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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Agricultural policy in Zambia, from independence in 1964 until 1985, focused upon
implementing the sectoral dictates of a command economy whose characteristics included state
control of marketing, price policy, and high producer and consumer subsidies. This resulted in
a manifestly unsustainable economic system requiring dramatic remedial action within the
nation's agricultural sector. Since 1985, agricultural policy refonn effmts have reflected the
nation's policy reform experience as a whole, careening between an interventionist orientation
and a professed commitment to liberalization.

This study seeks to chart the course of these reform efforts as they apply to Zambia's
single most important staple, maize. The study uses a political eCJnomy approach developed as
part of an effort sponsored by A.I.D./AFRIARTSIFARA, entitled, "Improving the Effectiveness
of Policy Reform in Africa." As such, it employs a matrix that examines maize pricing,
marketing and input marketing refonn, in seeking to determine the role of coalitions and mass
political pressure, donor-government interactions, the role of political elites: and the bureaucracy
as they affect the sequencing of refonns. Fo.t' purposes of analysis, the agricultural policy refonn
process is sequenced within this matrix (see, Figure 1.0) into three phases: initiation/adoption,
implementation, and sustainability.

The authors also integrate an accounting of one particular USAID/Zambia assistance effort
into this study-the Maize Market Decontrol (611-0229) Program (MMDP) (as amended,
September 30, 1992): USAID assumed donor leadership in the agricultural policy sector in
1991, and a knowledge of MMDP is central to any understanding of the dynamics of the maize
market reform process within the last five years.

This study begins with a brief presentation of the framework which undergirds this and
companion studies. This is followed by an historical overview of the political, macroeconomic
and agriculture sectJral context of Zambia up to 1985. It next provides a description of those
politically relevant actors who have been central to agricultural policy reform. The study then
addresses the reforms introduced as central to zambia's agricultural liberalization efforts-maize
pricing, marketing and input marketing refonn-from 1985 to the present. It concludes with
some observations regarding the major political interactions that drive the reform program,
successful and unsuccessful elements ofzambia's maize marketing reform efforts, and the impact
of political change upon reform.

I An earlier USAID effort. the Zambia Agricultural Policy Training, Planning and Institutional
Development (ZATPID), in 1990, prepared adocument, Evaluation of the Perfonnance oflambia's Maize
Subsector, which laid much of the conceptual groundwork. for subsequent liberalization efforts.



1.1 The Analytical Framework Employed in this Study

This study of the political economy of agricultural policy reform in zambia is part of a
larger undertaking supp·orted by A.I.D.'s Africa Bureau (AFRIARTS/FARA). As pan of a
comparative study of agricultural structural adjusunent reforms, it seeks to provide Missions and
government analysts coping with agricultural reform, and/or designing projects and programs to
undertake such reforms, with guidance regarding improved analysis during the design phase, and
recommendations on assuring that necessary and sufficient conditions are in place to achieve
desired policy outeomes.2

Undergirding this applied research effort is the growing recognition that economic policy
detenriination and evolution in developing countries is directly affected by political variables and
that analysis of economic policy determination "can only be undertaken on the basis of
assumptions about the nature of governments."3 Political decisions affect markets, whose
reactions in turn affect political actors. Policy innovation is only the first steo in the reform
process; the real challenges lie in policy implementation and sustainability. And yet, design and
analysis often focus only on winning the approval of the policy regime.4 This study attempts
to remedy this by applying the phased approach to the reform process: initiation/adoption;
implementation; and institutionalizationlsustainability.

The analytical framework developed for these studies not only seeks to consider the
importance of the sequencing of reforms, but also provides a means for examining how economic
policy innovations are driven by political interactions which are critical to the implementation
and sustained institutionalization of reforms. The critical political interactions are grouped into
four broad categories, Qr themes:

Coalitions and Mass Political Pressure
Donor-Government Relations
Political Elites and Factions
Bureaucratic Interaction

Each category of political interactions deals with the political behavior of relevant actors
as they conceive, design, and implement reforms. In the case of coalitions and mass political
pressure, for example, the framework seeks to examine the degree to which various

2 For a comprehensive description of the methodology employed herein and a synthesis of the results
of all studies undertaken as part of this exercise, please see the Synthesis volume.

3 Anne O. Krueger, Political Economy of Policy Refonn in Developing Countries. Cambridge: MIT
Press. 1993, p. 9.

4 This argument is lucidly developed in "After the Decision: Implementing Policy Refonns in
Developing Countries," by John W. Thomas and Merilee S. Grindle (World Develooment, Vol. 18, No.
8, 1990) pp. 1163-1181.
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stakeholders-either from political parties, particular social classes, ethnic groups, or the public
at large-participate in the refonn process. Is participation specific or diffuse? Are responses
based on perceptions of winning or losing, and how does this translate into support or opposition?
Does everyone understand the political nature of trade-offs?

Donor-government relations are especially important interactions when examining
structural adjustment issues. Here, the framework seeks answers to some of the following
questions:

Did the donors or the government make stakeholder analyses in advance of proposing
reforms?

Was it the donors or the government that took the lead in perceiving the need for reforms,
and to what extent did they support and participate in the design of the reform program?

Did donors or the government mobilize "winners" and diffuse "losers" in the reform
process, that is, did it account for trade-offs among stakeholders?

Did the donor community respond consistently to reform programs in terms of funding
and conditionality?

To what degree did donor-government perceptions of the need, pace, conditions, and
support for reforms remain consistent and compatible?

The examination of political elites and factions focuses upon determining the degree to
which political elites responded to the reform process as a unified group, and if not, how
opposition expressed itself. One important question is how elites "sold" proposed programs to
their constituents, party, bureaucracy, or even donors. Were there reform "champions"? Did
ideology playa role in elite perceptions? Were political leaders able reform managers?

Bureaucratic interactions within the framework are examined with attention to the
degree to which the bureaucracy plays an important role in conceiving, supporting and
implementing the reforms in question. The analysis addresses questions such as:

What critical mass of support from technocrats is needed in order to successfully
implement and monitor reforms?

Are the bureaucrats and political actors mutually supportive of the reforms?

What is the relationship between the bureaucrats and supporting donors?

How do bureaucrats seek to instimtionalizerefonn programs?

3
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The interactions that transpire at each level of political grouping vary in response to the
point 8.t which the agricultural policy reform process has advanced. The response of different
political actors to the refonn process will depend on whether the program is in the
initiation/adoption stage, the policy implementatiun stage, or the sustainability stage. Table 1.0
presents the analytical matrix the study employs along with key considerations to be taken into
account when analyzing the relationship between the agricultural policy reform and the relevant
political actors.

4
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CHAPTER 2
FROM INDEPENDENCE TO REFORM:

THE POLmCAL AND ECONOMIC CONTEXT

This section begins with a description of the context of zambia's agricultural system from
independence in 1964 to the period ofrefonn-1985 to the present--examining both its political
and macroeconomic contexts. Although this introduction covers a period of almost 70 years
(briefly touching upon the colonial legacy), it quickly targets factors which within the last two
decadt?~ accounted for serious political disruption and economic decline in Zambia.

The study's focus on maize marketing reform is driven by the predominant role played
by maize in Zambia's agricultural sector. In addition to being the nation's staple food, maize is
Zambia's principal cash and subsistence crop. Introduced by European farmers (whose
familiarity with maize and minimal awareness of indigenous alternatives drove their choice of
this crop as the staple for the growing numbers of African mine workers), maize processed into
mealie meals quickly became the principal food source in the copper belt and beyond. European
farmers sought and received both producer subsidies and protection from African competition.
The colonial government, in turn, subsidized consumer prices thereby ensuring the availability
of a cheap source of food, and consolidating the primacy of maize as a staple. African farmers
seeking to compete with their European counterparts further solidified maize's hold on
agricultural production.

From independence onward, the Government of the Republic of Zambia (GRZ)
commitment to a policy of food self-sufficiency meant maize self-sufficiency. Attention to maize
overwhelmed other options; land was planted in maize ever. where agro-ecological conditions
argued against such a policy. Within Zambia's command economy, agricultural inputs such as
credit availability, seed and fertilizer were gearf".d toward increasing maize production. Producer
and consumer subsidies were retained. Diversification in food production, while touted
throughout the 1970s and 1980s, is only now beginning to occur in earnest. Today, over 85
percent of all crop production remains given over to maize, which occupies over 70 percent of
the total land area planted. For more than a decade, liberalization of agriculture has meant
attention to maize marketing, the reform of which is the focus of this study.

5 "Mealie Meal" is white maize milled for human consumption; It may be processed as "breakfast"
or "roller" meal. Breakfast meal is quite refmed (With an average extraction rate of 68 percent). Roller
meal, with an average extraction rate of only 92 percent is much coarser and less expensive. Roller meal
is usually eaten by the poor.

6



2.1 The Political Context of Maize Reform: 1964-1985

Zambia's indepenclent political leaders, like those in many other African countries, have
struggle~ with the development of the natior. 's agricultural sector. In their rhetoric, leaders
showed commitment to the betterment of its rural population:

It is my great pleasure and privilege to present this First National Development
Plan, for it is tangible proof of my and my Government's intention to ?rovide.
increased prosperity and higher standards of living for every Zambian citizen no
matter whether he lives in an urban or rural area; indeed. greater emphasis has
been placed on the rural areas than ever before, as these are parts of our country
which have, for too long, been neglected.6

However, the record suggests that the government did not succeed in raising rural standards of
living. By most economic and social performance measures, life in Zambia's vast rural areas had
deteriorated between 1970 and the present In 1975, 79.6 percent of rural zambians were
estimated to be living below the poverty line; by 1991, the number had increased to 86.5 percent.

Until 1991, Zambia's policies, reflec~:~ the ideological biases of its single ruling
party-UNIP and particularly its leader, Kenneth David Kaunda-remained largely committed
to a public sector-led economy, whose key "lements included "excessive controls, parastatal
monopolies. and a pro-urban, anti-agricultural bias.117

2.1.1 Policy Origins: The Colonial Legacy

This urban-biased orientation was hardly novel for Zambia. To the extent that it showed
any concern for agriculture, the colonial government perceived it as subservient to urban and
mining interests. Beginning as early as the 1930s, the state (in the form of the colonial
government) at the connivanc:e of European farmers who had settled in Northern Rhodesia,
progressively intervened in agricultural marketing, as a means of supporting its policy of
providing cheap food for its growing urban population. The key elements of this policy included:
almost total attention to maize as the dominant staple crop; relian.ce on a small cadre of European
farmers to meet food needs; alienating land on behalf of these farmers and forcing African
farmers onto native reserves; establishing the state as a monopoly buyer; fixing producer and
consumer prices on a cost plus basis (ignoring import and export parity prices); uniform pricing;
establishing parastatals to implement this policy, and establishing the primacy of maize as the

II zambia. Fii'StNational Development Plan 1966·1970 (Lusaka: Office of National Development and
Planning, 1966), p. S.

7 World Bank. Southern Africa DepL, Draft economic Report for Zambia CO Meeting, 1993, p. 1.
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staple crop.8 The costs of subsidizing (European) producers and urban consumers were covered
by a seemingly inexhaustible supply of income extra~ted &om taxation of exports and profits
gained from sales of copper.

Despite professed concern fOi the African farmer, the colonial legacy at independence left
the bulk of zambia's 300,000 farm families engaged in subs~~tence agricultural practices similar
to those practiced in the pre-eolonial era. PeA'haps 20,000 African farmers could be said to be
in the commercial sector bY' 1964. Located a;"ng the line of rail in Southern and Central
Province, these fanners tilled plots of ten to 40 hectares, ~md serviced approximately one-third
of the available market.9

2.1.2 Indep'endence and After: The Foundation of the One Party State

At independence, the political arena was dominated by activists among Zambia's urban
population. This is not surprising when one notes that by 1960, over 20 percent of its population
already lived in towns and that by 1980, this number had soared to 43 percent. It was in the
towns that politically active teachers, union leaders, businesspeople, students and junior civil
servants could meet and organize. It was in the urban areas that zambia's new political
movements, given their meager resources, could find sufficient critical masses of people to
respond to their messages. Accordingly, their messages had a distinctly urban ring.IO

Of those vying for political primacy, no party matched the organizational acumen of the
United National Independence Party (UNIP). Utilizing the Leninist model of organization, UNIP
developed a centralized structure with its president as supreme, presiding over a Central
Committee, and Party Congress, reaching outward and developing party units at the provincial,
district and ward levels down to the section (equivalent to a cell) consisting of 10-25 households.
Although anchored in the towns, UNIP even made the effort to organize at the rural village level.
From a strategic perspective, this organizational model gave UNIP an enormous advantage over
parties which relied on ethnic loyalties or those which believed that the patent qualifications of
their leaders would win them support without their needing to engage in the rough and tumble
process of developing grass roots organizations. UNIP leaders, like machine politicians in the
U.S. who preceded them, simply outorganized their opponents.

Triumphant at independence, capturing six of nine provinces in the (1I'st national elections,
UNIP sought to enact a socialist agenda which progressively concentrated control of the economy

8 J. Lukanty and A.P. Wood, "Agricultural Policy in the Colonial Period,"in, A.P. Wood et.al., The
Dynamics of Agricultural Policy and refonn in Zambia, Iowa State University Press, Ames. Iowa. 1990.
pp. 3-19.

9 See, Doris Jansen Dodge, Agricultural Policy and Perfonnance in zambia (Berkeley: University of
CaJifomiaP-ress, 1977; and Robetl Bates and Fa.ul CoItier, "Tfie POlifics and EcoftorDics ofPolicy Refol'lft
in zambia," February 1, 1992, pp. 11-13.

10 Bates & Collier, p.2S.
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in the hands of party dominated parastatals. UNIP's organizational strategy and ideological
biases, however, masked considerable internal bickering and struggles tlnlong party stalwarts for
senior positions during the fust years of its rule. Unsuccessful candidates frequently bolted from
the party and joined opposition groups or created parties of their own. Existing opposition ~arties

lost no time in holding up UNIP's mistakes and problems to public scrutiny. At by-elections and
at local elections, ex ··UNIP renegades and opposition parties began to expand their bases of
support. This process began to bite deeply into provincial political strongholds UNIP considered
its own, challenging the party's very survival. Threatened by the possibility of being voted out
of office after eight years of rule, UNIP used its monopoly of the means of power at the na,tional
level to disrupt and suspend the rules which had brought it to power, and at the end of )972
created a single party state. Declaring formation of a "Second Republic," UNIP thereafter
reigned alone until 1991.

During this period of nearly two decades, poHcymaking became increasingly concentrated
in the office of the president, Kenneth Kaunda, and tlmse in the party who spoke on his behalf,
particularly those in the National Council and Central Committee. Parliament briefly attempted
to exercise some role in policymaking in the late seventies, but was silenced by UNIP and the
State House (executive branch), and remained ineffectual thereafter. l1 The civil service, only
four percent of which was African at the time af independence, was staffed, shaped and
socialized during the three decades of UNIP ascendancy. UNIP's ideological imprimatur upon
the public sector became readily apparent As leading development agent, the state would design
and implement Zambia's growth. The vehicles for implementing its vision were the party, its
government, representing 32 percent of the fonnal sector's employees, and its ancillary agencies,
the parastatal~\. The number of parastatals grew from 17 at independence to more than 145, and
by 1985, employed 44 percent of all those in the formal sector, The vast majority of these
occupants were UNIP members. ..

Phrases such as "the Party and its Government", "presidentialism," and "personal rule"
characterized the political system fashioned by President Kaunda and his immediate followers.
Kaunda remained its unquestioned leader as both head of state and president of the party, selected
members of the Central Committee (which were then approved by acclamation), and through his
control of the policy agenda, gave direction and vision to UNIP. The party, however, came to
be much more than one man. Policymaking committees within the Central Curnmittee hotly
debated issues before ratification in the National Council. At the local level, UNIP gained
control over the issuance of marketing licenses, distribution of housing, and provision of utilities.
The party even developed its own security services.

! I Bates & Collier, p. 31.
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2.2 The Context of Economic Policy: 1964-1985

2.2.1 Macroeconomic Policy

As was the case with the colonial government, UNIP's ambitious interventionist program,
which included maintenance of both producer and consumer subsidies, was to be largely financed
with income from copper. As owner of 60 percent of the equity in the state's copper company
(the Zambia Consolidated Copper Mines--ZCCM), the government was in a position, to use
revenues to tax exports and profits gleaned from the high price of copper. Between 1965 and
1970, this created few problems since the price of copper ensured that Zambia's gross domestic
production adjusted for terms of trade continued to exceed its consumption plus investment.
There were early calls for Zambia to diversify its economy and thereby lessen its dependence on
copper. From independence, agriculture was recognized as the alternative sector with the greatettt
growth potential. While UNIP did intervene in the agricultural sector (see below), policy
decisions establishing the government as the main buyer, and focusing on food security through
one crop were hardly calculated to entice potential sectoral investors.

Beginning in 1971, the price of copper experienced a serious and continued decline.
Shortly thereafter, dramatic increases in oil prices, and transportation costs (occasioned by
neighboring Rhodesia's "Unilateral Declaration of Independe;lce,") and drought-induced harvest
failures, all served to create devastating reverses in its terms of trade. To combat this, the
government chose to cut investment while maintaining high levels of consumption. This
necessitated substantial borrowing from both domestic and international lenders (including the
IMF) on fairly hard terms. The decision to maintain high levels of consumption was in part
based upon the assumption that the price of copper would return to and even exceed its previous
levels. This never happened. By 1985, relative to GDP, Zambia was the world's most indebted
country. Inflation was running at 15 percent by 1980. By 1986, it had soared to 50 percent.
Having eschewed investment, the government lost the capacity to maintain ZCCM's capital stock
resulting in a 30 percent decline in copper production between 1977 and 1985. Revenues ovt:r
the same period plummeted from $1.15 billion to $643 million dollars.

By the early 19805, then, the Zambian economy was in dire straits. Its terms of trade
index had fallen from 262 in 1970 to 82 in 1983. It owed over $4.5 billion, one billion of which
was overdue payments. Commercial trade credits had dried up to the point where import volume
had fallen by 75 percent over levels of the previous decade, and per capita GOP declined by 14
percent. Creditors, particularly the IMF, World Bank and commercial lenders demanded reform,
and at this point in time, the part)' and its government were in no position to resist.

2.2.2 Agricultural Sector Policy

tJNIP'sagricultural policy, wl1ile espotisingdivetsification, concentratecr .maInly' upon
maize production and was unabashedly interventionist. Committed to food self sufficiency iii
maize and to freeing Zambia's agricultural system from (largely) European farmer control, UNIP
adopted many of the same system components developed during the colonial era and redirected
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them so that the benefits would accrue to the majority of traditional and newly emerging
commercial farmers instead of the system's previous minority beneficiaries. UNIP enacted pan
territorial pricing and pan-seasonal purchasing policies, subsidized seed and fertilizer prices, and
entablished a broad parastatal marketing and purchasing system of provincial cooperative unions,
lending institutions. and storage faciliticJ. Maize production came to encompass 70 percent of
Zambia's cultivated land and 90 percent of the cash receipts of its small-scale farmers. Fixed
investments to the agricultural sector during the first 15 years of UNIP rule, however,
demonstrated the reality of its commitment to the sector. During the First Plan (1966-70). the
agricultural sector received a mere 6.6 percent of total fixed investment. During the Second Plan
(1971-75), this allotment fell to 5.2 percent, and in the Third Plan (1979-83) when the decline
in terms of trade forestalled virtually all sectoral investment, it slid to a minuscule 3 percent of
total government expenditure!2

12 Ravi Gulhati. Impasse··in Zambia. Washington: The World Bank, (1989). p. 20.
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CHAPTER 3
POLITICAL ACTORS IN ZAMBIA

In this section, vignettes describe each of the four groups of political actors within the
Zambian context. Section 4.0 that follows, Maize Market Liberalization in Zambia, analyzes
their interactive impact upon die reform process. The initial description of coalitions and mass
political pressure will of necessity be more comprehensive, covering those groups in Zambia who
participate and have the po~ential to participate in the political reform process.

3.1 'Coaiitions and Mass Political Pressure

Zambia's historical development, dictated largely by European economic and colonial
interests, created a system that was highly urbanized (by African standards) and dependent upon
the fortunes of i~ copper industry. Its African farming population was widely scattered and
settled in small villages. Pre-colonial political systems consisted of a number of chiefdoms of
varying size. Chieftaincies were recognized and utilized as administrative units by the colonial
government and often enjoyed considerable local autonomy, but were not accorded power in
political matters. Chieftaincies could, and did, affect local, and in the case of the Lazi, provincial
politics in an independent Zambia, but aside from participating in a largely ceremonial House of
Chiefs, its representatives wielded little political authority.

Europeans who dominated the mining and commercial farming sectors in Northern
Rhodesia hitched their pre-independence political wagons to the concept of the Central Africa
Federation (linking Southern Rhodesia, Nyasaland, and Northern Rhodesia) as a means to
maintain power. By the end of the 1950s, however, they had begun to have serious second
thoughts about the federation, especially when it became clear that the colonial government and
their counterparts in Southern Rhodesia were reaping the financial benefits of the mining
enterprises in the north. At the time of independence, many Europeans departed; those that
stayed, including a decre~sing number of commercial farmers, accepted Zambian citizenship.
While they financially supported various political parties, they were not politically active, but
chose to remain on the sidelines. With the advent of the return to multi-party politics in
1990-91, businessmen and farmers of European origin returned to the political arena, openly
supporting the Movement for Multi-party Democracy's (MMD) platform for liberalization of the
economy in general, and for agricultural markets in particular.

It remained for African urban and mine workers, increasingly conscious of the
disparities in treatment betw,een themselves and their white counterparts, to take the fust steps
toward political autrJnomy. Thus, in towns along the line of rail such as Ndola, Kitwe, Kabwe,
and Lusaka,. welf~esocieties-began-fonninST-lnl~46,-thcse-~ into. a-Federationof
Welfare Societies. Within two years, the Federation reorganized as a political party, the Northern
Rhodesia Congress under the leadership of Harry Nkumbula, and in 1951 became the Northern
Rhodesia African National Congress (ANC).
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The ANC remained the key political party until 1958, when a group of young radicals led
by a fonner school teacher, Kenneth Kaunda, seceded from the ANC and ultimately formed the
United National Independence Party (UNIP). UNIP's strong commitment to dissolving the
Central Africa Federation and to the creation of an independent Zambia, along with calls' for
government intervention to improve the lives of (largely urban) Africans won large followings
in Zambia's growing urban areas. School teachers, miners, small businessmen, transport workers,
and representatives of the newly emerging civil service were particularly attracted to UNIP. It
consolidated its strength through effective organization (see below) and won not only the ftrst,
but every subsequent election until 1991, when, with the reintroduction of multiparty democracy
it suffered a crushing defeat in national elections. Since 1991, UNIP has been the only major
opposition party, with 25 seats in the National Assembly. Its membership, however, seems
increasingly fragile. In 1993, newspapers published almost daily reports of UNIP notables
leaving the party to join with others in creating new political parties.

UNIP at the height of its power did not, however, hold anything approachi~g universal
support. Older Zambians in the urban areas and in the Central and Southern provinces remained
loyal to the ANC. Emergent African farmers (commercial farmers with 10-40 hectares of
land) along the line of rail in these areas also supported the more moderate, market orientation
espoused by ANC's Nkumbula. Although organized as an economic force through the Zambia
National Farmers' Union (NFU), these farmers comprised approximately 6 percent of the
nation's farmers, and remained politically isolated until the reintroduction of multiparty politics
in 1990-91, when the NFU enthusiastically endorsed the MMD. Recently, the NFU has been
increasingly and openly critical of the MMD's slow pace of agricultural policy reform.

Small-scale commercial farmers (those tilling 1-10 hectares and representing
approximately one-third of zambia's farmers) were the main targets of UNIP's agricultural
development policy (see below). Government support rested on a commitment to food self
sufficiency, which translated into maize production and consisted of developing a number of
parastatals and cooperatives, which supplied farmers with inputs and credit, and purchased their
output (approximately one-third of the marketed maize). The net effect of this process was to
discoUf'age agricultural crop diversification, and it made this group dependent on government
support and direction for producing maize. At the same time, the inefficiencies inherent in the
marketing process-delays in provision of seeds and fertilizer, delays in payment for crops, and
corruption within the marketing board and cooperatives-weakened the residual support these
farmers had for UNIP. When multiparty elections were reintroduced in 1991, these small-scale
commercial farmers voted for MMD.13

Unions were fU'st permitted in 1949 with the formation of the Mineworkers' Union of
Zambia. Unionactivity_intheurbanareas~alsopIogressedandthe largermoyementcoalesced

13 The single exception was the Eastern Province, Kaunda's home base, where approximately two
thirds of the voters continued to support UNIP. Even this percentage, however, masks the fact that voter
tumout in the roral districts of Eastern, and aU other provinces rarely exceeded 40 percent of registered
voters.
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within a peak organization, the Zambia Congress of Trades Unions (ZCTU). The ZCTU
adopted an autonomous stance, supporting UNIP when the party espoused better wages and
working conditions, and fighting it when UNIP sought to ban strikes, dampen wage hikes, raise
food prices and demand "labor discipline." By the end of the 1970s zero stood in permanent
opposition to UNIP. In contrast, with the return to multiparty politics in 1990-91, zero support
for the MMD was open and enthusiastic.14

Throughout the period of UNIP rule, Zambia's churches remained politically neutral. IS

The church press, however, was frequently critical of party decisions and behavior.16

Ultimately, it would be the vehicle of the church press that opponents of UNIP would
successfully use to challenge the party to forgo its commitment to a single party state.

Within UNIP itself. political fissures were evident. University students, who were
among the staunch UNIP supporters, periodically protested increases in food and lodging costs;
cabinet reshuffles disclosed management weakness and evidence of corruption as well as lack of
confidence; powerful rivals were removed or reassigned to diplomatic positions overseas, while
others such as Simon KapwepoNe, who served as vice-president, broke away to form his own
political party, the United People's Party (UPP). Businesspeople, who had earlier supported the
party, bridled under its socialist orientation. Many such businesspeople who had been elected
.to parliament as UNIP MPs sought to use that forum to reverse what they saw as excesses of
nationalization. They were quickly brought into line (and parliament never again served as a
policymaking body), but many left the party and moved to the political sidelines or offered
support to UNIP's opponents.

At times UNIP's leaders adroitly used membership among their ranks to win the suppon
of potential opponents. Simon Kapwepwe, for example, was brought back into the fold four
years after his departure in an effort to mollify and retain the support of the Bemba people.
Dissatisfaction within the military was in part dealt with by including several military
representatives in the Party's Central Committee.

This process of cooptation, however, had its limits. The seemingly endless rounds of
ell-binet shuffles, dismissals, and reappointments reinforced the sense that real political power was
devolving into the hands of fewer and fewer people. Businesspeople, farmers, organized labor,
professionals, and technocrats felt increasingly isolated from the political process.

14 But not etemal. By 1992·3, MMD policies advocating inflation control, especially discipline in
wage increases. forced the zcru into public opposition.

15 The. sinalc_significanteltceptionwas_tIIe riseo! a syncretist movement in_the NonhemPmvince
known as the Lumpa Church. Founded by acharismatic self-styled prophetess, Alice Lenshina, the Lumpa
Church resisted any external interference, refused to recognize any government and ultimately was
violently suppressed.

16 Although the press was controlled by the stale, UNJP was noteworthy for the degree of freedom of
the press it pennitted, even when it ''''':IS highly critical of the party.
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These groups found common cause in the Movement for Multi-party Democracy
(MMD). In a world that was rapidly eschewing one-party states. zambians began mounting
growing pressure to end UNIP's monopoly. Given its economic state, the Party was in a poor
position to resist this surge of sentiment. The extent to which UNIP was rejected was
remarkable. In October 1991, in the fIrst multiparty elections since 1972, MMD captured 75
percent of the popular vote and secured 125 of 150 seats in the National Assembly in what were
acknowledged as fair and free elections.

The MMD, led by Frederick Chiluba, former head of the ZCTU. is in many respects
unified by its opposition to UNIP, rather than a proactive organization with a well-articulated
philosc;>phy of its own. While committed in principle to economic liberalization, many of its
members are former UNIP stalwarts who still express strong opinions in favor of subsidies. In
power for less than two years. MMD is beginning to fracture. 1broughout the spring and
summer of 1993, cabinet reshuffles were followed by resignations, formation of new political
alliances, and increasing pressure on the MMD. As this paper went to press organized labor in
general, and the civil service in particular, seemed on a collision course with the MMD, given
its intent to hold down wage demands. One group of MMD founders bolted from the party and
called for formation of a new national party. This grOllp counted among its followers the most
vocal supponers of capitalism. The National Farmers' Union has spoken out against the MMD,
citing its broken promises with regard to agricultural market liberalization. UNIP and other
parties are seeking to reassen their claims to voter support. It is. if anything. a time of shifting
coalitions and growing pressure upon the MMD. Farmers may be counted among those who are
increasingly discontented. but the bulk of political pressure is coming from Zambia's urban areas.

3.2 Donor-Government Relations

The donor community within Zambia has been active in formulating policy and generous
in responding positively to GRZ signals that it was prepared to comply with donor
recommendations regarding strUctural adjustment. Table 3.1 demonstrates the extent of external
assistance over the past three years.
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Table 3.1
External Assistance 1991-1993

(In millions of dollars)

1991 1992 1993

1. Non-project Assistance 522 582 640

2. Food and Relief 6 203 0

3. Project Assistance 260 207 250

4. Sub-Total 1M m §.2Q

5. Debt Relief 295 451 337

6.~ m ~ 1227

(Excluding relief) (1077) (1240) (1227)

Source: USAID: CPSP, 1993. p.31.

The World Bank and International Monetary Fund have taken the lead in this economic
restructuring process, but as Table 3.2 demonstrates, a large number of other multilateral and
bilateral donors have provided assistance. In the agricultural sector alone, over 20 donors are
providing assistance in support of more than 100 projects.17

As stated above, among the donors the IMF led the way in defining and initiating the
reform program espoused by western donors. In a series of standby agreements, beginning in
1983 and continuing to the present, the IMP sought to have the GRZ adopt policies that reflected
a more realistic mechanism for pricing and allocation of foreign exchange; greater autonomy and
eventual decontrol of parastatals by privatizing them; decontrol of agricultural producer prices,
allowing them to increase to near border price equivalents; the end of input subsidies; and the
end of consumer subsidies, while duly recognizing the need for food security among Zambia's
poor.

Within the GRZ, the key actors in formulating and/or responding to donor
recommendations or conditionalities included President Kaunda, the Finance Committee of
UNIP's Central Committee, UNIP's National Council, the Ministry of Finance, Bank of Zambia
and UNIPs research bureau. Mter MMD ousted UNIP in the 1991 elections, the Ministry of
Agriculture, Food and Fisheries joined the Ministry of Finance in spearheading economic reform.

17 Ministry of AgriCUlture, Food and Fisheries, Agriculture Sector Investment Program: Concept and
Preparation Process. November 4, 1992. p. 1.
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Table 3.2
External AJd by Donor, 1992

(in millions of dollars)

Donor Non-Project Relief Project Total

ADB 10.2 0.0 35.0 45.2

Canada 16.3 10.6 4.0 30.9

EC 59.2 52.8 20.0 132.0

Finland 6.4 3.5 16.0 25.9

Germany 56.0 15.0 20.0 91.0

Japan 69.2 13.3 20.0 102.5

Netherlands 4.1 12.6 10.0 26.1

Norway 19.6 7.0 10.0 36.6

Sweden 43.7 0.4 16.0 60.1

UK 70.8 0.0 0.0 70.8

USA 10.0 79.4 14.0 103.4

World Bank 211.4 0.0 30.0 241.4

Other· 4.6 9.3 11.7 25.6

Total 581.5 203.3 ~ ~

I

Source: USAID CPSP, 1993, p. 32.
* Australia. Belgium, France, Italy, and Switzerland

3.3 Political Elites

"Political elites" as used here refers to those men and women who playa central role in
actual policy formulation. or in influencing decision making by political actors. As a group, they
seek to influence policy by the political process. They are typically active as members of
political parties or in interest groups that ~k to influence party behavior. As alluded to above,
most political elites in Zambia come from urban backgrounds, with vocational backgrounds that
reflect their urban orientation. Teachers, union organizers, businesspeople. and political activists
appear to be the most prominent vocational backgrounds of zambian political elites. A handful
of farmers along the line of rail (i.e., close to Zambia's urban areas) have become more
p()1!!iCal!y ~ctiv_eJI1 rec;~l1~years. In th~ir (:~,JaJ!Iings~m~ toi>ebu!one of their Sll1.llc~~Qf_
income; they are also linked to businesses in the urban areas. Table 3.3. below. illustrates some
of the salient characteristics of a small sample of Zambian political elites who have been active
for at least the past three years.
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Table 3.3: Political Elites In Zambia: Roles and Background

p y

NAME PRESENT PARTY PREVIOUS EARLY
POsmON AFFILIAnON POsmON(S) OCCUPATION

Kenneth Kaunda Retired UNIP President Teacher

Frederick Chiluba President MMD HeadZCTU HeadNUBEGW

Emmanuel Kasonde MP* UNIPIMMDII MiD. Finance for Businessman:
MMD; farmer
PS UNIP

Levy Mwanawasa Vice Pres. MMD - Lawyer

Guy Scolt MP MMD MiD.Agric. Professor

Christon Tembo Min.Tourism UNIP/MMD Anny Soldier
Commander;
Ambassador

Simon Zukas Min Agric. MMD - Farmer

Catherine Mwanamwamba Businesswoman MMD - Businesswoman

Enoch Kavindele Party Pres. UNIP/UDP UNIP Centtal Businessman
Committee

Roger Chongwe Min. Local MMD MiD. Legal Lawyer
Affairs Affairs - MMD

Baldwin Nkumbula MP* MMD Min. Youth & Businessman
Sport - MMD

Telesphore Mpindu Bishop I - Priest

Akashambatwa Mbikusita· MP* MMD Min. S&T for Economist
Lewanika' MMD

Ben Kapita ChairZNFU I - Farmer

John Hudson CEOZNFU I - Farmer

Inonge Mbikusita-Lewanika MP* MMD - Sociologist

Anhur Wina MP* UNlPIMMD Mil. Finance Economist
Min Educ for
UNIP;MMD

Humphry Mulemba MP* UNIPIMMD SOIUNIP; Min Politician
Mines; UNIP

Chilufya Kapwepwe MP* MMD - Nurse; Fanner
~ -- .--._--_. - ~

J(esigneo lTom MMIJ AUgUSI I I, I"""; J =no )llJ ilJlUl8UOn
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One striking characteristic of Zambian political elites is their tenure. Individuals such as
Humphry Mulemba, Arthur Wina, Christon Tembo, and Emmanuel Kasonde have been in the
political arena since the 1960s, moving from UNIP or the civil service or military to positions
within MMD. Others such as Baldwin Nkumbula and Chilufya Kapwepwe are the children of
influential political actors. Another characteristic that emerges is the fluidity of the political
system: elites regularly shuffle in and out of the system, moving from ministry to ministry to
diplomatic posting to private life to ministry again. Not evident is the degree to which some
influential actors also hold positions of stature within their ethnic groups. Emmanuel Kasonde,
for example, is a Bemba elder; Akashambatwa Mbikusita-Lewanika is a member of the Lozi
royal family. Equally striking, however, is the degree to which individuals without the suppon
of significant ethnic groups can rise to positions of real prominence. Kenneth Kaunda, Frederick
Chiluba, and Humphry Mulemba are three such examples.

From an ideological perspective, Zambian political elites cover the spectrum from
capitalism to communism. During UNIP's hegemony, Kenneth Kaunda espoused what he defined
as "Humanism," a kind of African socialism that focuses on the development of a centrally
controlled welfare state led by a single democratically elected party. The MMD came to power
pledging to dismantle the UNIP system and replace it with a free market alternative. Emmanuel
Kasonde, Guy Scott, Roger Chongwe and others have been the most vocal advocates for capitalist
development. Between these two ideologies are individuals who are ideologically in transition,
voicing support for private enterprise at the same time they are calling for maintenance of
subsidies, parastatals, and price controls. This transitory stance probably characterizes most
Zambian political elites, and reflects the efforts of leaders and followers to fashion a new and
sustainable political system, whose ideological and economic boundaries remain to be determined.

3.4 Bureaucratic Interaction

The Zambian civil service has struggled since independence to define itself and its relation
to the political system. This struggle concerned the degree to which it followed and practiced
the Weberian ideals of political neutrality and technical professionalism. At independence, only
4 percent of the Zambian civil service was African. Victorious at the polls, UNIP was
determined to "Zambianize" the civil service as quickly as possible, a move that was almost
universally popular among its supporters. ' Within the next several years, the party did just that.
With barely a hundred college graduates living in Zambia at independence and no university or

senior training center, the result of this process was to fill the ranks of the civil service with
individuals whose preparation was spotty at best. In 1969, for example, 67 percent of those
occupying mid-level civil service posts had not completed seco~dary school. I8 Despite the
government's best efforts to address this problem, by the end of the 1970s the UNDP and ILO
con~lude.eJ that almost 40 percent of those civil servants holding supervisory positions were
technically unqualified. .. ....

18 Ravi Gulhati, p. 29
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The political commiment of UNIP to create a command economy meant that the state's
role in terms of a larger civil service would dramatically increase. This in turn added to the
difficulties of improving the quality of those who would hold these positions. A sixfold
expansion of the civil service by 1974, accompanied by a vast proliferation of government and
parastatal agencies, would have created a management nighmare if all incumbents had been well
qualified. Lack of qualifications of such a large number of new government employees had a
significant negative impact on the ability of UNIP to conceive and implement its policies.

To this problem was added another-the politicization of the civil service. At
independence, the civil service was declared politically neutral. Impartiality was to be maintained
through an independent public service commission established to oversee and ensure the
development and mainrenance of an impartial, merit-based service. The constitution of the
Second Republic moved oversight of the civil service into the State House. The senior service
was politicized and all civil servants were permitted to participate in politics.19

This process had a number of consequences. First, UNlP came to see employment in the
civil service as a means of rewarding the party faithful, and the party lost little time in making
thousands of appointments, mostly of rank-and-file members, to existing and newly created
government agencies. Throughout the 1980s, approximately two-thirds of all those identified as
holding "formal sector" jobs were in fact employed by the government or by a parastatal.20

Civil servants in senior positions became overloaded by managerial responsibilities which, in
turn, overwhelmed policy implementation tasks. .

Second, political objectives overwhelmed economic and administrative considerations.
Parastatal heads, for example, frequently were also members of UNIP's Central Committee (in
1989, 12 of 22 ZIMCO directors were Central Committee members). Party directives governed
all decisions; no premium was placed upon economic efficiency. A study of rural credit
disclosed that excessive numbers of loans were made for political reasons and were never
recovered. Uneconomical operations of the Zambian Marketing Board (NAMBOARD) were so
blatant that the party had to acknowledge this and tum over their credit and input marketing
functions to the cooperatives (which, in tum, also demonstrated many of the same managerial and
financial lapses). UNIP government control over puastatals also facilitated its insistence upon
subsidizing consumer prices, including maize meal.

Third, the massive use of patronage absorbed excessive amounts of resources. Agencies
and parastatals lacked the financial means to provide the goods and services the government
pledged to provide. In the agricultural sector, inputs of seed and fertilizer were routinely late;
credit availability was similarly tardy, as were payments to farmers by parastatals for maize.
Heavily subsidized, the agricultural sector's public agencies routinely ran on overdrafts. Finally,

19 G. Longu, "Africanization and the Merit Principle in the Zambian Public Service," Journal of
Overseas Administration. Vol 19. No.2. 1980. p. 367, cited in Oulhati. p. 29.

20 Bates & Collier, p. 22.
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this lack of resources seriously affected the morale of the civil service. While appointments for
the party faithful resulted in job security, pay levels of the civil service remained 'low in both
nominal and real tenns. Moreover, the government made good on its commitment to narrow the
salary ranges between junior and senior civil servants. The decline in their purchasing power,
along with the politicization of their nmks deeply affected civil service decision makers. Many
simply left the service outright and sought employment in .the private sector or outside of zambia.
Still others sought foreign scholarships and then used their improved educational status to leave
the service. Still other, more entrepreneurial bureaucrats developed close relationships with
donors, and through these relationships secured benefits such as vehicles, trips abroad, equipment,
and even income, in lieu of government-provided perquisites. As a whole, however, the senior
civil service was demoralized and made marginal by UNIP.

One current and somewhat compelling view regarding the role of the civil service in
structural adjustment reform21 argues that in fact, zambia developed two bureaucracies--one
dominated by and subservient to the party, the other managed by the Cabinet. Further, these two
bureaucracies struggled over policy reform, with the Cabinet/ministry-dominated bureaucracy
advocating market-oriented economic policies and the party bureaucracy advocating a command
economy approach. The entities championing market-oriented economic reform within the
Cabinet were the Ministry of Finance and the Bank of zambia. The argument states that both
bureaucracies reported to the president, who vacillated between their opposing orientations, and
that ultimately" the president sided with the party's Central Committee.

While the support of some "technocrats" within the Ministry of Finance and BOZ for
market-oriented reform is certainly true, this argument does not hold up under close scrutiny on
a number of counts. First, President Kaunda's "vacillation" was nothing of the sort. Rather, it
reflected fluctuation between what was politically preferable and what was economically
necessary. Kaunda, from the outset was committed to a socialist orientation. He and the vast
majority of UNIP members had a deep distrust of what they could not control politically. This
was especially true of free market forces and autonomous business groups. Kaunda was well
aware, however, of who had the (mostly financial) resources Zambia desperately needed after
1974, and adroitly shuffled appointees and rhetoric to obtain these resources. Ministers and
advisors supportive of and/or hostile to capitalist alternatives were appointed and sacked as the
president felt the need to attract donor support or reconfirm his commitment to UNIP's command
economic orientation (see below).

Second, the two-bureaucracy argument states that President Kaunda, following advice of
his Minister of Finance and Governor of the Bank, decided in 1985 to adopt a more liberal
economic regime.22 In fact, the "givers" of this advice-Luke Mwananshiku, then Minister of
Finance, and David Phiri•. head of the. Bank .of .Zambia. (BOZ}-were joined by Dominic
Mulaisho, an economic advisor in the presideilt'sofflce inearly1983mespouslng irberafrCform.

21 Bates & Collier. pp 9-10.

22 Bates & Collier. p. 33.
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The key elements of this reform were contained in IMF standby agreements signed in 1983 and
1984, which called for "decontrol of domestic prices, and increases in prices as a means of
reducing budgetary subsidies on basic foodstuffs and fertilizer, upward adjustment of agricultural
prices, relaxed interest rate ceilings, a crawling peg for foreign exchange with frequent
adjustments, and tightened fiscal policy and reduction of budget deficits. ,,23 Kaunda, in support
of these refonns in 1984, went so far as to develop the elements of a reform package. Kaunda
then took the initiative in meeting with party officials at all levels to get their support for reform.
In July, 1984, the party's Third National Convention endorsed the president's approach. Shortly
thereafter, the party's Central Committee Finance Committee began hosting a series of meetings
which included the Ministry of Finance, BOZ, and UNIP's Research Bureau, all of whom
prepared position papers and staff memoranda. These meetings took the better part of a year and
resulted in consensus announced by the pr~sident in his speech in August 1985 to the National
Council of the Party. Thereafter, the reforms were adopted as public policy.

This chronology is particularly interesting in that Mwananshiku had been head of the BOZ
in 1980. At that time he had made similar arguments, warning UNIP not to engage in continued
expansion of the command economy.24 He was publicly opposed by Leonard Chivuno, a
University of Leningrad-trained Engineer and avowed Marxist who was serving as head of the
National Commission for Development Planning (NCDP). Chivuno's position was upheld and
Kaunda sacked Mwananshiku. Requiring IMF and World Bank support shortly thereafter,
however, Mwananshiku was "resurrected" as Minister of Finance and given control over the
NCDP. When party displeasure with the structural adjustment program reached the boiling point
in 1986, Kaunda flIed Mwananshiku, Phiri, and Mulaisho. Leonard Chivuno was appointed head
of the BOZ, Basil Kabwe was appointed Minister of Finance, and James Mapoma State House
economic advisor. When Kabwe, who had little background in finance and economics, began
taking positions similar to his predecessor, he was sacked.25

The third problem with this argument is that it implies the existence of a significant cadre
of technocrats sufficiently versed in economics to effectively champion such a course. Within
the Ministry of Finance, which was always headed by a party regular who sat on the Central
Committee or the National Council, the mix of senior civil servants included individuals with
economics training from Eastern bloc countries and others politically committed to a command
economy approach. But the key issue is that there never appeared to be a sufficient critical mass
of technocrats capable of carrying the day for economic liberalism. Evidence of this is seen at

23 Roben R. Nathan Associates, Inc., Economic Policy Refonn in zambia: 1982-1987, Washington.
D.C. 1989. p. 5.

2'$. His advice was not followed, and the budget overshot available· revenues by s()me-7S perCent~See~

Thomas C3Uaghy, "Lost Between State and Market: The Politics of Economic Adjustment irl Ghana.
zambia, and Nigeria." in J.M. Nelson, Economic Crisis and Policy Choice: The Politics of A6justment
in the Third World.(l990), p. 290.

25 Ibid., p. 294.

22



every level of the policy process. The three advisors who came to the fore in the early 1980s,
for example, were among the only identifiable experts in support of this position. Indeed, a
common belief at the time was that the IMF and the World Bank (referred to as the "terrible
twins") were so much in control that they were the actual Ministry of Finance.26

If one begins with something as elemental as the availability of data for analysis, for
example, one discovers that at the time when economic reform was being debated (and long
after), one could never determine the extent of Zambia's budget deficit given the paucity and
quality of data collection (revenues being recorded cn a cash basis and expenditures detailed on
a committnent basis). As recently as March 1993, the Zambian press pointed to Ministry of
Finance and Central Statistical Office lapses in stl\tistical accuracy, tardy publication of statistics,
and en(Jnnous data processing backlogs.27 Donors including the U.S., the World Bank and
CIDA, recognizing the low level of expertise in all ministries, implemented projects such as
ZATPID to provide institutional strengtheninJ:;. Results have been mixed. A recent evaluation
of the ZATPID n ProjecfB reviewed assistance efforts provided to the National Commission
for Development Planning (NCDP), a unit which linked the Ministry of Finance and the Central
Statistical Office. Only one of five long-term tt'cinees receiving M.Sc. degrees in planning and
management actually returned to the Commissio~.. The evaluation concluded that:

The government's institutional management environment creates a strong
disincentive structure for efficient allocation of internal resources that overpowers
a single project's interventions in management improvement The inherent
constraints imposed by this institutional environment on the potential for achieving
institutional management objectives were not recognized at the time of project
preparation. These constraints include low pay, poor working environment,
promotion potential not linked to capability, few operating resources and an
unclear or poody understood mission or vision.z9

The GRZ has continually relied upon the provision of expatriate expertise to fill the voids
in its policy analysis and planning capabilities. Every ministry or government office of relevance
to this study was staffed by expatriates providing critical analytical suppon to Zambian Deputy

26 see, Jonathan Kydd, "zambia in the 1980's: the Political Economy of Adjustment," in S.
Commander, Ed., Structural Adjustment and Agriculture: Theory and Practice in Africa and Latin America.
(1989). pp. 127-144.

27 S. Venkatesh, "zambian Economic Statistics Confusion: Worse-Confounded," Profit. 1/10; March,
1293; pp...29-31. -

28 John B. Flynn, REDSO/ESNANR, "Zambia Agricultural Training, Planning and Institutional
Development II (611-0207). Final Report," May 1, 1993, p. 17.

29 Ibid., pp. 18-19.
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Permanent Secretaries or Permanent Secretaries. Senior government officials uniformly
complained of the lack of qualified permanent staff; argued that they had little time for
substantive work because of the heavy personnel administrative burdens they were forced to bear;
and, when queried as to what they would do to improve the situation, stated that they would fife
one-third of their existing staff for incompetence.

Added to this preoccupation with overstaffing at junior levels, one other observation is
in order. The dominance of political agendas within the Ministry of Agriculture, Food and
Fisheries (MAFF), and the Ministry of Finance is palpable. Today, ministers and deputy
ministers make new policies and modify existing policies with seemingly little input from their
civil servants. Open political warfare between the Deputy Ministers of Agriculnire (uncontrolled
by the ininister) has jeopardized maize marketing operations; the Minister of Finance has made
serious accusations regarding manipulation of interest and currency by private banks; and after
the government declared its intent to end price supports, the vice-president declared that the price
for processed maize should be fixed. The disinclination on the part of political elites to rely upon
the civil service to provide them with important information is in part a manifestation of their
beli~f that the civil service is incapable of providing them with such input However, it is also
a result of the civil service's feeling of impotence after 30 years of political domination, and its
unwillingness to collectively stick its neck out. The net result is ad hoc policy.
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CHAPTER 4
MAIZE MARKETING REFORM

4.1 Economic Crisis and Rationale for the Agricultural Reform Program

By virtually every measure, Zambia was facing economic catastrophe by 1985. Its
average GNP per capita growth rate between 1965 and 1985 was -1.7 percent GNP per capita
had declined more than one-half in constant dollars, and real wages had declined to one-third of
their 1975 levels. Foreign exchange was almost unattainable and scheduled debt service reached
70 percent of export earnings. Import levels were 75 percent below those of the previous decade
and inflation reached 60 percent.3D Agriculture's share in GOP increased to approximately 15
percent of total earnings, but agricultural exports remained negligible (approximately $3.4 million
or less than 1 percent, while agricultural imports were in excess of $53 million). Producer prices
fell increasingly below border equivalents, while consumer subsidies covered 70 percent of
production costs. These heavy subsidies on maize meal discouraged potential investment in an
agricultural sector characterized by distorted consumption patterns and negative domestic terms
of trade. The subsidies also contributed to a shift in production that undermined crop
diversification. This was particularly true in the case of sorghum, cassava, confectionery peanuts,
and cotton. Marketing services and inputs, given th,~ shortage of foreign exchange, deteriorated
seriously.31 The poor performance of agricultural parastatals continued to plague the
government and donors. Lack of coordination and effectiveness with NAMBOARD and the
Provincial Cooperative Unions (PCDs) resulted in mismanagement of the 1985 bumper harvest
that reached almost tragic proportions (40 percent of the harvest was lost).

4.2 Agricultural Reform in Zambia 1985-1993

The key argument of this paper is that agricultural reform in Zambia vacillates between
heavy government intervention in the sector and minimal governmental involvement that relies
on the dynamism of the marketplace and upon private sector initiative. The interventionist stance
reflected especially the philosophy of UNlP, the ruling party until 1991. The market economy
position was largely imposed on Zambia by international donors, particularly the WorId Bank and
IMF. and became a stated goal of the MMO Party during the election campaign of 1991. Before
1991, Zambia's farmers played a relatively minor role in lending support to either position.32

30 CaJlaghy, p. 291.

31 Doris J. Jansen, "zambia." in A. Kroeger, M. Schiff and A. Valdes, eds., The Political Economy
of AgriculturaJPricingPoticy, Vol. 3, Africa and the Mediterranean (1991); pp.268..m.

32 Although Zambia's small cadre of co~en:ial fanners staunchly supported the free market
approach. they remained in the "political wilderness" throughout the UNIP period, and were neither part
of nor consulted in the design of the WB/lMF' structural adjustment agreements.
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Up until 1991, this vacillation represented UNIP's repeated attempts to retreat from what
it plainly saw as a frontal attack by the capitalist world on its philosophy of Humanism, and its
resignation at being required tC' face the economic facts of life that its policies had created. Since ~.

1991, the MMD has espoused a commitment to the development of a market economy. This
commitment has not been universally understood or accepted within the party, or society at large,
however, and reform efforts have been spasmodic, but generally in the direction being advocated
by the denors. This section provides a chronology of the reform proct\ss, followed by an analysis
of the political economy of these efforts.

4.2.1 1985 IMF Structural Adjustment Program
, .
The World Bank and IMF representatives in Zambia had been working with a core group

of government representatives since 1982 to convince and guide them toward market solutions
for Zambia's economic problems. K. Y. Amoako, the World Bank Resident Representative,
worked most directly with Luke Mwananshiku, David Phiri, and Dominic Mulaisho. These three,
representing the Ministry of Finance, Bank of zambia and State House respectively, became the
"champions" of market-based reform. While President Kaunda worked to win tht '.,upport of
UNIP stalwarts to agree to move in the direction of market-based reform, this triumvirate
struggled to develop a "shadow program" that would lead to a new IMF agreement. Despite
their efforts, they lacked the necessary support staff to carry out the requisite analyses. The Bank
and IMF stepped in, undertook these studies, establi~hed the framework for the agreement, and
orchestrated the negotiations. Ultimately, the agreement came to be perceived by Zambians as
a product of the "terrible twins" (i.e., the World Bank and IMp). The Ministry of Finance itself
came to be seen as the puppet of the World Bank and IMF. Without the support of stakeholders
in either the public or the government, these perceptions did not bode well for the agreement.33

What were the major elements of the agreement? Three new policies were introduced:
(1) liberalization and decontrol of bank interest rates; (2) creation of a foreign exchange auction
(and concomitant cancellation of import licensing); and (3) the gradual elimination of subsidies
on maize meal and fertilizer. In January 1985, the agricultural portion of this agreement
commenced with the signing of an Agricultural Rehabilitation Project Credit with IDA. The IDA
contribution of $25 million was augmented by credit from the African Development Bank and
other donors so that the total credit available was $100 million.34

This agreement called upon the government to adopt the WB/IMF method for establishing
producer prices (which meant taking into account border prices, regional transport and marketing
costs) and progressively covering the costs ofparastatals in determining retail maize and fertilizer
costs. Two-thirds of the transport and marketing subsidies were to be eliminated by mid-1986;

33 Callaghy, p. 292

34 Gulhati. p. 44.
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.. the remainder a year later. The agreement envisioned the growth of private sector marketing,
~ while the parastatals-particularly NAMBOARD-would become a buyer of last resort.35

Did the government honor the agreement? The answer seems to be: partially. The
president did announce that maize meal marketing would (as of January 1986) be open to the
private sector, raised the price of fertilizer and had the cabinet approve the pricing methodology,
and implemented it in 1986. The retail consumer price of maize was increased. However, the
simultaneous effects of the foreign exchange auction, along with the depreciation of the kwacha,
resulted in a sharp increase in the cost of living. Inflation, which had been running at
approximately 30 percent in 1985, soared to 93 percent in the fust six months of the auction.
The impacts on the (1) kwacha price of imported fertilizer, (2) attempting to approximate
producer and border prices, and a (3) record harvest in 1986, all caused the subsidy costs to
greatly increase.36 The maize subsidy per (90-kilo) bag increased from K14 in 1985 (th,.,n
equivalent to approximately one-half the producer price) to K46 per bag (equivalent to 84 percent
of the producer price) a year later, despite the nominal 50-percent maize meal price increase.3?

The subsidy also undermined the participation of the private sector in maize marketing
operations. No one could reasonably be expected to purchase maize at K55 per bag and then sell
it for K35. In any event, by mid-1986, the command economy advocates were again firmly in
control and had made it virtually impossible for private traders to obtain marketing licenses for
the 1986 season.

Faced with the need to respond to an increasingly restive donor community,38 and the
need to remain sensitive to the condition of the urban poor, the government accepted the results
of a maize marketing study undertaken by a British-Zambian consulting f1ITll, which argued that
only the subsidy on roller meal, a form of maize meal consumed largely by the poor, should be
maintained. Breakfast meal, stockfeed, and brewing maize would be desubsidized. The response
by millers was to focus on producing breakfast meal at decontrolled prices. Supplies of roller
meal dwindled, and the price on all meal increased. Thus, as Bates argues, "The proposed
changes in maize pricing policy therefore came at a time when inflation had increased the value

35 Ibid.

36 Tina West, "The Politics of Implementation of Structural Adjusttnent in zambia, 1985-1987," in
Center' for Strategic and International Studies, The Politics of Economic Refonn in Sub-Saharan Africa,
February, 1992, p. 193.

37 Ibid.

38 Considerable dismay was voiced by the Bank and IMF regarding the impact of the subsidy on the
government's budget deficit, as well as the dreadful perfonnance of the parastatals tasked with buying and
securing the 1986 harvesL
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of the subsidies and when people were particularly sensitive to the distributional impact of
government policies. 1139

To make matters worse, a three-month shortage of diesel fuel disrupted the entire flow
of maize from the farms to storage to mills and into shops. Millers were faced with a double
dilemma; not only were they short of maize and fuel, they were operating with a finn pricing
mechanism for subsidized roller meal. On December 4, 1986, the government decontrolled
breakfast meal prices. The following day, serious rioting broke out in the Copperbelt, particularly
in Ndola and Kitwe, in part over the rise in price of maize. The rioting lasted for five days.
Ironically, the government's decontrol of the roller meal subsidy mechanism was announced on
the last day of the food riots!.

4.2.2 UNIP Response to the December Riots

The government response to the riots was two-pronged and swifL Seeking to diffuse any
focus of responsibility for this turn of events, UNIP accused the millers of price-gouging and
hoarding and nationalized all private mills. It simultaneously rolled back prices and reinstated
the subsidies on both breakfast meal and roller meal. Its decision to double the price of breakfast
meal, during a period when the Consultative Group had indicated that UNIP could and should
delay its subsidy removal schedule by one crop year, is difficult to explain. One interpretation
is that the government knew that the increases would fail, and that the riots would allow them
to delay market liberalization without alienating the donor community, while at the same time
satisfying the government's domestic constituents.40 Still another argues that it was yet another
manifestation of government incompetence, proving how little control government exerted over
events, and how little understanding it had of the liberalization process that it had supposedly
committed itself to.41

Over the next four months. maize marketing efforts remained stillborn. It was during this
period that the currency auction was falling apart.42 In January 1987. Kaunda removed the last
significant supporter of liberalization, Minister of Finance Basil Kabwe. temporarily suspended

39 Bates & Collier, p. SO.

40 This view, advanced by Dr. Tina West, seems substantiated in part by the World Bank and IMF's
seeming willingness to soften their tenns and maintain their pledges of support. See West, p. 199.

41 Ibid.

42 Largely due to the machinations of Leonard Chivuno, wllo began manipulating cU1Ten~y suppl"iis:
allowing bankrupt parastataIs in need of hard currencies to buy exchange at a considerable discount, and
running up indebtedness by selling far more cunency than the government had. or that donors were willing
to supply.
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World Bank and IMP refonns, and reestablished a fixed exchange rate for the kwacha (revaluing
it at two-and-a-half times its actual value):u

UNIP command economy advocates began a strong publicity campaign in anticipation of
upcoming elections. The "terrible twins" were identified as the chief cause of zambia's
economic misery. Articles in local newspapers at the time pointedly asked: lito fmance and build
our bridge, socialism, we go to the IMP, a red-eyed neocolonialist monster. Where on earth has
the IMF fmanced socialism?"" Even staunch critics of the regime such as Frederick Chiluba,
then newly reelected head of the ZCTU, spoke out in favor of continuing maize price
subsidies.4s Continuing labor unrest threatened the security of the upcoming elections.
Kaunda's reaction was to opt for domestic popularity and continued support for UNIP. He
accordingly suspended the entire IMP reform program, thereby abolishing the currency auction,
freezing prices, and reintroducing price controls.46

Where were the IMF and World Bank during this time? It appears that they were on the
sidelines. There was little donor reaction to the government's moves from December 1986
through its cancellation of the refonn. West argues47 that the Bank and IMF were making
policy decisions in Washington, and that the Consultative Group continually focused on future
decisions rather than establishing a forum for genuine policy dialogue. Other donors, with the
exception of USAID, lacked access to the decision making bodies of the government. USAID,
the only bilateral donor whose loans were conditional, set its disbursements against agricultural
liberalization goals. After release of its initial tranches, the government's cessation of refonns
resulted in an immediate halt in additional releases. Ironically, the Zambian government chose
not to target USAID as one of the villains, despite the fact that its assistance was tied to market
refonn.

4.2.3 Rise and Fall of the New Economic Reform Program (NERP), 1987-1990

When the UNIP government abandoned its commitment to the World Bank/lMF
adjustment program in May 1987, it had to come up with an alternative. However, without
concerted political pressure to succeed, a go-it-alone refonn program was likely to suffer the
same fate as the donor-supported effort the government had rejected." The challenge ~acing

43 Callaghy, p. 297.

44 Ibid.

45 West, p. 199.

46 I~.id., p. 298

47 Ibid.

48 Jansen, Doris, Trade; Exchange Rate. and Agricultural Pricing Policies in zambia. p. 211.
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the government was to deflect both external and internal pressures for economic change and to
maintain the status quo. The central committee of the party, under the leadership of President
Kaunda, had become adept at maintaining political stability but not without considerable costs
to the economy.49 The introduction of the New Economic Reform Program (NERP) was a
device to buy time for continued popular support. Under the NERP, the government reintroduced
price controls, reversed free market policies on exchange rates, and stalled debt-servicing. In
1988 economic performance rebounded due to an increase in copper prices. Agricultural sector
output rose by 21 percent, helped by increased producer prices, improved credit and extension
services, and good rainfall. However, much of the bumper maize crop spoiled after harvest
because of the incapacity of the govemment-controlled marketing system. The economy was still
in a crisis.

NERP focused on cutting back government expenditures to counter inflationary pressures,
which was successful in the shon run. 50 On the other hand, an analysis conducted by the
Commission for Development Planning concluded that the NERP had "not succeeded in tackling
the problems of inflation, the government's budget deficit, the scarcity of essential commodities
and the worsening of unemployment. ,,51

. Mounting problems with debt and market inefficiencies created shonages of goods as
NERP imposed price controls that (1) made most goods scarce on the market and (2) were
unenforceable. The government and UNIP accused retailers of manipulating the marketing
system to their advantage because they were able to avoid price controls by selling in small
units.5z Price controls caused the government further problems as international donors
suspended foreign assistance for capital projects due to the government's abandonment of the
market-oriented economic policies and the suspension of debt repayments.53 Because the results
of the NERP were not at all encouraging and economic problems persisted, the government
reinstituted economic reforms as part of an agreement with the IMF in September 1989. To gain
access to donor lending the government removed price controls, devalued the currency, increased
interest rates, and reduced public spending (including food subsidies). In April 1990, donors
pledged $450 million ($250 million for balance of payments support and $200 million for project
assistance) at a consultative group meeting ofdonors in Paris where the Finance Minister, Gibson
Chigaga, said the government was "trying to avoid a complete collapse of the economy."s.

49 Jansen. p. 211.

50 Bates and Collier. p. 56.

51 The Economist. February 18. 1989. p. 88.

52 Bates_andCollier.p. 59.

53 Bates and Collier. p. 59.

$4 African Economic Digest, Vol. 11., No. 16, April 23. 1990, p.J3.
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Even though mealie meal continued to be subsidized, price increases were put into effect
in June 1990 in order to minimize the budgetary cost of subsidies, a move consistent with the
restructuring program the government had agreed to with donors. Shortly after the Cabinet
Minister Maliba Masheke announced this loo-percent price rise in mealie meal, riots broke out
in Lusaka. In response, President Kaunda declared his intention to adhere to the reform program.
He said that the reform program would continue and that "Nothing at all will stop it."55 Bates
and Collier interpreted these riots as less concemed with maize price hikes than as an expression
of dissatisfaction with the Party, whereby the urban populace "identified the political system as
the source of their economic woes. ,,56 Another major indicator of dissatisfaction was the
appearance of the Movement for Multi-party Democracy (MMD) in July 1990.

4.2.4 1991 Victory of the MMD Party and Political Support for Maize Marketing Reforms

The burden of maize-related subsidies on the economy had remained high throughout the
second half of the 1980s-they exceeded 10 percent of the total government budgetary
expenditures, peaking at 16 percent in 1989. By 1990 inflation was running at 100 percent
annually. High inflation continued in 1991 (111 percent) and in 1992 rose to over 200 percent,
mostly attributable to growth in money supply, higher prices for food (with maize price controls
removed), and higher costs for imports as the kwacha depreciated against other currencies. UNIP
could not survive this period of great economic instability and eroding purchasing power among
consumers. The public did not accept or trust UNIP's attempt to reassert its stated commitment
to economic reform. UNIP MPs began to desert the party and join MMD, which made the
implementation of economic reforms the centerpiece of its political platform. The victory of
MMD in March 1991 was a mandate for carrying out market liberalization measures to the extent
these were understood by the electorate, who had yet to feel the effects of another round of price
increases.

The enthusiasm and optimism generated by the victory of MMD was real for those who
participated in the process and actually voted. In one sense, the vote was more important as an
expression of popular discontent, with supporters actually having a limited appreciation or
understanding of the impact that policy changes would have on their everyday lives. However,
the total voter turnout was only 40 percent, in the rural areas it did not exceed 30 percent. The
large commercial farmers with political influence only stood to gain from market' liberalization
since their interests were in diversifying crops and markets, especially.regional markets. The
emerging farmers were ambivalent to the arrival of MMD on the political scene, because they
had no effective means to communicate or advocate their interests, which were in maintaining
the status quo as the lesser of two evils. But with UNIP in disarray they had no representation
in the largely. urban-biased Zambian political scene. UNIP had "hooked" the emerging and
commercial farmers on maize subsidies, and while the marketing was handled poorly every year,
it kept them in production and therefore protected their livelihood. Under free market conditions,

55 African Economic Digest, Vol. II, No. 27, July 9, 1990, p. 4.

56 Bates and Collier, p. 61.
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many emerging farmers would not be able to stay in business while small farmers would likely
limit their production of maize to subsistence needs and diversify into other crops. Initially very
few in MMD understood the implications of an abrupt shift to free markets, and those that did
understand knew that it was critical to quickly and fully implement the program. Delay and
equivocation on reform implementation would only increase private sector uncertainty on the
benefits of trade and investment in the zambian economy.

The macroeconomic policy reform program proposed by the new MMD government is
described in the Policy Framework Paper that was jointly prepared by the GRZ and the World
Bank Working Group in February 1992.57 One important priority of the program was reduction
of the inflation rate. The government has taken important measures to control inflation. To limit
spending, the government adopted a cash basis budget and eliminated most direct subsidies to
industry and agriculture. Deficit reduction through reduced spending will help to bring down
inflation in the long term, although in the short term the elimination of price controls has had an
inflationary impact. The rest of the policy agenda, which is a massive and comprehensive
undertaking, includes a privatization program. The GRZ intends to privatize 150 "commercially
oriented" parastatals within the next ten years, including the mining company ZCCM. In
agriculture, maize milling fJrnls are to be privatized along with the parastatals NCZ and
ZAMSEED, which respectively provide and distribute fertilizer and seed. Other public sector
reforms are related to improving public sector management and fmance, making progress on debt
management, keeping balance of payments support apriority, and improving the efficiency of
project assistance received from bilateral and multilateral donors.

After the liberalization of maize and fertilizer marketing in 1990, the private sector
response was minimal, and traders remain cautious today because of continued uncertair.:} about
the seriousness of the government in allowing free market pricing and access to credit, controlling
inflation, and providing private traders with access to maize storage. This year's marketing season
is fraught with difficulties and the government understands all too well that if the farmers'
response next year is to reduce their planting of maize, and maize prices go up, urban
constituents will react unfavorably. These problems are discussed more fully in the discussion
that follows below.

4.3 The Political Economy of AgriclIltural Sector Reform Implementation

The liberalization agenda proposed by MMD for the agricultural sector is contained in two
documents developed by MAFF shortly after the elections: the "zambia Agriculture Sector
InveSbnent Program," written in concert with a World Bank Mission, and "A Framework for
Agricultural Policies to the Year 2000 and Beyond," part of which grew out of earlier efforts of

S7 See World Bank, Draft Economic Report for zambia CO Meeting. The GRZ economic reform
program is discussed and analyzed in Chapter VI. "Current Developments and Policy Issues, Part II 
Current Developments and Policy Issues", pp 112-127.

32



USAID's ZATPID nproject Chief among the reforms for liberalization of the agriculture sector
are:

Government withdrawal from direct involvement in agricultural marketing and
input supply by freeing prices.

Privatization of agricultural parastatals.

Elimination of subsidies.

Development of agricultural land and capital markets.

Legal reforms including the Cooperative Act, Agricultural Marketing Act,
Agricultural Credit Act, Seeds Act, Fertilizers Act, and Feeds Act.

The Sector Investment Program proposed and ovel'saw the creation of an Agricultural
Sector Task Force to flesh out its program. Composed of public and private sector agricultural
practitioners, the Task Force has become a reality, and currently has 17 subcommittees working
on virtually every aspect of agricultural reform in preparation of master plans for agricultural
programs. Policy reform is being addressed by some seven proposals, five of which-marketing,
trade, and pricing policy; rural finance policy; land use and tenure policy; livestock policy; and
policy on farmer organizations-have important liberalization elements (see Attachment I,
Development of Master Plans for Agricultural Programs).

The varying and competing interests and forces that have a stake in the adoption or non
adoption of maize marketing refonns are grouped according to the four political themes presented
in Chapter 1. They are (1) Coalitions ann Mass Political Pressure, (2) Donor-Government
Relations, (3) Political Elite, and (4) Bureaucratic Interaction, which together provide the
framework for analyzing the political economy of maize market reforms.

4.3.1 Coalitions and Mass Political Pressure for Maize Marketing Reforms

From a political economy perspective, the maize marketing program has been plagued by
transparency problems. Political figures, including the president and vice-president, have met
with constituents openly and privately and have advocated keeping prices suppressed. MAFF has
announced floor prices for maize. Neither of these events are exceptional, except that the
Zambian political system as well as its agricultural sector is undergoing a profound transition.
This necessitates considerable education and reeducation as changes are introduced. Used to
government direction and control, farmers, millers, and consumers take pronouncements by senior
party officials as policy statements rather than as suggestions for behavior. Government
restrictions on exports give the impression that little has changed vis-a-vis the government's
sectoral controI.Despite thelact that the government is f1:u1dm,iapproximatelyoiie--thud- ofthe
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maize harvest in an effort to "jump-start" the liberation of the economy, most observers58 still
perceive the government as being in complete control. They expect that in the final analysis, the
MMD government will become the buyer of last resort for all maize at fixed prices. In such an
environment, private buyers and traders are understandably hesitant to commit their own
resources to the sector.

For the 1993 season, the public is confused about the policies that affect maize marketing.
The government made an effort to spread the word about liberalization by publishing a
description of the reformed marketing policies for 1993 (see Attachment 2, MAFF Food Security
Division, "Agricultural Marketing Arrangements for the 1993-94 Season"). However, MMD
political figures and government officials must strive to clarify the ramifications of such issues
as transportation rates, logistical arrangements, liberalization of fertilizer, and the dimensions of
its funding efforts, so that all sectoral participants are aware of where they stand within the
sector. To date, neither the party nor the government seem inclined to do this, and the maize
marketing reform program is characterized by many as being in a state of crisis.

The dismantling of the state-run economy requires that an enabling environment for the
private sector be in place. The transiticm to a market economy is not automatic but requires
policy actions that will improve the efficiency of private sector operations.

While some progress has been made in terms of exchange rate devaluation; trade and
investment policies are still in need of reform and private sector development has been slow.
One major problem in the area of credit, for example, is the lack of collateral in credit
transactions. The efforts of the government to provide an enabling environment for private sector
involvement in agricultural marketing have fallen short. The existing legal and regulatory
framework is not transparent, and traders are unsure of what they can buy and sell under free
market conditions.

To ensure that the social dimensions of structural adjustment would be addressed, the
government has formulated a Social Action Program through which it aims to undertake
development and implementation of social policies that include labor-intensive public works and
the provision of public welfare assistance and food security. Unfortunately, progress on
implementation of the Social Action Program has been slow, and multilateral donors such as
the World Bank are concerned. Given the history of popular outbreaks in Zambia in response
to dissatisfaction with price increases, it is both surprising and disturbing that the government is
not paying more attention to programs that would provide a safety net for the poor.

sa During the in-country fieldwork phase of this report in August, 1993, newspapers regularly reported
on the maize harvest as though it was a government exercise. Indeed, reporters frequently lapsed into the
language of the past, referring to the purchasing system as a "maize marketing exercise."
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4.3.2 Donor-Government Relations in Implementing Maize Marketing Reforms

USAID's position throughout this period was one of general support for the Bank's refonn
program. Though a professed "minor player" as a donor, USAID coordination with the Bank
began to increase with the initiation of the two ZATPID projects and the Bank's renewed interest
and involvement in market liberalization in zambia. The mission's support for market refonns
through the ZATPID n project produced an important study in 1990, The Evaluation oj the
Peiformance ojZambia's Maize Sector. When the present government came to power in 1991,
real commitment to fiscal reform was evident. Measures were taken to eliminate maize-related
subsidies. USAID was the lead donor in the process through support for the Maize Market
Decontrol Program (MMDP), which complemented the fIScal policy conditions of the World
Bank/lMF adjustment and stabilization program.

Conditionality: USAID Maize Market Decontrol and the World BanklIMF Program

USAID Maize Market Decontrol Program conditionality related to the elimination of
maize-related subsidies was very complementary to fiscal policy conditionality set by the World
Bank/lMF under the category of expenditure restructuring. The objective of the World Bank/lMF
program was to "eliminate subsidies while containing the growth, and restructuring the
composition of, other noninterest expenditure," or more specifically taking action on the maize
related subsidies as described below:59

· Eliminate transport subsidies for maize
· Eliminate subsidies for breakfast meal
· Reduce subsidy on roller meal to 20 percent
· Eliminate subsidy on fertilizer

Policy dialogue conducted by USAID in coordination with the World Bank and IMF
resulted in the elimination of all maize-related subsidies by 1993. In addition, MMDP
conditionality related to milling privatization resulted in a study conducted by GRZ and the
initiation of asset valuations of several mills.

MMDP assisted with the external debt and aid component of the World Bank/lMF
program by requiring as a condition precedent to MMDP funding that the GRZ provide evidence
that (1) all arrears to the World Bank were cleared and (2) a complete financing package for full
payment of GRZ obligations to the IMF for the period from January 1992 through March 1992
was arranged.

USAID and the World Bank set conditions on the government pricing of maize, requiring
that it increase the "into-mill" pr!ce of imported yellow J11~~ to imp_art PllI'ity lev~ls (i.e., SJ4.()()

59 See Section 11.2 of policy matrix as shown in Attachment 3.
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per 90-kg bag was eventually agreed to). According to the Ministry of Agriculture, the rationale
for the proposed policy was that the increase was necessary ro. order to:

Ensure adequate revenue from tilt: sale of imported maize to cover drought
related expenditures.

Prevent imported maize from undercutting the market for domestic maize.

Meet World Bank and IMF conditions for loan releases and the structural
adjustment program.

Despite the problems associated with unexpected inflation and subsequent currency
devaluation, the government, with the support of MMDP, worked to eliminate all direct subsidies
for maize marketing. It will take some time for the economy to feel the beneficial effects of a
more balanced fiscal policy. Unfortunately, the drought last year exacerbated the government's
financial crisis, although rapid action by donors (with USAID in the lead) in providing food relief
helped to moderate budgetary strains by keeping the GRZ import bill down.

The drought called for swift and effective action on the part of the GRZ in mitigating he
worst effects of this disaster. Any delays in the government's maize market liberalization
program were understandable. The MMD government did, in fact, exhibit concern with food
security and focused much of its attention on cost issues. It was especially anxious to cushion
consumer prices on imported yellow maize.

USAID conditionalities related to maize subsidies under the Maize Market Decontrol
Program succeeded in obliging the government to take action and reduce or eliminate specific
subsidies. However, the program included a number of complicated conditionalities that were
not appropriate in the prevailing economic environment characterized by high inflation, and
severe drought conditions. It appears that of some the conditionalities were designed in isolation
without much input or consensus-building from Zambian decision makers, many of whom need
to understand better the rationale for market reform. Second, in the midst of the drought crisis,
USAID focused on the operational aspects of the relief program, and could not devote the much
needed time to tracking and monitoring GOZ compliance with refonn conditionalities. The few
key expatriate advisors in advisory positions in finance and agriculture were compensating for
the lack of Zambian policymakers willing or qualified to champion refonns. In fact, one
enduring problem in zambia is the absence of political elites or bureaucrats who have a deep
rooted understanding of the fundamentals of economic reform and the specific needs of Zambia
in making the transition to a free market. Within this vacuum, donors remain the dominant force
in maintaining the forward momentum of refonn.

4.3.3 Political Elites
- - ----

Given the exaggerated role of donors in the reform program, when their concentrated
attention' on reform implementation was reduced, backsliding occurred as old guard thinking
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began to emerge just as the drought crisis ebbed in the spring of 1993. More specifically, the
strong;,=st supporters of refonn, Kasonde and Scott, were forced to resign in April under contrived
insinuations of mismanagement. In fact, many observers speculate that their persistence in
adopting specific policy changes and their unyielding support for pressing ahead with legal and
regulatory reforms that diluted the power of politicians made them unpopular as political elites.
The many years of UNIP rule-whereby government control of the economy was considered
right and just-had conditioned bureaucrats to repel any attempts to introduce laisser faire
thinking into the decision making process.

President Chiluba recognizes that for liberalization to be successful the general population
must change their thinking and views on the role of the government. He noted in an interview
in early 1993 that MMP election symbolizes a new era for Zambiarn, and meant introducing

a totally new culture and approach to life, introducing a new work ethic to realize
that life is not as easy as we saw it in the first and second republics, where food
was dished out free of charge and made people think that government would
provide for them perpetually. We thought that we could let the people know that
they could best run their lives if they provided for themselves and their families.
Of course, the government has a duty to ensnre that the environment makes it
possible and facilitates jobs which people will perform and will be paid for.

We therefore had to start with the hardest things-the liberalization of the
economy, the withdrawal of subsidies on consumption-so that we could create
some breathing space for the economy to begin to rise once again. Politically,the
floodgates had opened.60

4.3.4 Bureaucratic Interaction: The 1993 Maize Marketing Season

Those MMD representatives and MAFF officials who pushed for implementation of maize
marketing reforms in 1992 achieved mixed results, in part due to the drought that year. As
discussed earlier, reforms were hampered by externalities such as runaway interest rates and
hyperinflation, which had a severe effect on the pace of privatization.

The private sector marketing of maize in Zambia remains problematic because of the lack
of free market pricing and the weak private sector capacity to buy, store, and resell maize at a
profit. In 1988, Jansen pointed out that until the maize subsidy was removed marketing
institutions would remain the primary purchasers of maize from producers since no one in the
private sector would buy maize from farmers when producer floor prices were set higher than

60 "Frederick Chiluba: Champion of Zambia's Democracy", interview in Africa Report,
January-February, 1993, p.36.
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the !lelling price to millers.61 Margins must be at least adequate and certainly positive for
private sector traders to get into the maize marketing business.

Finally in 1993, direct subsidies have been eliminated, but the dilemma facing the private
sector is not dissimilar from the problem as it stoon in 1988. What incentive is there for the
private sector to go out and buy 1993 maize? In the midst of the maize marketing season, the
vice-president, Mr. Levy Mwanawasa, spoke out forcefully advocating an into~mill price for
maize at K7,000. This was taken as a policy dictum. Within days, the Minister of Agriculture,
Simon Zukas, was forced to refute this publicly, emphasizing that these prices were "indicative"
and all maize-related transactions were open to free negotiation. In fact, the MAFF had shown
its positive commitment to private sector marketing by outlining its marketing policies regarding
free markets in maize. These are clearly stated in a MAFF document:62

"Maize marketing is liberalized. Everyone is free to engage in the procurement,
storage, processing, and distribution of maize and its main by-product - mealie
meal."

"There will be no subsidy of any kind in all the stages of marketing."

"The into-mill price is liberalized and, therefore, negotiable between the dealers
and the millers."

"Government will lease available. storage facilities to interested private
companies."

But in the same document follow two sections concerning pricing and purchasing of
maiz.~. The section on pricing describes the "floor producer prices" of KS,OOO per 90-kg bag as
aimed at providing "guidance to producers." It affU1TlS that "farmers and buyers are free to
negotiate prices." Given the decades of state-controlled marketing an,,f administered pricing,
setting a floor price sends the wrong signal to those in the private sector, who stand to lose
heavily if prices cannot respond to supply and demand conditions. No one is going to risk
buying high and selling low. The inherited dQ(~trine is that the government sets market
conditions, and this perception cannot be changed quickly especially if there is high-level political
opposition to market-driven price movements. This is clear evidence of the government's
continued involvement in marketing, and how it continues to influence the market system. What
is clear is that there is little in the way of public f".ducation regarding how the proposed changes
represent a new market philosophy. The government's commitment to market reform included

61 Jansen, Doris, Trade. Exchange Rate, and Agricultural Pricing Policies in Zambia. A World Bank
eornparativeStudy, {1988} p; ·198-;

61 An unsigned, undated, unofficial-looking three-page document produced by the MAFF's Food
Security Division provides the "Agricultural Marketing Ammgements for the 1993-1994 season". The full
text is given in Appendix 2.
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a transition period during which small and emerging farmers with outstanding loans would be
"weaned" from government purchases and inputs. Three agricultural lending institutions, ZCF
Finance Services, CUSA (Z) and LIMA Bank, and the Southern Province Cooperative Marketing
Union, were chosen to buy maize from farmers. The section of the marketing arrangements
document that addresses purchasing advises that "these institutions receive from the government
the funds to purchase maize which they allocate to buying agents who will be "buying maize
from farmers and sell[ing] it to millers on behalf of the lending institutions."

Having outlined the procedures for what are essentially government purchases of maize,
the text goes on to describe how "other buyers, II meaning private sector companies or traders, will
operate in the market The government expects the "other buyers" to arrange financing from
commercial banks or to finance purch:i1ses from their own resources. The other buyers include
the millers and hammermill63 operators.

However, the private sector cannot make a profit marketing maize if the purchase cost at
the producer level is greater than the sales price later in the marketing season. Nor can private
sector entrepreneurs cover their cost of storage plus interest charges. This is because (1) the
government has announced into-mill prices, which are interpreted as fixed prices, and (2) the
government is purchasing maize through the cooperative marketing unions, which are acting as
lending agencies. To cover interest charges in this highly inflationary environment (200 percent
annually if extrapolated from the 15 percent per month current pace of inflation), traders know
that maize bought between May and September would have to be sold at a much higher price
from September to April. In effect, the private sector cannot afford to compete with the
government.

To make matters worse, the government marketing of maize through buying agents is
progressing very slowly because farmers do not trust the buying agents, who have often been
selected on the basis of political connections. Witness the events unfolding in August as the
ZNUF objected to the floor price set by the government, which they contend is too low to cover
production costs. They complain that designated buying agents are buying maize at the lower
lIindicative" price, then reselling at a higher price.64 But the critical repiy in a newspaper

63 IIHammennills" are small, fuel-powered cereal milling machines which independent millers use to
produce maize meal. They are usually driven by a generator and take one or two people to operate. The
quality of their flour varies with the quality of the hammennill, but most produce a product which is less
refined than that produced by large commercial mills. They have the advantage of being able to be set
up almost anywhere and started up and used for even small amounts of maize. Toward the end of the
UNIP era. a conscious attempt was made to promote hammennills. This continued into the MMD period.
Today, over 5,000 hammermills are estimated to be in operation throughout Zambia. They have become
a serious threat to the large, subsidized commercial millers. In an interview with one of the directors of
the National Milling Company, the authors were told thalt hammennills will probably force the pennanent
closing of several large mills, once the decontrol proce:ss is complete (i.e., ending the mills' parastatal
status).

64 Daily Mail, "Comment", August 4, 1993
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editorial is that there is "nothing wrong with this ... this is what liberalisation is all about . . .
competition. ,,6S But the farmers do not view this as competition, they feel that the imposed
floor price forces the price downward even though the government has reaffinned that "farmers
are free to negotiate with buyers." The government, with the assistance of the press in this case,
is persuading producers to sell at lower prices. The urban bias is very apparent here.
Competition to farmers means higher producer prices, while competition to the urban middle
class means lower mealie meal prices. In the past the government solved this dilemma by
subsidizing both producers and consumers. This is no longer possible bec~use the subsidy system
has effectively been dismantled.

Unable to continue direct subsidies, the government is resorting to indirect subsidies by
providing the money for purchasing crops to parastatal lending institutions, who will be paying
off farmers' kwacha debt for this years inputs (seed and fertilizer) by paying an inflated rate to
the fanners for their maize. In principle, the loss would be absorbed by the government and as
such be an indirect subsidy. However, given the high level of inflation and corresponding
interest rates, there is really no choice for the government, or the donors for that matter. The
role of the private sector in marketing will be that of a broker/agent this year. Without trade
finance and access to storage, the private sector will not take physical possession of maize. The
government is likely to remain the buyer of last resort until liberalization can provide an
environment for the private sector where price determination is market-driven, trade fmance is
available, and the urban food problem is resolved.

65 Ibid.
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5. CONCLUSIONf. AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The government, with the support of donors, has achieved much in terms of policy
reform, especially in agriculture, where the entire subsidy and market control system has
effectively been dismantled. However, the transition to a market-oriented economy remains
problematic due to intractable macroeconomic problems (high interest rates) and rigidities in the
private sector, felt most acutely in the area of agricultural marketing. Private market participants
have little incentive to enter into maize marketing when interest rates are running at between 100
and 200 percent on an annual basis, a much greater rate than anticipated price increases for maize
(which are restrained by government jawboning and the infusion of subsidized credit). Second,
without experience in handling and storage of maize, many new marketing agents are reticent to
buy up large volumes for the domestic market. The export market represents good opportunities,
but the government has limited exports of maize for food security reasons.

By the end of 1992, the government had eliminated all subsidies for maize marketing.
It will take some time for the economy to feel the beneficial effects of balanced fiscal policy.
Unfortunately, the severe drought that struck last year exacerbated the government's fmancial
crisis, altho~gh rapid action by the GRZ and donors in providing food relief helped to moderate
budgetary strains by keeping the import bill down.

In addition to the response to the drought, a second critical action taken this year was the
Paris Club agreement in April 1993, which provided for a debt rescheduling plan for the decade.
However, even with this rescheduling, the debt service is expected to absorb a significant
proportion of export earnings for the next five to ten years. The country must rely on agriculture
and nontraditional products for export-based growth in the next five to ten years in order to
reduce dependence on copper mining.

The MMD government (largely at the initiative of E. G. Kasonde and Guy Scott) did,
however, move forward to liberalize a number of imponant constraints to maize marketing (see
Attachment 3, IBRO, "Zambia: Summary and Timetable of Adjustment and Structural Measures,
I~91-1994)." All subsidies on breakfast meal were eliminated, as were fertilizer subsidies.
Ironically,the elimination of the subsidy on roller meal may have been facilitated by the drought,
insofar as the GRZ intent to maintain a subsidy on this product (at substantially reduced levels;
i.e., from the existing 50-percent subsidy to 20 percent) through 1992 was made irrelevant by the
unavailability of white maize. Trading in maize was liberalized: private traders were permitted
to participate in all phases of maize and fertilizer marketing, and into-mill prices and consumer
prices were freed to reflect transponation and production costs. Hammermills were also
promoted.66 The MMD government also announced plans to privatize government mills, storage

66 Government ofZambia in collaboration with the World BankIlMF, Zambia: Economic and Financial
Policy Framework. 1992-94, Feb. 26, 1992, pp. 13-14.
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facilities, and to remove support and control of cooperatives.67 It remained for the Agriculture
Sector Task Force to identify legislation in need of amendment, creation or removal. The bulk
of these legal reforms remain to be enacted.68

Referring back to the analytical matrix, we conclude that maize marketing reforms in
Zambia are now in the early implementation phase after a long period of initiation. No reforms
can be considered sustainable at this point. The serious recognition that reforms were needed
emerged in the mid-1980s and the process of negotiation and bargaining has been laborious. The
challenges for the reform program remain formidable.

The flIst breakthrough for market liberalization came in the mid-1980s when serious
discussions began concerning the need to eliminate subsidies. This was the initiation phase
which in the face of political pressure and mass opposition was voided in 1987 when the
government retracted its support for reform. The compelling economic realities soon would
forced the government to reexamine its position. By late 1988, the government had reestablished
its commitment to reform and reached an agreement with the IMF. In 1990, when the
government permitted private trading of maize and fertilizer throughout the country and
decontrolled price of other commodities, it entered the cusp between the initiation/adoption and
implementation phase of reform.

Removal of all export controls on maize was a casualty of the drought. In light of there
being virtually no maize to export, this did not seem terribly important in 1992. In 1993,
however, the MMD government has placed a two-million bag limit (of an estimated harvest in
excess of 18 million bags) on maize exports, arguing that it expected domestic requirements for
1993-94 to be approximately 16 million bags, and that food security necessitated that this amount
be available from domestic production. Another casualty may have been the government's
agreement to use maize import and export parity prices at the mill and producer levels.
Hyperinflation and triple-digit interest rates have also had an impact on the realization of the
MMD liberalization program: private traders, lenders, millers, and other agribusinesses that
might be active in the market have been constrained by 140-percent interest rates on loans, and
distracted by other opportunities such as 28-day treasury bills paying 20-percent int~rest.

The transition from state control to market-determined forces is not automatic. In Zambia,
sustainability of reforms in the implementation phase will be achieved only if accompanied by
strong political leadership that provides the population with encouragement to support change.

67 Ibid., p. IS.

68 Discussions with personnel in the MAFF Policy Division revealed that the Agricultural Credit Act
and Agricultural Marketing Act of 1993 were currently being revised by government lawyers and were
expe~tootobeintrodtwed-kHhe-National Assembly and~beforeDeGembel',-1993.Highly-placed.

political figures, however, questioned this optimism, pointing out that the debates on maize marketing in
the National Assembly reveals considerable lack ofcommibnent to or understanding ofa market economy.
Accordingly, they express grave doubts as to whether the MMti is capable of passing this critical refonn
legislation.
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Timetable or stabUizatlon and structural measures ror the agricultural sedor, 1~93

Market Liberalization Measures InitiationlAdoption Implementation

Permit private trading of maize and fertilizer 1985·90 Sept. 1990

Decontrol producer prices of maize 1985-90 1993

Elimination of maize transpoll subsidies 1985·90 1993

Elimination of feJ1ilizer subsidies 1990-91 1992

Elimination of,meaJie meal subsidies 1990-92 1992

Privatization of milling industry 1991 1994 (est.)

Privatization of fertilizer industry (NCZ) 1992 1995 (est.)

Privatization of seed industry (ZAMSEED) 1992 1996 (est.)

Complete elimination of expoJ1 controls under discussion

In a country such as zambia, where there are few technocrats, broad popular support can
be achieved only if public awareness of how market forces work is increased. An important
aspect of the free market message is the overwhelming proof that government effectively has
turned over the role of marketing agent to private sector operators. In addition, a legal and
regulatory framework that allows business to prosper must be in place. Again, this requires that
Cabinet-level policymakers draft and pass legislation on commerce, contract law, and credit.
Finally, the Ministry of Finance along with donors must ensure that the overall macroeconomic
environment is stable so that businesspeople can take reasonable risks in making decisions on
trade and investment in goods and services.

For maize marketing reform to be sustainable, farmers not only must benefit directly from
reforms, through remunerative prices and better acc~ss to markets, but also urban citizens must
be able to afford their staple food-mealie meal. The latter can only be achieved through market
efficiencies realized thiough lower marketing and milling costs. Already in Zambia there is
evidence that hammermillers can sell mealie meal at a lower cost than large industrial millers,
although the hammermillers' mealie meal is less refined and considered lower quality than. the
roller and breakfast meals produced by the large industrial millers. However, with the
elimination of subsidies to large millers, and the entry of hammermillers, the industry as a whole
will become more competitive and more efficient. Producers must trust and establish working
and mutually beneficial commercial relationships with traders and millers. Producer and trade
associations can provide a forum for working out disputes and deliberations over marketing
arrangements.

But for this to happen, the government bureaucracy must refrain from participating in the
markctingsystem. Th~poiiticarelite mustensurethanheroleanctpower of the bureaucracy is
refocused on supportive activities such as providing market information and extension. More
important, high-level policymakers must not dictate pricing policies that inhibit trade. Ministers
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must prevent their rogue deputies from trying to manipulate the press and popular opinion to their
personal advantage.

Lessons Learned From the Zambian Case

UNIP and the MMD have allowed political decisions to predominate over
economic decisions. These decisions do, however, impact upon economic
decisions, which in turn create new political issues.

Centralized political regimes often marginalize potential actors in the agriCultural
sector.

The politicization of an already weak: bureaucracy undermined its capacity to act
autonomously, swelled its numbers, and squandered what resources were available
on salaries.

Market reform in zambia has been a phenomenon largely imposed from without,
largely at the instigation of the World Bank, IMF, and agriculturally, by A.J.D.
From colonial times onward, the agricultural sector was characterized by heavy
subsidies to both producers and consumers. As the urban population increased,
so did the political importance of consumer subsidies. Insofar as the urban
population was the core of political support for UNIP (and MMD), eliminating
food subsidies for an externally imposed goal of market economics was not
popular.

The timeliness of donor inputs can have a critical impact on refonns. Donor
pressure may be putative-allowing the regime to use this as an escape valve.

Even when there is a commitment to a market-led refonn process, implementation
may be spasmodic, especially when there is not a clear understanding of what
actually constitutes market refonn. At present, only a handful of political actors
understand what is meant by market reform.

Within a political system characterized by a paucity of economic professionals,
individuals with strong economic viewpoints (either pro-market in the case of
Kasonde and Scott or pro-command in the case of Chivuno) can have exceptional
impacts vis-ii-vis pushing their goals. However, they also lay themselves open to
reprisals if their programs are perceived as a cause of political problems;
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SELECTED NEWSPAPER STORIES

....

June 7 "Now Fanners To Fix Own Maize Prices", Zambia Daily Mail
June 7 "Hold Prices, Commercial Fanners Told", Zambia Daily Mail

- June 7 "Former Mill Owners Seek ZPA Nod", Times of Zambia
June 13 "Round-Table Talks Thrash Out Meal Price Wrangle", Times of Zambia
June 30 "Women Urge State Control Mealie Meal Prices", Times of Zambia

July 1 "Fanners Debate Maize Price", Times of Zambia
July 3 "Subsidies Out - Chiluba", Times of Zambia
July 3 "Chiluba Ticks Off ZeTU on Subsidies", Zambia Daily Mail

- July 4 "Blame NeZ Not Fanners", Zambia Daily Mail
July 4 "Statement by ZNFU on MAIZE PRODUCER PRICE", Times of Zambia
July 5 "Mkushi Farmers Adamant", Times of Zambia
July 5 "Small Millers Cry Foul" Times of Zambia
July 8 "Veep Carpets Farmers' Union", Zambia Daily Mail
July 8 "SPCMU Buys New Crop", Times of Zambia
July 8 "Comment" [Mwanawasa angry at ZNUFJ, Zambia Daily Mail
July 9 "Hammermills To Solve Meal Prices", Zambia Daily Mail
July 9 "Fanners Resort To 'Exporting' Maize To Zaire",
July 9 "Government Imports 13 Million Grain Bags", Zambia Daily Mail
July 14 "Veeps Point Missed - Zukas", Times of Zambia
July 15 [Gov't sticks to cash budget; harvest goes to waste], Financial Times

Aug 1 "Maize Wastage Looms", Times of Zambia
Aug 2 "Confusion Reigns Over Crop", Zambia Daily Mail
Aug 3 "Maize Still Stuck in Mongo, Times of Zambia
Aug 4 "Leaders Lashed Over Racket", Zambia Daily Mail
Aug 4 "Comment" [ZNUF Objections to Floor Price on Maize], Zambia Daily Mail
Aug 6 "North Harvest Record 2.5m Maize Bags", Times of Zambia
Aug 6 "Bumber Harvest May Go to Waste", Weekly Post
Aug 6 "Politics Mar Maize Sales", Zambia Daily Mail
Aug 6 "Maize Supply Draws Political Daggers in Sinazongwe", Weekly Post
Aug 6 "Maize 'Scandal''', Times of Zambia
Aug 6 "State Sets Aside K28bn for Fertiliser", Times of Zambia
Aug 8 "Kavindele Accuses Leaders", Times of Zambia
Aug 9 "Mongu Starts to Move Maize", Times of Zambia
Aug 9 "SAP Can Make OI'BreakDemocr~y"t Times ofZ8mbia
Aug 10 "New Maize Expon Licences Ruled Out", Times of Zambia
Aug 11 "State Faces Cash 'Fix', Times of Zambia
Aug 12 "Fired Ministers Probed", Times of Zambia
Aug 12 "'Agents' SWidie Kalomo Farmers", Times of Zambia
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ATTACHMENT 1



DEVELOPMENT OF MASTER PLANS FOR AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS
........................................................

Subcormlttee Co·ChllrlllCln PD Staff Persons
Target Dlte
for C~letion

............................•.•....•.••.....•••.............................................••.....•....•....••••..••••..••.

til Marketing and Trade Crop Harketlng Agency
Mlrketlng Ind Trlde Dep't

Chlbe le/Ch huni
D. Mu LL"*'e
S. Zebedla SEP1/93

.........•.•.....•..•..••••••..•.•.•.. - .
#2

#3

Ag &Rural Finance •

Food & Nutrition

Funding of credit Programs

Food &Nutrition Program

Hweemba/Ndalamei

MUkupo/Luneta

G. slkazwe

D. Mbewe Mboz i

July/93

SEP1/93
.... - _~..- -- ..- -._.....................................•..............................•.......

Ag Training Ag Training Board/Institute Nang'amba/Hansingo S. Terilo July/93

tiS I rrigeti on Irrigation Centre Amiran/AkayombokwD P. Chlbingl DEC/93
...... _- .....•.......•.•••...•.•.. -- --..- - -..- ~ ...................... ........•.......

#6 New Product Dev't New Product Dev't Centre ZEGA/Railston-Brown E. Ngulube DEC/93

tl7 Farm Power &Mech'n Farm Power &Mech'n Centres Hallaghan/Slchembe B. Zulu DEC/93
- .. _.. -- -.. - - -- •.......•..•.••............-.- ~. __ ..•.••..• -_ -•..•...••.-..__ .

#8

tl10

tl11

tl1Z

Policy &Pllnning

Research

Extension &Information

Ani 1118 l Heal th

Fisheries

Polley &Plennlng Division

Research (crop &
ani11III I husb)

Extension
Infol'llllltlon

Animal Health
(Incl vet reaearch)

Fisherl,. Dep't

Blnde/Mukupo

Hunyinda/Landless

Hulele/ZNFU

Sinyangwe

Hudanda/F l vnn

G. Mbozi

G. IClhokola

IC. IClpepula

D. Liteta

P. Haachongel.

SEPT/93

JULY/93

July/93

July/93

July/93
.. __ ...........•.......•..................•...•.......••......•........•.....•...•...•.......•.•....••......•........••.••..

#13

tl14

tl1S

Donor Coordination •

Privatization *

Lands

Ag Development Council

agrl-retated (farms,
Input supply, processing)

Land Administration &Use

Hendemindl/MclCenzie

Nang'lIl'be/Shawa

Hus~e/Chlnene

J. Mllansa

L. Jere

II. Si twamba

SEPT/93

DEC/93

DEC/93
...............•.......•.....•....••..•.....•.•.....•.......•.•.•.•..•.•...•.•...••.•..•.••••.......•............-.•........

#16

#17

Standards

Socio·economlc AdvisorV*

zas - ag component
SCCI

Advl•• severat other
cllll'lllittee•

Me.a/Mbozl

Mudenda

T. lCalyetl SEPT/91

......._•.••••••.•.....•.....•....-..-•.....•••.....•....•...•••.•...•.......•.......••.•.•..••............._ _ .
• Do not follow :tandard report format.

(
o
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,. PC,lICY kHOllH PPU-OS,US

Policv Area Fal icV Object ive{s) Proposed Strategies
1""leaoent irg

Agencies rey S!eps
~ent.tive

Tia.etable Suggested Honltoring Indic.tors

1. Ilarteting, Jrad<! :» Encour.g.. devel~t of ....
& Pricing Pol icV ..ffici_t and ..ffK!ti ..... c.-.aditV
•••••••••••••• IUrt..t ing and procoesslng syst_;

1993 _rds .. R...,...al of s...,.ldies fr_ bdget;

1993 _.rcls .. see 8·1-..-- _-- -_ ---- -_ - --- -- ---- -- ---_ --_ ...

1993 ~> Parliaaentary approval of ~ts
toJ AM and Crop Market ing Agen:y:

1993 .. hports .ave without constraint,

1993-' )oJ> Budgetary provisions 'or new
duty structure;

1994·5 •• Par II iI8lel\t.ry approval of ......-.bents
to eJtisting legislation;

1993-5 ,.;ll> Sate of 8g.-ib.lsiness parllstil:als;

.> Signing of agree-ent;

>,. Budgetary tit toeat ion;

•• Annual Bodgetary AHocat ions
for EUS;

,,. ~l R~~e... ve- attiy~tirs

(ptlrch3~es, "al"s, stods:;

•• Pari iaaoentary ~oval of a:oercbents
to AHA;

1993

1993

1993

199'

199<'·5» Develop long·le... pi ....
for EllS In HAft;

•• Moend Agricult....l Ilartet Ing
Act (AM) and set ~ CJlA;

•• Uft restrlctl_ an
exports;

Set up Nat ianal Food Rrserves
onaer troo Mart..ting "g~:y ([1(/\);

•• Include i.,-t provisions
in new NCA;

:» Discanti..,.. ..ile an<!
fertil izer cci>sfc:es;

•• Strengthen food & Mutrh Ion
COIIIIiss ion;

Include agribusiness para
stat.1s in privatiz.tion plan;

» Instituti_l refOl'll 8·1.

» s..t ~ forul Agreellll!nt on
future of PM;

.. set low onlf duty on
i.rts of i ts;

:» leviN and !¢ate leglsl.tion
on tel' inputs,

CAZ, HAff
HJCI, HOf

lPA

HAff, ZABS
CHA

HAff, HICI
I10F

HAFF, CHA

HAff

I'AFf, CHA

HArr, CHA

HAFf, HOH

f'IIC, HAfF
IlOH

•• liberalize aarteting; processing
and pricing In ~stic c....-.ditv
and I~t ..rkets;

•• liberal i ze e~rt and i"l'Ort
trade for l'"4'Uts and outF"~s,

,.,. Privatize p.Jblic storage
facilities.

,.,. Establish and Dilintain national
:;tr.tegic food reserves;

:» Maint.in pblic capacity to
iaport grain in eaerge~y;

;1>)> Maintain PA" for food shortage
situat ions;

.. Increase pbl ic inforaat ion
on food cons~tion and nutrition;

,..,. E~ure private ownership in
processing &input supply sectors;

•• Strengthen ess,."tial pbl ic
aarketing support services;

.> Haintain an effect ive ear Iy
warning syueao (EWS);

» En~ur.. natiClnaI and regional
food security;

)oJ> Encour~i~ developaent of an
.gricult....l ...port sector:

",. Encourage develcpaent of an
effici,."t and eUKtive f.r.
Input supply syst_.

:» fr.,,,r.: availabi II tv ana access
to food by ""t""rable gr....'VS
(h~ch~lds and indIviduals).

l. Food Securi tv
Policy

.. le·orient eJltenslon progr_ ..ith
SI4lPO'"t and tr.ining•

199:, ., Actual provision of services .

...... -_ -- , - ---_. -- -_ -- -_ _ --_ _- __ _.. _ - - _ --_ -_ - ", ... ---_.- ---------- -- _ ----_ -_ - ---. _. _. ---- --- _. -- _ _---- _ --_ __ ._ _ -.------ --_. ---_ .

» Prevai I O"l donoa to f,n:! 1993-94
t't"ln-t••-gctfed pr?gri1lllSi

Abolish rejUlat Ions on 1993 .....ards
interest rates/bant ch.rse~;

•• 'erait .11 flnandal 1995
institutions to provide • wide
range of .....1 flNnelal services

.. -.... Agricult....at Credit Act, 1993

.. facilitate Procureooent of title to 19'Xo-ZOOG
f.... land in .11 areas; ,

» for'lllli agre:!fl'eflt" ..it" ~s tn
e::tabt Ish non·targeaed progr.... ;

.. Ill'f)leaoentatior> of new land pclicy
• see A·4.

"·Passing of appropri.te
legisl.tion;

.. Parliaaoentry approva';

.. Appropriate -...Dent of the aa*ing
Act and flnanci.l Institutions Act;

)0:1> freedall in interest r.t~ pol ity by
financi.l institutions;
Evidence of deposits in rurol
finance! inst itut i~;

1995:>. Provide leg.lly for fnforalll
financial institutlons/.ssociatlons.

BOZ

HAH, CRZ

CRZ, "AFF,
8{lZ

BOl, HOf

HAH, NCllP

"> PrOftllOte formation of both forall
and infllraal financial institutions
in rurat areas.

,., Eli_in.uc: coccmodity-s~cificf~

in sov' t/donor-supported !l'oqraft.,.,,,;

.. Pro\"idl! for legal foutOalJo:l
to strengthen l"an security;

", liberal ize provision of financial
services to SllIiIllholders:

•• Deregulate interest rates and bank
charges fa,. agricul tcral credie;

•• Phase out recurr""t publ ic cost:
of far.. cred; t prog,""_.

•• Encour.SC' developacnt of •
viable and sustainopl.. financial
systea far servici,. .9~icutlure
and the rural sKtar;

>:11' I."ro...e scaallhol.xr3- accC:$S

to credit aIld other financial
:iervices;

3. lural Fin.1nce
Pol icy

» leclIt:e r..current budget allocation 1994 onwards
0_ to f .... il'4lut credit.' ~

-"r" ~ ~ . » Institutional refo,.8·6.-. ---------------- -r _._ _ _ '.' -

» r.~ed share of b<dget;

•• see 8·6
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y Area Policy Objective(s) Proposed Strate9ies
Illlp Ieaent ing

Ag~ies Key steps
lentat ive
Ii....table Suggested Monitoring Indicators

1995 onwards ,'IIU11ber of fa ......rs receiving
title;

1->'95 onwards »> Parii~try appronl of new ground
rent/tax systea;

>>> Sale of far~

'9'74

1995 .

1991.·5

»> Parii~try approval of national
land use plan;

>, Parll~try approval of
legislation;

1995 onuards ,., Approval of regional plans by
designated authority;

»> Establish an offici.l national
land use plan;

>>> Evaluate .~ sell farm;

»> I'ISS ~egisl.tlon on t"""re In
!~ene and trust lands;

»> Esubl ish pl_ and surveys for
.n designated agricuhur.l lands;

»> AHoute land title to f....rs
In new agrlcultur.l .reas;

»> Provide f\nis for loc.l services
fraa real istic ground rents/tues;

liIll, Ml,
lG, HAFF

HAFF

liIll, Ml

GIll, lPA
Hl

Hl

»> Privatize Gil and parast3tal
f.rllS;

n "rovide for key PJIllic services
to be establi shed in fer.ing Ireas;

u Develop and pr~te sus:ainable
I~ and water use practises.

n luise legislation covering
'''=r,e 8nO tr~t lards;

»> Encourage developaent of free
land ....r ..et.

»» Es\:.tJlisn AAX"opri.te l¥d
tenure syste.s in ~eserve ¥d
trust la.nds;

»» Substanti.lly i,erease ,~erall

ulilizatian of Iq for
agricultur.l pufpcfes;

n Ensure sust.i~Ie use and
_g_t·of land and water
re_;~ces.

land Use ¥d
'enure Policy

» Incorporate land/water use issues 1994 onwards »> Reallocation of responsibil ities

In research and extension progr_; in HAFF.

>>> Institutional Ref_ 1·4 & 9·5 • 1994 onwards u see 1·4 & 8·5.

............ - - _. -- -_.- __ _ _. -.._. --_. _ _ _.. ---.. _.. _.. ---. _. -_ --_ ---- -..-._.- -- -_ - - _..- --_. --- - -- .. _.. -- --_ -_ --- -_ -- ----- -- _. --- .. ---- --

» Strengthen livestoc" res~arcb OAPN, DAR
l'f"ogrU!>:

» Strengthen I ivestoc" e.ten~ion HAfF, DAR,
progr_ for Slllallhoiders; OMN

» Encourage developaent of private DAPH

.' veterinary practices;

» Prlvatise drug distributi~, dips, ~FF, OAPN
vaccinations, anillill breeding, '
and artificial Inseaination (AI);

" Focus gov't vet services on control OMN
of critical endeIic diseases. tsetse
fly, disease i~tig"tiOo', veterinary
ptblic health, and epi~iloglcal

surveillance. " SchelleS transferred;1994

1904 »» Establ ishRnt of • O~rt..",t of Anieal
Production and He.lth (DAPM)

1W4 orwards » Ste C·3.

1994 onwards ,> Approval of plan by gov't .nd
f1rtlcipating donors;

1995 onwards »1l"""r:Jf I i.:rn::e~ pri'late veterinary
practitioners;

1995 onwards »» Revenues relat ive to costs;

1995 DnlIardl. >>> level of contracting out;

199< onwards »lfUIIber of I icem:ed dips and drug retailers

" Merge responslbll lty for ani..l
health and hUsbandty in HAFF;

" Develop • long·te~ fundl"ll
p'IM for _riled Depart......t;

" ldo!ntlfy funding for 'prlvate
veterinary practices~

n Provide tedlnlcal support to
operat~rs of dips etc;

" Increase charges for pililc
s.......lces to recover costs;

n Increase .contracting out for
pililc senice needs.

,., Transfer gay't ani. I breeding
schelles to private Iweeders;

i> Invcs1.ent Col.
DAPH» Increase livestock ~rs in

deficit areas.

" Increase ani.... l draught power_

» Reduce public cost and i~·oye

efficiency of lIv,stock servic~s;

»> Substantially r~e losses of
livestock fr~ ~iseases;

estock Policy»» Increase efficient)· and
••••••••••'. productivity of livestock sector

especially --.g ~Mllholders;

I icy on Fareer
ganizations

» Encourage dev';lopoent of
• set of self'reliant fa.-.:r
organizations with the
capacity' to service a wide
v~riety of .eabe~ needs.

» Mini.ize gover~nt involvement
in .Co·operat ive affairs;

» Provide enabling enviranaent
for all types of organizations;

», Strengthen ptobl ic S'4llOrt

services for far. organiziltlons.

liIlZ, HAFF

liIll,'l:AFF

MAFF

,., levlse Cocperative Societies Act

» Re-rve ..rketing regulation .frtIG
Coops; .

»> OevelO!> general legislation for
fa...r·organlzatlons;

n Fund aervlce to ~!Ie on
"ettll19 up ",....,lz.Uans:

1994

1993

1995

1995

" Parii~try awoval of IIIC!OdlIents;

»> Parliamentary approval of amendDents
to AKA;

»> Parllll!"""'tr~' approval of new Act;

". ludget.ry .llocatlon o~ funds.

.............................. _-_ _ - - _ _ _-_ -.. _ _-- -_ _ __ . __ .__ - -- _ - -- _.. -----
licy on Use

~ar~r.funds 'his .re. Is "1W under developE:n1 by the Task Force.
- ... ------._- ..

, r,. _ _ :_••• =_ =_ .• :••• ,

7
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Insl; lut 1.......1 Area lelar.. lI>j~ctiVl!(S)

I"",l-..ting
Proposed Strnegies "ilenel6 lCey $tep5

Tent_tive
lilll!table suggested lIonitorl"ll Indicators-_ _ - -- - -...

.. Enhlllee capadt" 10 Mni lor Mll~f

....lyze. ard "'lllotiate trlld" issues;

» Encot"u;t! QUtgrmoer opera t ions and MAFf, ??
"stabl ;sh Ixal ....r • .,t centres;

.. Establish Alarht In'o......tlon flAff, CHApc-ogr_:

.. Enhance capac;ltl' for developing lASS, CllA
and _itar;119 standards;

1. lIarhllng
'nslitutiens

•• Ensure ,pc-_Islan af ~te
•.nt"t In'onoat len;

.. Us!!' gr~ ard st~rds 10
m/lance ..rteting 01 pc-O<lJcts;

» I"",rove Gowerr-nt capabil III'
In interna'lonal trade oraUl!'rs;

» 1"PC'0vt' ~rtet /lCC.." for
,,",,~Ilholck~:

» Ensure 'prars receive quat itI'
l"",t5.

)0]1; Provid~ eapacity to enforce
1'"4".t tegislnion.

HAff

'. set up "I unit for food crops
In CHA;

•• Set up "I ..,il 'or livestock
and other crops in ""IF;

.. Strqthen Capac I tv ofms to ~lI!'lop st~ndanls;

» Establish ..,it In CHA
to sert~ltor grades:

n 16truetur" and strengthen
agricultural Irack Uni I In flAfF;

1993

1994

t993'~

1993

1994

» legular lIarltet reports;

» legular lIartet reporrs;

.. P<bl ished standards for f~
crops. and crop pr",*",ts;

.. Ilcceptance of gradeS by
export 1:Juo(ers;

» Iludget allocation for Unit;

>,. i:Si.oU~" ia~t!!!""~t" ooir 1995 JI> ILdget allocation for U,it;In RIlfF;~. Agricultural "- - - -:: -;;;;.k-~;~;;-~~ i;;:-;,;;;;;;:.;.-~:. i';;;~:';-;~~; i~;~·~.~~;~;..~;:-~;; ....;--·;;·;~i~·;;,d·~i;,;.;;·~;·~;~~· ;~2:~ ....."::·~;;;;;·;';·;;ii;';;;~-;f······ll,,~earch and res"arr!> InfraslrUClu.-e; : for agricul :ural re~e,;rc"ers; : incentin package; Incl!l\tl~ package;

.. approval of plan by goy't and
""rtle/- _.'ng donors;

» leport on pc-Iorities;

•• b above;

1994

1994

~994·9;» Include pr",,-hian 10 reo;ard st~ff
for lInlilge activltv/perforNnCe;

>, CcrOJct reviev of research
priorities and \4ldate periodically;

., Of!W!lop rang· lena fU"lding plan for
agricultural research;

., Prepare and contlnally l4'do1r. 1994 onwards »Iegular ~tes of plan;lese.rdl !laster Plan based on pr.: .-ices
perf_ reviews and avalalable funds:

.. Incorporate pri"'ate and contractingl994 onwards » Provisions in Haster pI...out prO!lr_ In revi .... of priorhie"
and 1l6"ardl Ilaster Plan.

IfAff, 04

01.

04

04

» Increasr lintages with rr9i"""l
r~earCf\ inst;tutior.s ard data t)....nl.s;

» Oev"lop spec; t ie plaM 'ar.
,,<'ivaI iz,"'I and cCnlr~cting aut
certain ty;:" of res!!'arch;

,~ I"","ov~ 1ir.ta;es .. itl> faraers,
fa..-r assedalions. agribusiness and
ektension s~rvh:~s;

.> Establ is~ IIIl!Chani= to detrnoine
priar! tv research prograas;

>. Establ is~ progr. review "1'51_ HArt. 04
wi th regUlar scient if; c and account Ing
audits;

•• Contrec:t ClUt progr.'s scientific 1994 onwards .> legular c:antrllCtlng progr••: and KC t1ng aufi ts:__ _ _ _ _ _ 4' _ _ __ _ _ _ -- - - - .

.. I""rova! p,ogr_ ""'....gftlt!nl and
funding;

.. I"""""",,, c~ity t., borr"'" and
adi!pl tr,hnologirs;

JI)' I..,r.~·:", r~,earch reI evance and
qual ltv;

.> Encourage Jli\.....Ii... In nat ianal:
rMrar'h sys1m.

,r,...........
I"~

I
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'. t~ove ioc-entivt:S an.:! ~iro.~t t'A, HAFf
for agricultural eat_Ion workers;

n ConclJct annual revll!'f of District OA
elltens;on perforllal1Ce based on:

• reports fr... f.n!! organiutlons;
- annual reports of District

Co-ardinating 80dles - see' 1-9;
- le..els of I..".a..eaent In

fua product sales by District_

~~ AdaPt Rthods and IIl!ssages OA
to those .... Icit pc-oduce these results.

n Encourage agri-business and f.,..r DA
organization fn\o-olveaent in advisory work.

TenUt;"e
Key steps r1l1l!lable.. .. -.-- .. -.. ._...__.

n r.~ le:.r and 4e.."IClplO'!f't of ....~e,f 1994
inc mtlve package;

Ins.tituti~' Area

s. Ag- i,,,It.., ..1
fxt~!lloion

Reto~ Objectiv~(sJ_ _ - ..
,.,JIo ~rtde staIr .e:.hnical sl:.itts..:
facit itles, and ather Incentives;

»> lroc'...e IlrOirlllll 1MI'Ia!'_nt and
funding;

~~ Imcrove quality and relevaoc~

of utenslon .ssages;

~~ Str~then e.tensian/research/
farooer ~inltages;

U Plunillze prov;slon of advisory:
5erv i ces;.

Proposed Strate-gies
l"'Pleaoenting

Agencies

n Review and deYelop proposals for
~eded extension field resources:

n Agree an staff secondDent and cost
sharing -.eehanlsas with agribusiness
and f .... organizations.

n Dewlap lang-ter. flnling plan for
agricult....al ellt_ion;

~~ Prepar" and continually update
Eatenslon M.ster Plan based an user
f_d>ack and available funds;

SUggeSted Monitoring irelicators. _.--_ -_ -_ ...
~~ Approval of incentive: p""kage;

1994 » C~letion of review:

1994 ~~ Appr-oval of detailed polier:

1994 ~~ Appr-""al by Cl!Z and donors:

1994 """ards »Perlodic Updates of Plan.

~~ lnltlalion of services.

~> Procedures revised;
» centr. funded and s"t UP:
» leglshtion passed;
n .atlonal Vater plan 8C'P'"oved by

Cabinet.

... ..... -_ ... _..... --~ ------_ ... _.. _....-............ -

~~ Contract cOlllpleted;

~~ Contract c~\e'ed:

U CCIIlplet ,en of study and
iapl~tatlonof results;

u EllpSed ti. to process titles
and land transfers•.....------_.- ..--------_._ .........-..
~~ contract cDePleted;

» Cabinet ap:>r"".l of plan:

1996

1994

1m

1994

1m

1994 onwards

n Cmtraet out ;) review
of exi.tlng allocation procedures;

~~ Contract out de..el~t of
proposal for Centr.:

n Contract out de..~lor-nt o~

proposal for legislation:

n finl ew rrcOllllll!ndatIens of IbcNe
~tudles and i1l1pleaent:

n llnce Centre Is established, set
up Jast. Foree to dlNelop .aUonal
Yater Plan with consult Ing help:

n Establbh electrical u,...lces
In viable areas (eg Mltushi and
addlti_l transforlll!rs).

HAFF, &
Vater Bd

~~ Develop legislation co..erlng joint MAH
or coll.borali ..e ;rrlgatlar.
proje,:(s;

» Establ ish joint venture with HAFF
;ndl.Ktry to set· up Irrigation Centre
wi th outreach services:

» Encour.;ge eapanslon of electrical MOE
st!rvices wher~vrr econocaie;

» Review arel stre_line procedures
for granting water rights;

» O",velop and 1'9leooent •••tlonal Specl.l
&later Master Plan... T.sk Force

~, Encour~e th~ use cf irrigation:
to Iq)('~ fal"3ing prof its and
rC'duc~ risk ..

u Cre.t~ capdCity for bnd » Restruct....e HI and ICAH land Use "t, ICAH : ~~ Develop specific project and get 1993
surv~y atd _inlstration under Uni t and develop legislati'te : flrlding cllIlWi Heel:
new poli~les (see A-4). proposals to 1"'PIe-nt polity th_es; :

:
n Establ ish f.ra registry .t Hl : U Ilbtain approval of plan to !tet 1994

~,. h~tlllI larel use for : District le..el; : up District registries:
aoJ' it,,1 t"...l purp.3SI!S; : :

» Establish structure to ....lnister Hl : u Contract out stLdy of grcqd rents 1994
new groin! rent/tall systeoo: :. and "Inistratl",:

~~ b=<!dhe provision 01 esunt ii:ll: :
land athinlstr.ti..e ser.. ices. : n Strengthen "LO. copacity to ....vey III : » Detl!l'lline req..ire-ents and "llae.te 1m

lands .reI Issue/transfer deeds. : necessary resources - .ee C-5.

'Jat",r and
Itt ig;H ion

.. --. _ - - _ - _ --_. -_ _.._ _ -_ - -_ --_ -_ ..- ".'"' ._.-...-.._..--.-_..-_...--------_..
» Project Initiated:~. la"'"

Aministrat;on

. . - _ _ _ - - -.. -- -_.. - _ _ -. - _ _ _- _ ---- - -..-.-_ - __.._- __ - _ - _.
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...........- _ .

.. Prcic~ illpl_tlOd;

.. J~'i~turlng IOffectlOd;

-,
:.~ .idi rlOCCM!ry rat~s:

..... ;.

~ .~ .~- ..
. -"SUi9I!Sted Monitoring lrellc.tors.......~-.- _ --
..·StUdY 'cr.llpllOtlO:j;

1994

1994

1993

1994-5

Tentative
t IlII!tllble

1993 _rds u Teras of contracts III!t.

~~ Ca.-ry out diagnD5tle r,.,,·i ....
of three institutions:

~~ Carry out rlOhmll itallon of
L1_ lank;

n FacH it.tlO Ildoption of IlIIprovlOd
~t prOCeGJrH and system:

~~ Develop collateral and collateral
sjj)stl tutlOS (IOSI grcup ll!f1ding.

ICIOy stlOpS

HAFF. IlOF

MH. I«lF
SOl

MAFF. MOF

11Ip1_ting
llgenclH

~~ Intr~~ ,1st reduction strategln HAFF. I«lF,
in il!f1ding prograaos. Fis

'roposlOd Str.tl!giIOs

~~ IlI!ducIO gover.--nt IrwalVIOaent
the operations of the Institutions:

~~ Proaote efficiency and cost··
IOfflOetiv,"","ss.

.. EcouniIO r~trtoC'Uf;ng and
rlOhabi lltation of elli"ting three
inst i lut ions:

.~ C_rt rur31 fi .....,.,I.1
institutians tnto IUt_.
vimllO, ~ sIOIf-!lustaining
bodi".

IllOfo~ Obj~tlvlO(s)tnst i tut ion:- I Are.

n EnsorIO lJOYIOr.--nt flrding is
provided only U1der fi contracts•... .. - --_ _._ ------_. _ --- _ ~ .. -_ _ _..-.-..- - -_ _ __.._ _ _ _.- ...

.5. Ilu~al rin."""10
Insticutions

u Cebhwt or pari i_try llflllI"oval
of prop05Ill;

u AppointeMt of loards & approv.l
of "'"" flnting plan - lee C-7•

n Accl!ptance of plan by Cabwt;

:.~ COIlpIIOtlon of review;

u ~OIIplet ion of study;

1994
;

1994

1994

1993

~~ leview current currlcul~:

~~ Establish rlOqUir_ts of
pbllc and privatIO sKtor for
trainiOd personnel;

:.~ Develop ph.n.t0 privatize s_
institutions;'·

~~ DIOvIOlop proposal for crut ion
of autonoaous InstltutlOM;

:.:. Establis'-nt of nev institutions. 1994-5

» OlOvIOlop "'"" lIflPf"oachIOs to ,...-ding HAFF, IlOF
training Instlrutlons;

.. InstitutIO rIO-training for existing HAFF
HA" persornel;

~~ CrIOate aut~ in training HAFF. lPA
inst i tut ions:

.. RIO-orient tr.ining progr_ to MA"
sIOrvicIO ! i~ral izlOd IOCClnCll:l)';

.. Ensure ,craining centres Sl4lPly
suitable trainlOd ~IOr for
b.>th pill ii: lWd Pf"ivatIO SIOctors;

7. 'raining
Institutions

............ -.. __ - - _ _ _ _- _ - __ . -.-.._ - _ - -_ ..
l!I. fa.... Power and

HlOehanizat ion
IMt i tutes

~~ Facilitate private sector rolIO
in tr_feir of fa~ I'O"'"r and
aechanilatilon technologies.

» Establish privatIOly-f..-dlOd
training/tIOsting cent rIO for
MchanizlOd fa~ing at Hagoye;

» Establ ish siaihr centrIO for
ani ....1 powI!rlOd ~gricul turIO
at Palabane;

HAFF. &
Mach'y
Sl4IPliers

HAFF. &
Mach'y
Sl4IPliers

:.~ Solicit Industry views on C,""trlOS;

~~ Set up te.. to dIOvelop proposal:

n Review propos.al with irdJstry;

~. DIOVIOlop arcI pass nIOlOdIOd llOSlisl.tion

1993

1994

1994

'995

u Propos.l deftlopi!d;

u Incilstry eccl!ptance of piin;

:.~ Approval of llOSllslatlon;

~~ Use both c,""tres to strengthen IrdJstry :.~ ~lt up C,""tres to: i995:.:. Flnting for Centre in place.
oanufactunr/dIOal..r/slOrvlclO!f3n:ll!!r • train f• ...,.rs. aethllnics.
linkage &two' way info....tion flow. and .rtisans:

- test & evaluate IOqUlp' t;
- pblish tHt results. ... -- --- _. - _._ - -_ _. -- ----- -----.. _. -_ _--_. __._. __ ._ _._ _ - _- _ _ _ __ ---.._ _ _ _-- -_ _--.._ _._.--_ _.- _ .

"'. Coordil13t ion
of faraer
Services

thIO Taslt 'PrcIO -..ld I iltIO to slOe i..,rovlOd coordination of
services tp the f ....ing community .t the District lIOvel.
SUatlOSll_ for this .re under devlOl~t•

..... --- -..--- _.-i- -. - --.. - --•••- -- , _ ~ -............... _ __ ••_ _ ...
lOrE: 'he above institutiClMI cf'anges illpl~ Njor restructur!ng of HAFF and HI.

II rIOvilO" of the overall organization of HAFF should be t.nfI!rtaltlOn concurrently
with that of "I.

~o.
, I
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Invest.-rnt Ar.a InvlOSt..,t QbjectiveCS) Proposed Strat'"!lles
llllpheenting

Agen=ies lCey SllOpS
lentetlVe
TiI...Iable o•.~esledMonitoring IRtleaton

ItAFF

1994 _rds ,.. lesultant workplenlbtdlet:

1994 "","r<ls ... Ut1lh.tlnn of hrc:s ludge\\~.

199I."":""-do .,. AlnJaI danar review conslderl",
extlOr".1 auflts & upcfat~ "'ster 'Ian;

1994 _ards » Approval of Iludget by IIOF:

,.. see 1-21994·5

and

•• SIOIO 8-2.

.. Seek cIanor concurrence "lth
plans before budget s!balssion:

,.,. SIDit _I plilll/budget for
IIOF ilpprov.l;

•• Amual I""l.-nt.tlon of
'WcrlCd fundi"'} phn ~r
...... Inslhutlonal .rr__IS.

.,. Oevelop _I OIOrkplllnS end
budgets bas~ on up-to'dete
!Caster Plan, perlo"-"Ce revi~s.
...... strategies;

HIlFF

ItAff

ItAff

ItArF

""fF

o""ff

» Provide technologies for crop
starag:~. Pi oc:~s<i:1g. 1 u.;r:

.. Evaluate salls ..-.d land to
facilitate land expansion;

» Generate l-.waved t~hnolO!lY in
I ivestack br~edl"'l "nd ..",.,_nt.

•• Inst itutlonal rlOfo.. 1-2;

.,. 'reed for Incrused crop yllOlds
and disease/pest reslsunce:

» Develop Ujlpropt-~~!e =;rDnOlllc
poct.jes:

n provide rIOsources ....l!ded to
support Ins~lt\ltlonal refol'lllS'

n Ensure c~st-e"ectl","","ss In
achieving .qove two objeclves.

» Oevelop/lldapt .1"1_ cost and :
s:lStaiNble!crop Il'd li~tock
system 'CIf"jaajor qroecologlc.1
loneS.

I. Alrlc"ltural
RIOse.rch

,.,. ElIIJlhashe borrowlng/ldaptlng ItAff
technology ""erevIOr possible.

: .. Pr_te conservation of ""ff
: Mlural resources_

.. Assist far.rs In increasing ""ff
agricultural procb:tlon & pt'ocb:tlvity;

,.,. Provide strong llnlc2ge betwen ItAfF
research -.d f.~rs:

.. Provide strong li.ison bet",","" ItAff
far.rs and support services:

» lIelp 'arllers gain nel!ded JloAfF
_ri.l skills;

1994 onwards n "sultant IIOrkpl8l>/budget;

» see 8-3:1994·5

1994 orwards ..........1 danar revl,." e_lderlng
external aufl ts & Lpdated fliIsCer 'Ian;

1994 onwards n Approv.l of budget by ffOf;

1994 _rds .. Utilization of fank ludgetc~•

and

.,. see 1·3.

.) Develop _I IIClrkplllnS and
budgets bas~ on up·to-dete
"uter Pllft, perfa_e revietlS.
.......tuteliles;

.. sHIt donoc- IOor.eurr,..,.,e "lth
plans before budget slbalsslon.

.,. SlDlt _I plilll/budget for
IIOf lIflP'"0VII1:

.. Arnal I""'......t.tlon of

.ppr~ fundlnil plan trder
nev Instltutl_1 arrangellel\ts.

""ff.. Institutional rdor.II-];n Provide resourcIOs ....l!ded 10
s~rt ins:i~utlonal ref')""".

n EftSUC'e cost-eflectl"eness In
achieving abOve two ob;!Clves.

,.. Provide .clvlsory servlcIOs for
the purpose ,f Improvlnil Ifte
quality of ".-Ins In .11
districts, e$pec:.Uy~
sooallhalders;

Agricul turo:
~Jne'n~iC'f\

.. .. .. -.---.__ --.-_.- - - _ --_ _--- _.._ -_.._--- ..---_ -- ..---_ ---_..- -..- - -- ..---.- ..- - ----_.--_. .. - -- ..- ----------_ .. _ .---_..-
1994 __rds n lesultant IIOrkplao/llmget:

1994 arwards .~ Ut lllz.tlon of ftrds ludgetted.

, 1994...-refs » ........1 danar revl,." e_lderlng
perforance t.rlfl!ts;

1994 _rds .. Approval of budget by IIOf;

» oewlop _I workpl_ and
budgets based an perfo.....-.ce
t.~t. and new stratlO9l1Os:

~) Seek cIanor concurrence vi th
plans before budget s.alsslon:

» S!bal t 1I'ftJI( plilfl/budget for
IIOF lIflP'"ov.l;

.. Arnal l""l-..tatl.., of
lfIprowd funding plan trder
new Ill!!thutionel arr~ts.OAP"

DAP!f.~ StrlOnlthen elrlstir.g
veterinary lIesearch Unit:

.. ltaint.ln enl..l Heallh regtllatory OAl'"
capability;

,.,. EstaOt Ish uell'quallfl~centre of OAP"
ellpert ise on anl...l procb:t1on.

.. Strenglhen current lSete and tryps OAP"
progr_:

~~ Prov Ide tefllnlcal capacity in
ItAIF to support field 8dvlsory
services ando~otIIII1_tprl"ate
v~tlOrl""ri_.

» ensure cost-eUIOctiveness In
achieving abNe .. t..., abj4!ei"e~..

,.,. levive and Itrengthen qua,..ntine
capability. _.... _ __ __ • _ _ _. _ _. __ ._ _ _ _ _.. _ _.. _ ._ __ .oao • 4o -4o 4o _404o - 4o • __ .__ _ 4o. __ 4o •••••••• - - •

Anioql Production n leduce lI~tocll losses frOll
"4 H~al:h ~lso!'lS";

...
~.--

I I , I 'II '" I I 'I
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:nJe~ tllll!f.t III e. Iflvestll;l!fit obje::dye(s)' . ". pr~ed Strate9ie5

IfflPl_.tlng'· .':
Allencin

........ " .
Ieey steps

Tentative
il.table SlJllge5ted t;onftoring Indi".,t"rs

»» Collaborate with nearby countries OOF
on use of shared fisheries.

» Privatize fish hatching and oaFather services; .
»> Propoul f~ by dan<lrs.

n Approval of legislation:

199' >>> Plan approved by Hini~ter;

1995 ~, Budget allacation;

1993-4

1993-4

1994 onwllrds »Re<b:tfon in oYerflshing;

» Accelerate privatization plan
in consUltation with industry:

»> Develop fisheries investllef1t
proposal covering above plus
training and sUtistics.

n.Aalend leglslat ion regulating
fishing industry:

» Strengthen enforcement of
legislation;

»» Establish Aquaculture Unit for
research and extension;

OOF

DOf

DaF

oaF

»> Strengthen fisheries and
aquacul ture extension progr_:

» Upgr~ fisheries training:

»» IncreJSe the totll sustainable »» Strengthen regulatory eelsuresfish cateh fraa Zambian fisheries: end enforcement;

»» I~ove fisheries stltlstics
end research;

»> Exploit the potential of
the &qUICUlture sector.

»» I~o,e fish conservation
awareness and practises;

to. Fisheries

5. land
~inistratlon

»» 1~I~nt the Institutional
changes ~eded to iq>letDent
the n..."" hnd po~ icy.

u Restructure III incllding the
setting up of District registries;

u Establish initial basic
Infrutructure for new farlling
blOCks;

» Establish initial baslcc
infrastructure for new Reser~c
and Trust lands.

Hl, HOF

Ml, HOF
HAFF

Ml, HOF
HAFF

» Carry out asses.-ent of
fecilities r~ired for de~lopIIlent
of nev blocks of land;

»> Carry out assessaoent of
facilities required for de~lopnent
(,f R~ervE: a:>d trust IIII'd:

n De~lop HOlster Plan for funding
including ini t ial Infrastructure
& ..intenance of .services:

1994

1994

1995

» Completion of Asses~r.t;

» C~letion of Assessment;

» Completion of plan;
... a •••••••••• __ ••• •• •• _ ••••••••••••••••• a •••• __ .a._a __ • __ a __ • a •• _a. __ • ••••• • __ ._. • •• • • __ • __ • ._ •••• ~._. • __ ••••• __ • __ •• __ ••••••• _6. Agricultural

Training
» Provide Public component of
funding for restructured
training programs.

»> Illlprove funding of training
inst hut iQlY;;

» Develop plan for cast-sharing
with students;

» Provide funds for scholarship
~ogratll•

HAH, HOr

HAFf, HOr

HAFF, IIOF
Private

,.,. lievelop de!aH~ ~oposals based
on above training studies - see B-7;

n Set up study te_ to deter.ine
fees to be charged:

» Initiate new funding plan.

199'

199'

1995

» Proposals developeL;

» Fee charging policy approv

»> funds allocated.

.,

2..
~- '1 !I II I "
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....

'-.ell.

SUNeSted IlanltOrlng 1R!lcatol:" .
tentative
T;laetml..

......................... -_ -_ _ -._.- .. _ -- _ ...

rey steps .!~~~.~~~~~~~~..;..:...Invelt~t ObjectlveCI).- ";,-- ..... --.-...... __ ._--_.......

•• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• D. SUPPOllT fill priVATE SECTDA INVESTf«HT

11IIp1_ti~
ASenciet .I",,"tamt Aree.. --._ .. _._-.-.- -. . .... . ....

:>:> "Ir-..tl with donorl to proylde 1993 onwards; n Alr..-nts reflect mange.
non·tarllened funds for on·lending'n vllOble projects;

1......1 end
Agrlcultunl
Credit

:>:> !Cab,lIze ....t ........I· r ..lource. M:
to f~ .r.ting el9lt.1 and new
Invest~ In .11 c.tegorles

of f ....... rUr.1 businesses, end
agrl·~lnes. concerns.

u IlIIplefOeflt Institutional and
palley refo.... lee A·3 and ·.·6;

~~ Ensure th.t loanable funds .re
directed to viable proJecu;

IeAff, BOZ.
IlOf

NOI. 102.
f11

>~ Dperationallze Institutional and
policy rdo,.. ref_ with technlc.1
ass f stance where needed;

1993'~

.. Alloc.te • cflar.. of "llIzed funds MDf, BOZ,
to rur.l flntroee Instltutl_ f11
(lIS c_rcf.1 banta) to _lire
coverage of _It'lcale f....rs
end rural !:Ius Inesses.

n II.... "II. Credit loard to _ure
that relourcel ur.rked for the
s..ctor are allocated to priority
progr_.

1993 onwardl n I~t on rural lector•

2. II... Product
Dev..l~t

:>:> Stl••te the diversification
and ellfl!'l'Slon of th.. sector
througfll tile Introduct ion of
new pri"", end prOCl!S"ed products.

~~ Develop and Introduc.. prOllr
to eneble the horticultural sector
to capture niche .rkets with
carefully selected prodUcts;

:>:> De""lop and introduce progr.
to assist proceslors acquire tIM!
technology needed for further
diversification of product .Ix.

""'ff. &
Private
Seeter

"CTI, &
Private
Sector

» Design overall plan for
hort lculture progr.;

:> Design overatt plan for
processing technoIOIlY assistanc~;

n lIork out trl'partlte agr......,ts
with llov't/donors/prlnte
participants;

1994

1995

1994·5

:>:> Plan cCllllpleted.

» Plan cClllpleted.

n Atr......,ts slgo>ed;

: : .. 11IIp1"""",t agre"""",ts. 1995 _refs n Seetor perfO<W*'Ce IIIIpI"""",",,"ts •................................... -_ _ - _ -..- -_ ----_ -- -- _ -_ .. _- ---_. __ --- -- --- --_ _ -_ -_ .. -- - -_ -._ _ _ -- -- --_ _-- _ - - --- ",- -- -_ .

• M~Kt~r""IM ...ans over ard -....... r ..tained earnings and ..vlngs capwred by
by financi.1 institutions.

r
I I II



ATTACHMENT 2



..:

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE, FOOD AND FISHERIES
FOOD SECURITY DIVISION

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
1993-94 SEASON

1. MARKETING POLICIES

a. Maize marketing is 1iberal ized. Everyone is free to
engage in the procurement, storage~ processing and distribution
of maize and its main by product - mealie meal.

b. For purposes of marketing data collection, all persons'
and companies engaged in marketing of maize and other crops will
be registered jointly with the Ministry of Agricultur~ Food and
Fisheries and the Mi ni stry of Commerce, Trade and Industry.
Therefore, all tho:3e compan i es wh i ch responded to the
advertisement for grain marketing agents, inclUding those which
have not been appointed as agents of the three lending
institutions, including the Southern Province CDoperative Union
(SPCMU), and may use their own funds for crop purchases, will be
automatically registered on the assumption that they are not
disqualified .under the existing investment laws of Zambia.

c. There will be no subsidy of any kind in all the stages
of ma'rketing.

d. The into-mill price is liberalized and, therefore,
negotiable between the dealers and the millers.

8. The role of the government will be mainly a facilitator
to enhance the development of the private sector and ensure that

producers get a fair return of thei r investment through the
provision of timely, adeQuate and reliable market information to
guide their commercial decision making.

f. Government will maintain a strategic reserve of gr~in for
the purpose of ensuring continuous supply of food in times of
emergency such as drought or other disasters.

g. While government will not be involved in marketing, it
is the government's role to closely monitor the developments in
the market for policy formulation purposes. Government will
arrange for food imports when domestic production is not
sufficient to meet local demand and it will manage and administer
food aid that comes into the coun~ry.

h. Government will lease available storage facilities to
interested private companies.

:::. FlOOR-pR-!CeS

For t~e guidance of prOducers, the foliowing ere the floor
prices:

maize - K5,OOO per bag of 90 kg
Sorghum - K5,OOO oer bag of 90 kg

. ":
, .
.'

BEST AVAILABLE copy I
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Sunflower - K4,OOO per bag of 50 kg
Shelled Groundnut - K10,000 per bag of 80 kg
Soyabean - K8,OOO per bag of 90 kg

The above prices are prices to be paid by tne buyers when prodl
is delivered to designated depots of the dealers. It is he'~Y

made very clear, however, that the floor price is only indica~ive

and that farmers and buyers are free to negotiate prices.

3. ARRANGEMENT FOR BUYING MAIZE

a. The three ag,ricultural lending institutior.s wr.ich ar'3 tt.e
ZCF Finance Services, CUSA (Z) and LIMA bank and the Southern
Province Cooperative Marketing Union wi 11 bE' the mair,
organizations to buy maize from farmers who borrowed from these
institutions. These institutions will subcontract the buying of
maize to dealers in different parts of the country according to
the production areas they have assisted in terms of loans. The
agents will be buying maize from farmers and sell it to millers
on behalf of the lending institutions. It is important therefore
that the agents have to make arrangements with millers for maize
supplies. The dealers will earn commissions from the lending
institutions for the handling of maize. The lending institutlons
and dealers wi 11 have to sign an agreement specifying the
responsibilities of both parties.

b. The other buyers will be those companies which arc abl~

to arrange financing from commercial banks or financed from thei!"
own resources. This will include the millers and hammermill
operators. However, as mentioned in item 1.b above, these will
have to be registered with the Ministry of Agriculture, Food ana
Fisheries and the Ministry of Commerce, Trade and Industry.

4. TRANS~ORT RATES

Transport rates have been liberalized. This means ch~~ ·~e

dealers and transporters have to negotiate for the "!'O"" :';:c:: rat:.es.

5. MAIZE EXPORTS

a. The export of maize or mealie meal will be permitted ~c

enable the country to earn foreign exchange and to ease t'''\e
burden of storage and securing funds to buy the sur~'u3 ~aize.

Exports will be allowed after taking care of t:.he loca~

=onsumption requirements. Exports will, therefore, be approvec
and closely monitored jointly by both the Ministry of
Agriculture, Food and Fisheries and the Ministry of :ommerce.
Trade and Industry.

G. CROP FINANCING

Agents will be allocated funds for maize ourchas~s ~~ thi
three lending insti~utions and tne SPCMU. These are gove ... ·1me;:
funds. Commercial banks wi 11 also provide funds creatr ,ttl!::
system through the relaxation of the 0:: .. ., ...... - ,_oj_tv.;:

?

BeST AVAILABLE COpy

-.
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requirement. All funds will be loaned at commercial rate of
interest.

6. MARKETING LOGISTICS

Dealers are . expected to source their own logistic
requirements such as trucks,. empty grain bags, tarpaulins ,
scales and other materials. ,It shou·ld also' be noted that
proctirement and distributioh ·o~ empty grain bags have been
1i bera1; zed. It is estimated that some 14 mill i~" empty grain
bags will be available for this marketing season fro~ the.Zambia
Cooperative Federation and other private dealers.

7. EEBTILIZER MARKETING

Fertilizer production and ma~k$ting.have been ,liberalized.
The estimated demand for ferti 1i zer .duHng the ",xt planting
season is estimated to be about ,250,000 m.'t;... Of this amount,
some 150 ,000 (120,000 m.,t. imported & 3d, oqo m. t. I~ocal stock)
will be supplied by ·the three lending institutions 4Dbve and will
mail'lly be for the sma" scale farmers. 'The remaining 100,000 m.t.
wil' be supplied by private dealers, NeZ and donors.

,

1\
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Tab~a S. Zambia; Summary and Timatabla of AdJuata.nt and Structural H.a.ur•• , 1991-9'

(Aatarlaka indicat••r ••• (or priority acLlon)

.~~

f~~.!~~~ fnllrl.!

Objactivaa and tar,ata Strata,y and Haa.urea naill' or [Ha..ur••

I. r.1r.hah~p rua rncr~ala aamlnaa Crom nontraditional
."rort.•• reduce Import. dependence. and
!mprova allocatlva afflclancy.

•

•

Unlf, official and aaeond-willdo.
a.chlUlsa rataa.

Step davaluatlon of 30 percant •

Hen... the .zehan.a raL. ao •• to
aatlaf, the 1992 balanca of
pa~Dt. obJactlv.. and .eve
lncr•••lnll, toward ••artet
det.~ln.d r.te.

April 1"1

Frca January 31, .1992

Durlna 1"2

2. E"cI,anlt. and trade ayat....

J. rar!fr rarort:'l

l~~aloal d ..hl and aId

llba~.ll~a Import realme.

~emova Impedlmant. to axporta.

Achlava a mora unIform and lowar-laval
tarlrt raAlm...

Ta~e atapa lo normall~a ralatlona with
."larnal crldltorl.

BEST AVAILABLE COpy

a Shift OGL .,atam to a Da.atlve
llaL.

Widell OGL covera,e from 90 percant
to at l •••t '5 p.rcant of b••a
"erlod Importa.

Furth.r r.duc. ll.t o( controll.d
export. from' to 1 (Ivory).

Continue to rational1.e and rafora
tariff atructura.

a Reduce arrear. to tha Fund to thalr
Jul, I, 1••0 la~.l.

• Ell.lnata arreara to other
~ltll.t.ral creditor. and ••at
pa,.ellt. failin. due to all
aultllaterel credltore.

a Clear racent .rr••r. to 'arl. Club
and oLb.r bilateral credltora In
the conta.t of erranl~nt. '~r

debt relief and na. e"tarnel
dl.bur.amant••

• Dlacuaa with co=merclal banka and
ather private creditor••eana of
addr•••lnl debt .arvlce problam••

Hld-1992

Hld-1992

End-U92

1992-'3

Durina 1992

rrom January 1".

1992

1992

"
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Tftbl. 5 (conllnu.d). lftmbla: Summary and Tlmltabll of AdJuctmlnt and Structural HI.lurl., 19'1-'4

(A5l.~I.k. lndlc.ta araa. for priority action)

~

VII. H:ninll.

ObJ.ctlv'••nd T.rs.l.

Iner•••••fflel.ney of malr. and
rarlillt.r m.~k.lln~

Improv. eamp.LILlv.nels of teCH.

StratalF and Ha••ural

E.tabllah floor prlc. for ••1••
with varlatlonl ~.lld on tran.port
COltl .0 a. to .ll.lnat. tranlport
.tib.ldl•••

D.v.~op rul.. for 0plratlon and
flnanclna of .al.. .tr.t.alo
r•••rv•.

taka othar .t.pl •• D.C••••ry to
.ncourIS. prlvlt. ..ctor
p.rtlclp.tlon In ••11. aDd
flrtlll.lr ..rkltlna.

Foraulat. I datall.d .adlum-t.ra
InvI.tmlnt and production proaram..

I.prov. op.ratlna .fflcl.ncy of
ZeOI.

Tlalnl ~f H.aaura.

Hld-I99Z

D.velop.d 1"a
J~l...nt.d 19'G

199Z-"

1992

'992-'.

"-!"t",, ~ .. ",~ ••• r'I' ..; .._- .,r,..~ .,. -"'" ..

VI i I hdu5LrY

1. Rol. of .Delor

2. L"slal.llva r.Corm

R•• fflrm lsmbla'a cccmltmanl lo a
"'ftt"al.-bft5.d {rna ant "rl'tls. aysl_.

f.:lcouresa In'l.5tmenl.

non-.lnln~ actlvltl•• ,

Iaau. • .aJor polley .tat...nt on
th. rola of thl prlvltl .Ictor and
1••uI Inv•• tm.nt Guld.lln•••

Implement r.c.ntl, Inact.d
Invlllm.nt cod. to Itrl..lln.
proc.dur.. and 11~lr.llll tr••tm.nt
of for.lln lnv••te.nt.

BEST AVAILABLE COpy

1'92

1992
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TAbl. 5 (eontlnu.d). Zambl.: Summ.ry .nd flm.tabl. of AtJulba.~t and Structue.l H•••ue•• , 1"1-'.
(AaLe.,.ka IndlceLe -[-i' COE ~(lo(l\l .c\lon)

OhJ.c~lv•• and T.raet. Stelt.ay and Hlllue.1 fl.lnl ~__H_I_I_Iu__r'_I __

IX. Tranaport

[ap.nJll"rl ll(Ol"'"

x. ~!.!Y

~-' -- ..

Relae efficiency of lrlnaport .ervICl.
end r.duce budset.ry burde~ oC
op.rallna aubaldle•.

Give blab priority to ••Int.nance,
rehabillt.tlon, and r.plle ot
ezlltlna rOld tran.poet .yateDa.

D.v.lop and Implemlnt r ••tructurlnl
planl for Z~I. R.II••ya and
ZllIIIbla Alrw.V"

I.plemant .boll-tlrm ••••ur•• to
It.. 10•••• Incurr.d by Z.mbl.
Mrw~.

Improv•••Int.nanc. ot f ••dar ro.d.
tbrouab InltILut!on.l retor- and
Iner••••d r.aoure. eob~lll.tlon.

!ncr..... p.l=~!.··:= ;:! ":~s.

Annaunc.d In .'82 hud••t

1992-'-

1992

1991-'_

::'i:': ..:...:.:.• .: .:...."' ... ) .7;2

.. F.Y:'toht1t '_"it • 5\1l,ply ""_qulllt." "'H~ economically
prl" •.1 '."lrAY ttl lI"hulrlel .nd
h.,J\ls"h ..:~ld tt:!f\t" •.

• Halnt.ln p.trol.um product and
• l.ctrlclty prlc•• It .conomlc
l.v.la.

Alloclte .zp.ndltur.a In powlr and
p.trol.u& ••ctor. to ••Int.n.nc.,
rep.lr an6 r.babilitation of
ezl.tlnl Infe••tructur. eath.r than
to cra.tlm of ne. capacity.

1992·'•

1992-94

:;1 R@tlth and l'opul~L~!!

r",,"nl'.'.tlre ,_r··l'.·"!

2. Rev.nue R.(~rm

Jmprt')v. tltll ',,'nl" ..d heAlt.h •••'vle•••

"

BESTAVAILABLE COpy

~~.quat.ly fund h••lth .ector
.cUvlt.l.a .nd IIV' paorlt., to
melntenance and r.pale at .zlatln,
primary h••lth laeillti.a.

Shift -=ph••la to pr.ventlve he.lth
c.r. from eur,tlve c.r••

rner.... r •• l lundlnl lor nanaal.ry
raeurr.nt CO.tl.

Contlnu. .nd ezpand co.t r.covary
prolram on .bllltY-lo-pay b.a~l.

1992-;'

1992-'.

199Z-U

1992-"

I.

., . I . II II
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Tabla 5 (concludad). !~~la: Summary snd Tlmatabla of AdJua~ant and Structur.l Ha.aura., 1991-94

(Aetarlake lndlcata araa. (or Rtlorltx ,ctlon)

3. r"l'ulatlon Ilrow lh

4. H"lrl tion

XII: E.t'Jc.at Ion

ETr.n~tLur. r.~orm.

ObJ.ctlvaa .nd Tarael.

Improva nutritlonal .tatu. of
populat.lon.

'I::>prova acca.. t.o and quell ty of
edueatlcn.

Str.t'IY and H.a.ur••

I.pl.mant n.tlonal popul.tlon
polley .l.ad .t .lanlfleantl,
reduclnl Lh. r.L. of popul.tlon
.~~.

Dev.lop .edlum-L.~M.Llon.l
lutrltlon Str.t'I'.

Glv. prlorlty In .duc.Llon
.xp.ndlt.ur•• t.o prlalry .duc.tlon.
plrtlcul.rly In the poRr urban end
rur.l .r•••.

FRCUI expenditure. on
r.h.blllt.tion and .alnt.roanc. of
a.llllna f.ellltl •• aa .all aa
L••chlna .It..rllll,

lncr•••• aneta at aducltlon In
bud••t..

IlalDa ~f H.••ur••

1992-94

1993

1992-94

1992-'.

1".
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CHART 11
ZAMBIA

REAL EFFECTIVE EXCHANGE RATE INDICES '. JANUARY 1982 - DECEMBER 1991
(Period overage, 1982= 100; foreIgn currency per kwacha)

~

120 ---- , 120

Official rate 2/

100

60

..0

80

rJ
-"

/
Second-window Tah

~"--

40

60

80

/-

IOO~~

20 1- ~ ~ -i 20

U' " , • " •".~l..~ , " •• , , I , , , .... , • d ....LO~.' • , , .. I " , , , • , .. , , I .......... , , .... , , ..... , " , " 0 .... 01 ....... " .. I , .. , , , • , ! •.1 0
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991:

Sources: Iwr Information Notle. S,.hm; and ataff ..timet".

1/ \.~/lIht.d b, tat al tracSl.
2/ f1rl1-wlndow rat. from febrllar, 199Q 10 April 1991.

'I' '
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tlhll ~ (contlnuld). t~ll: S~ary and tlmltabla of Adjua~lnt and Structural H.aaural. 1"1-"

fAstlrl.k. Indlc.ta .raaa (or prlorlLy .ctlon)

~
~-<

'-;

II. fJ ~~.L!'!!l!E.l

I. RaVln,,1 lllObl Urllion

2. Exp.ndltura r.stenelurln,

ObJlctlva••nd T.rlat.

Improva ald/d.hL m.n.aam.nL.

'~,~.al' buoy.ncy. C.lm•••••nd
ICClcl.ncy oC Lax lyaLID.

RIVlrl. d.e11nl In r.ll v.lu. o(
nont.ax r.vlnu•.

E1I~ln.ta lub.ldla. wblla cont.lnlna
t.hl arowlh. Ind ra.truct.urlna t.hl
cocpoaltlon. oC othlr nonlntlra.t
arplndltura.

Str.talY and Ha••ura.

Contlnu. a((ort.1 to Itran,t.h.n
manltorlna of Iid/dabt. flow.,

EKpand IncODI t. •• ba.1 to Includ.
frlnaa b~n.tltl and r.Juca tax
rataa.

S.rmonl.a dome.t.tc and I~rt Ilial
tu at I unlforlll uta.

Convart ••1a. tas to VAt.

Raltora r.al Yalu~ of nantax
rlvenUI to 198e llval.

e !l~tnata tranlport .db.idi.. tor
.a"l.

Ell.ln.ta .ubI1dta. for bralkf••t
.Ial.
~-~.• ~ •••:~-!"!~ ":'~ -,,!~,,~ ---! ....
20 parcant.

E1I.lnlt.1 IUbaidy on rolllr
...l.

I Ellmlnata .ub.ldy on {ortillzar.

Incr•••••hara oC r.currant. budl.t
.lloc.t..d to .upplill .nd
mAlntlnanca.

• Improva tlrlat.lnl at currant.
IKpln41t.ura t.owlrd priority
aactorl .nd vuLnarabla aroup••

tl.lna of H.••ura.

1992

Announcad In l"Z budllt

Announcad In 1"2 budl.t.

un

1992-"

1'92

laplem.nt.d:3anuary l"a

0··,.,...... •• •"".,

Hld-1993

Harch 1992

lt92-h

1992-"

3. fllea' manaa.menl

Civil service e.{orm

II' II"

Str.n,th.n manlaem.nt o( public
tln.ne••.

Improva t.x .dmlnlatr.tlon.

Improv••CClcl.ncy without. r.l.lna
cost..

I Stranathan monlt.orlnl .nd control
of arp.ndlt.ura••

Incr•••• taK dap.rLmant budlatl and
:,,:,=rw~,:~:•.

Iaprova Incantlva. (or tachnlcal
and .anllirial pofltlona, Whill
r.ducln, .l.a of pUbLIC .arvlca.

U92-"

1"2

199Z-9'
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Tabl. ~ (contlnu.d). Z~i.:· Summlry and rlmetlbl. of AdJuI~.nt and Structurll H.llur•• , ."1·'.
IAst.rl.k. Indlc.ta araa. for priority action)

-\"'-..

III Hon.lary Polley

Ho,ney ItlJ1nly

l. Cndlt.

J. Int.r•• t r.t ••

ObJ.Cllv•••nd Tars.l.

Ilrlna "",nat.ry ~rn..l.h "nd.r control:
HZ to l~er•••• by no mora lhan
25 p'tc.nt In 1992.

.En.ur••d.qu.t. cradlt avall.bliity to
nonaov.rom.nl ••'lor.

Achieve polilive la.1 r.l•• to
.~cour.s•••vlns. dllcour.s. c.pll.l
fllaht, and Ichl.va • mora afflclanl
.lloc.tlon of cradll.

a

Slr.t'IY and H.,.ur••

Introduc., .nd make .ctlv. u•• of.
n.w liquid ••••t r.qulrem.ntl,

Continul to 1.,01' 11_ltl on k.lchl
cr.lt.d throuah d.bt .w.p. in
conillt.ncy with eon,t.zy
obJ.ctlv••.

llelt n.t borrowln, by Govarnm.nt
frOD bankin, .y.tlD.

Incr.... Int.r••t r.l.. by , point.
to brlol l.ndlnl r.t•• In lin. wltb
t.rl.tad Infl.tlon for QI, 1"2,

R.lll rata. furtbar if .Irrantad by
Infl.tlon p.rformanc•.

Jlmlftl' Ofl~llurll

1991-92

L991-92

1992-'.

Iaplamant.d Febru.ry 3

1992

IV !.!!.!.!ll~ ~..!!1! Remove Governmant Int.rf.r.nc. throu~h

&l.IILlna aUlJaLeraLlal A~t.onoary.

n.form of para. tit. I holdlns
con;p.nl'"

Str.nath.n pubiC utlllll ••.

Gr.nt ••nll~.rl.l ... t.(1ntvIIY .nri
.11.ln.ta eub.ldl ••.

In.titut. r'aulltory .Ylt.. for
public utllltl.1 ~,d .sr.1 prlc.
IdJultm.nt .echanl••.

Implementltlon of I.r.ld action
plln for lIHCO/IKDECO.

Rlvl•• mlnl.lrlaL Ind InltltutlonlL
r.fo~ ••••ur.. and .dopt action
plan.

U'''_'''G"I

1993

1992-93

1993

\', I'rlnlllat!.£.!l

~! ~r~l:ultu~~

III 'I I' . I

Enhlnce .fflcl.ncy by prlv.tllina mo.t
.t.l.·owned tnt.rpri •••.

Ellmln.t. m.lt••nd f.rtlllz.r
IUblldl...

Ov.rall plan.

S.le of flr.t aroup .nd off.r of
n.at t.n.

S•• under 11.2

,

.July 1992

Early 1993

"


