174-85. doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2016.12.046

Villoria, N.B., D. Byerlee and J. Stevenson. 2014. “The effects of agricultural technological
progress on deforestation: What do we really know?” Applied Economic Perspectives and
Policy, 36(2): 211-37.

Westerlund, J. 2005. “New Simple Tests for Panel Cointegration.” Econometric Reviews 24 (3),
297-316.

World Bank. 2012. World Development Indicators. World Databank on Health Nutrition and
Population Statistics (HNPS). At http://databank.worldbank.org/ddp/home.do

World Bank. 2022. World Development Indicators. https://datatopics.worldbank.org/world-
development-indicators/

Zhang, Q., Justice, C. 0., & Desanker, P. V. (2002). Impacts of simulated shifting cultivation on
deforestation and the carbon stocks of the forests of central Africa. Agriculture, ecosystems
& environment, 90(2), 203-209.



Mission

To strengthen local capacity for conducting independent,
rigorous inquiry into the problems facing the management of economies in sub-Saharan Africa.

The mission rests on two basic premises: that development is more likely to occur where there

is sustained sound management of the economy, and that such management is more likely to

happen where there is an active, well-informed group of locally based professional economists
to conduct policy-relevant research.

Bringing Rigour and Evidence to Economic Policy Making in Africa
« Improve quality.

«  Ensure Sustainability.
+  Expandinfluence.

www.aercafrica.org

Learn More
o www.facebook.com/aercafrica www.instagram.com/aercafrica_official/
o twitter.com/aercafrica ° www.linkedin.com/school/aercafrica/

Contact Us
African Economic Research Consortium
Consortium pour la Recherche Economique en Afrique
Middle East Bank Towers,

3rd Floor, Jakaya Kikwete Road
Nairobi 00200, Kenya
Tel: +254 (0) 20 273 4150
communications@aercafrica.org




