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Has global economic integration in the 21% century raised the hope of Africa beyond the tra-
ditional approach of providing aid to help her end poverty? Are there remarkable differences
in the approaches of some regional economic blocs like BRICS, Asia-Pacific Economic Coop-
eration (APEC) and multilateral groups such as IMF, World Bank etc. towards Africa? What
has been and should be the basis of bilateral or even, multilateral development relationships
between these groups and Africa? To answer the questions, the study explores the philosophy
behind the donor-recipient and equal partners” approaches to development. It juxtaposes the
depredatory effects of the socio-political and economic conditionality that the West has in-
flicted on Africa (ranging from integrated rural development in the 1970s, to policy reform in
the 1980s, to governance in the 1990s, and respect for human rights in the 2000 (especially the
gay rights movement and so on) and alternative models. The paper observes that the burden
of foreign aid, loan agreement, economic and technical cooperation agreement, debt sustain-
ability, etc. have deepened Africa’s vulnerability rather than brighten its prospects in a global
market. By hinging its argument on the assumption that any global economic integration that
imposes political and economic conditionality in exchange for aid is anti-development, this
paper further submits that African countries should be free to negotiate their own pathway
out of poverty as equal partners in development. Only by comparing and exchanging views,
rather than tutorials, the more useful engagement between Africa and the rest of the world
could become possible. It concludes that mutually-beneficial relations between Africa and
economic cooperation blocs will become possible, but only if African governments can take
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hold of these opportunities in ways that will benefit their people. Africa governments should
focus on win-win approach that is not about aid but business.

Keywords: Africa, Integration, Economic Impact, Globalization.

Introduction

The increasingly integrated global economy presents the 21 century African states
with both opportunities and complex challenges. Global economic integration is widely
thought to improve the allocation of resources, promote technology transfer, and enhance
living standards. But, at the same time, global economic integration has frequently been
blamed for growing trade imbalances, increased financial market volatility, and less effec-
tive domestic macroeconomic policies. Indeed, the rapid opening up and integration of
African countries into the world economy to a degree unprecedented in modern history
has no doubt brought benefits in several areas, particularly through international trade
and investment, even though their incidence varied among and within countries. But it is
also true that rapid integration of African economies into the global economic system has
also caused dislocations in the continent, particularly among the poor and unprivileged.
Thus, the relevance of global economic integration is very persistent issue and recurrent
decimal in the continent of Africa, specifically in view of political and economic back-
wardness. Africa is confronted with deeply rooted level of poverty, minimal share of world
trade, and low pace of development in human capital and infrastructure as well as faces
with excess of challenges from external pressures. Indeed, programmes for global eco-
nomic integration have included co-operation in major sectors such as agriculture, trans-
port, energy, and education; and aimed for the establishment of free trade areas, customs
unions, and economic unions, and in a few cases for political federations. It is generally
felt that progress made on the programmes has invariably been disappointing. Targets
have not always been met considering the disparity in the development status of the coun-
tries of ‘external initiators’ of this integration agenda and African states.

To this end, ensuring that global economic integration succeeds in Africa is vital, not
only because of the prospective and challenges mentioned above, but also because the
polices that are required to ensure its fruitfulness are the same as those needed if Africa
is to benefit from the process of globalization and integration in to the world economy.
Of course, the conventional perspective is that global economic integration in Africa is
needed, hoping that it will help in enhancing economic development and growth in the
continent. However, there is an unconventional approach to the phenomenon of global
economic integration vis-a-vis Africa’s development. The unconventional perspective is
hinged on the core-periphery relationship between the ‘“facilitators’ of global economic
integration and Africa.

Thus, this paper is centered around the contemporary or most recent perspectives
on global economic integration initiatives and Africa’s development crises. The paper is
organized into five dimensional segments. The first segment is the introduction which
x-rays the key or major components of the “generic” and unconventional explanations of
global economic integration and development in the continent. The second part presents
an overview of global economic integration initiatives or mechanisms in Africa. The third
segment of this paper posits and elaborates on the global economic integration approaches
towards Africa. The fourth part discusses the basis of bilateral or multilateral development
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relationships between global economic integration blocs and the 21 Century Africa. The
fifth section of this paper attempts an impact assessment of global economic integration
on the 21" Century African states. The last section is the conclusion.

Global Economic Integration Initiatives or Mechanisms in Africa:
A Historical Overview

The integration of Africa into the global economic system is not a recent phenom-
enon. The phenomenon of global economic integration vis-a-vis Africa has commenced
for a long time now, before, during and after colonial administration. Without mincing
words, the history of global economic integration as it affects African continent can be
calibrated into four epochal periods, viz: the period between the middle of the fifteenth
century and the middle of the nineteenth century, the period between 1884 and 1960, the
period between the beginning of its decolonization in the early 1960s and the end of the
Cold War in 1991 and lastly the era of new globalization.

The first phase involved the early commercial integration of Africa through the
Tran-Saharan trade and the pillage of Africa during the Trans-Atlantic slave trade. The
second phase took place during the period of direct colonial domination of Africa be-
tween 1884 and 1960. The third phase took place in the context of the Cold War. Most
African states got independence during the cold war and were courted by both warring
blocs in the Cold War. The fourth phase is the contemporary stage of new globalization in
which capitalism and liberalization is the major pre-conditions for global integration. The
integration of African economies into the global economic system has been a product of
two major factors, viz: political exigencies and economic imperatives.

The post-cold war period has witnessed an acceleration of the globalization of pro-
duction and trade. The official statistics would seem to suggest that Africa is a marginal
player in this process. Indeed, from all available evidence, the share of Africa in global
output, trade, and in international capital flows has declined in the last decade. But while
these developments must necessarily be a cause for concern, Afro-pessimism, which has
spawned in some quarters is not justified. Despite the hardships that many African coun-
tries face, the peoples of Africa have shown tremendous resilience, and have managed to
carve out new strategies for their survival and livelihood. These need to be fully taken into
account in all assessments of the region’s future prospects.

The momentous political changes that have taken place in Africa since the late 1980s
signal the dawn of a new era in African politics and provide a context which, if carefully
nurtured, could be conducive to a new partnership between Africa and its development
cooperation partners. The challenge ahead is for African countries to move beyond the
formal structures of electoral democracy towards the construction of a just and sustaina-
ble social contract that takes full cognizance of the political and economic aspirations of
all citizens. The impressive stride that has been made towards political liberalization and
democracy by over thirty countries in the region in the last decade is indeed a cause for
optimism about the future.

As to the economic prospects of the continent, a decade and a half of structural adjust-
ment has unleashed changes in the economies of the continent, irrespective of whether the
market reforms were successfully implemented or not. The economies of African countries
are today much different than a decade back, with the state having withdrawn from the
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dominant place it traditionally occupied, and economic liberalization measures having been
implemented in many countries. However, economic rationality must be balanced with the
maximization of the welfare of the citizenry. The satisfaction of the formal conditions for
a market economy is not a guarantee that socially sustainable growth will be delivered in
the long-term. Markets can be “captured” and the benefits of economic growth could easily
accrue to small elite, rather than being broadly shared. The new economic foundation on
which Africa’s development will be built should, therefore, take account of the requirements
for growth, equity and transparency as part of a comprehensive package.

Global economic integration approaches towards Africa
(donor-recipient and equal-partners approaches to development,
win-win approach)

The quest for a new partnership between Africa and its development partners is occur-
ring in a rapidly changing global and regional setting. A number of salient features of this
changing setting stand out. On the global scene, the end of the cold war and the exigencies
which it had spawned would, on the face of things at least, appear to have reduced the
geo-political importance of Africa to the great powers. In the wake of the disappearance of
the great East-West divide, new political and economic groupings are being created, with
the Africa region seemingly being left out or left to its devises. Sweden itself has been affect-
ed by these changes, as it has now become a member of the European Union, with all of the
attendant obligations and responsibilities which membership carries [1].

Modern development assistance programs emerged in the post-Second World War
environment of decolonization and Cold War competition. The Western, or Northern,
analysis of development assistance activities is conducted in the awkward space between
the technical functions of development assistance as an instrument of market-oriented
development theory and the reality of its inherently political origins and impetus. The
current standards and norms to evaluate current donor activity arguably emerge from this
Western tradition [2].

Regardless of emerging donor, it is important to note that much of this tradition is em-
bedded within the official coordinating bodies and institutional arrangements of the tradi-
tional donors: the Donor Assistance Committee (DAC) of the Organisation for Economic
Cooperation and Development (OECD), as well as international financial institutions such
as the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund (IMF), and regional development
banks. Although these agencies are far from absolute in their power to direct donor activity,
and are not necessarily homogeneous in their views on development, they are instrumental
in defining terms and concepts in development assistance, identifying best practices, and
providing a framework within which bilateral donors can interact with a higher degree of
synergy than if they had been left to their own devices [3].

It is increasingly recognized that trade liberalization is not sufficient to improve the
development prospects of many low-income countries. According to Suwa-Eisenmann
and Verdier [4, p.482], these countries need “not only technical assistance to trade, but,
more generally, aid designed to reduce transactions costs of various kinds, many of them
‘behind the border” and to alleviate the social cost of trade liberalization”

Generally speaking, the fact that international organization especially WTO give aid
to trade to developing countries especially African countries, has been interrogated to be
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ostensibly done, given the dynamics and realities of donor-recipient relationship. How-
ever, more often than not WTO has reiterated that some of the challenges and current
methods to identify the binding constraints hindering developing countries’ capacity to
benefit from trade expansion, and highlights some of the considerations that should be
taken into account when donor-provided financial assistance — Aid for Trade- is used to
tackle them [5].

Furthermore, most developing countries have benefited significantly from WTO
Agreements and trade expansion. During the period 1990-2005, their total share in world
exports of non-oil manufactures almost doubled from 21.5 percent to 40.2 percent, a re-
markable achievement considering that world trade has been growing around three times
faster than world output. However, some countries are failing to leverage trade for eco-
nomic growth and poverty reduction [5].

Having said that, stakeholders from the aid originating regions that is donor regions,
and also aid destination regions that is aid recipient’s regions couple with cross-national
stakeholder have pondered on demystifying the reasons behind the failed aids to trade
which is affecting both the recipients and the givers. Thus, the Diagnostic Trade Integra-
tion Study (DTIS) was carried out, which assesses the overall competitiveness of a coun-
try’s economy, identifies sectors of greatest export potential, outlines constraints to trade,
and presents an Action Matrix. It provides the analytical foundation for policy recom-
mendations and Trade Related Technical Assistance and Capacity Building formulation
for the country’s integration into the multilateral trading system.

The Basis of Bilateral or Multilateral Development Relationships
Between Global Economic Integration Blocs and the 21% Century Africa

The historical origins of development assistance are remarkably similar among all
donors-traditional and emerging. China, India, Brazil, and South Africa offer interesting
insights into the evolution and motivations of the development assistance programs of
emerging donors. Indeed, there is a degree of similarity among the countries in terms of
evolution and motivation. There are also indications of important structural differences.

China had three initial motivations for providing assistance to other poor countries:
fostering South-South solidarity, strengthening the non-aligned movement, and out-
maneuvering politically and diplomatically the Nationalist government in Taiwan. There
were clear ideological and political foundations for these motives, including mounting am-
bitious responses to the Soviet Union in Africa. Later on, however, and especially as China’s
industrial growth began to accelerate and the Cold War subside, commercial motivations
gained strength as the Chinese government sought to secure access to natural resources. As
China’s global role expanded, so too did the reach and magnitude of its assistance.

India’s venture into development assistance activities was arguably later, slower, and
more accidental. The country’s initial efforts were limited in scope and size, and were
directed primarily toward India’s immediate neighbors, who were considered to be in its
sphere of influence and whose stability was important to India. As India began to grow
more steadily, it made the transition from an aid recipient to a more significant donor
with wider interests. Indeed, India came to see its receipt of assistance as antithetical to
its vision of itself as an emerging, self-reliant nation with global ambitions and influence.
Consequently, the country has been increasingly less welcome to offers of assistance —
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even in the face of humanitarian disasters. Ultimately, and in common with China, the
Indian government has come to see its role as a donor as an important facet of its regional
hegemony and as representative of its growing global political and commercial ambitions.

In contrast to China and India, Brazil’s development assistance programs seemed to
emerge more directly from its affinity with other less-developed countries and less from
immediate political or diplomatic ambitions. Instead of being caught up in global and
regional struggles over power and traditional left-right ideology, Brazil’s policy seems to
have reflected the wider debate between North and South that emerged in the context of
the often acrimonious negotiations surrounding the new international economic order.
Brazil’s promotion of cooperation among developing countries was also a reflection of its
commitment to the non-aligned movement and its periodic adoption of more protection-
ist and nationalist policies.

South Africa’s development assistance efforts started as an instrument of economic
control over the politically and economically unsustainable “homelands”, which were es-
tablished by the government to maintain its apartheid system. Rising international con-
demnation of the country’s discriminatory political, social, and economic structure led
the minority-rule government to use foreign aid to acquire a measure of diplomatic ap-
probation from poor countries, especially African ones. With the end of apartheid, this
development assistance program was gradually redirected toward a more collective vision
of Africa and African development. Of considerable importance is the country’s empha-
sis on democratization, good governance, conflict management, and regional integration.
Even in the case of South Africa, however, there are hints that commercial interests have
gradually crept into its development assistance agenda.

The four countries adopted a public face of development assistance programs that re-
flects each country’s status as an emerging market. To varying degrees, these public state-
ments of solidarity with the recipients of their assistance mask the same sort of hierar-
chical roles and mixed motivations that characterize traditional donor-recipient relation-
ships. China emphasizes win-win cooperation, mutual support and respect, and non-in-
terference in domestic affairs as key principles of its development assistance. Brazil, too,
eschews the traditional language of donor and recipient, preferring instead the concept of
horizontal cooperation. Finally, South Africa has been similarly careful to avoid any hint
that its development assistance is an instrument of regional domination. As such, it also
emphasizes its role as a partner in the larger program of African “renaissance” While the
same could not be said of India, India however see aids as a public way of asserting its
independence both regionally and globally.

South Africa’s programs are — not surprisingly — Afro-centric. The country is close-
ly tied to its immediate neighbors through commercial and monetary links. Indeed, the
bulk of South Africa’s financial transfers are made through formal partnering arrange-
ments in the South African Customs Union and the Common Monetary Area. Even ex-
cluding these statutory flows, the bulk of its assistance is directed toward members of the
South African Development Community (SADC) — although some of these countries,
such as the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC), are not immediate neighbours.

Be that as it may, Africa’s friends in business have friendlier relations with the small
expatriate business community than it has been established in the aid industry. This may
suggest that commercial relationships may be experienced as more equal — or at least as
more comfortable — than those between aid donor and recipient.
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However, the concept of partnership has been central in EU-Africa relations from early
on. The Lomé Convention, signed in 1975 between the European Economic Community
and the ACP group, was founded on the principle of “equality between partners, respect for
their sovereignty, mutual interest and interdependence” [6]. It was hailed as a good example
of partnership for agreements with developing countries, as it introduced the provision of
development assistance decided upon by mutual agreement and without conditionalities,
and granted non-reciprocal trade preferences to the ACP group [7]. In subsequent amend-
ments economic and political conditionality was introduced, leading to the criticism that
the partnership principle had been eroded [8]. The EU’s insistence to replace non-reciprocal
trade relations with Free Trade Agreements with the ACP countries was equally seen as a
move away from partnership. With non-reciprocal trade preferences, ACP countries en-
joyed access to EU markets without having to open their markets for EU products [6].

However, The abolishing of such preference was seen as primarily in the interest of
the EU [9]. Nonetheless, the EU continued to use the language of partnership. In 2000,
the Lomé Agreement was replaced by the Cotonou Partnership Agreement, which was
based on the fundamental principle of “equality of the partners and ownership of the
development strategies” . Similarly, with the group of Mediterranean countries, the EU en-
gaged in a Euro-Mediterranean Partnership via the Barcelona Process. The 1995 Barcelo-
na Declaration established a “comprehensive partnership, through strengthened political
dialogue on a regular basis, the development of economic and financial cooperation and
greater emphasis on the social, cultural and human dimension, multilateral and lasting
framework of relations based on a spirit of partnership” [10]. The European Neighbor-
hood Policy (2003) further built on the Barcelona Process and aimed to “work with the
partners to reduce poverty and create an area of prosperity and values” [11]. Tellingly, the
main financial instrument for the European Neighborhood Policy was called the Europe-
an Neighborhood and Partnership Instrument.

Aid dependence historically permitted donors to shape the African development
agenda. Africa is not only dependent on the flow of resources because they are such a
large proportion of the total proportion of developing countries, as they have there less
developed counterparts in Asia and Americas. However, Africa had little to give in re-
turn, and is dependent on the goodwill of aid donors, who could withdraw aid at any
time. African recipients may well have had to work harder to keep donors engaged than
those in countries or regions with more commercial potential or political significance.
The donors stayed, and successive African governments tried to follow their general line.
In relation to this, the economic justice principles on which Africa’s war of independence
had been fought are abandoned in order to embark on one of the earliest economic re-
form programmes of any developing country. Huge private foreign-funded organizations
were permitted to channel foreign money and ideas directly towards organizing the poor.
Therefore, every April, Foreign and Prime Ministers, and presidents of Africa alike show
up in Paris to be chastised for their failures and to ask for more aid.

Be that as it may, aid is more important in Africa than before, but the goodwill of
donor countries is still needed. In the classic client manner, Africa needs patronage in the
international system, for favored trading or immigration status, for recognition, protec-
tion from more powerful neighbors and global north hegemons. This can be gained by
participation in international organizations such as the Commonwealth, the WTO and
the UN, or through careful international relations. Accepting aid may be part of the price
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of gaining donor countries’ goodwill. But this also suggests that if the costs of aid are too
high — in terms of unpalatable conditions, administrative time and effort, and the dis-
comfort of the personal experience of being a recipient — aid can be declined or stalled.

So much for the larger context springs up a begging question; Has Africa learned an-
ything from this brief glimpse of the real-life, personal relations between donors and re-
cipients? It has put on the table the open secret that donor-recipient relations are difficult
or hostile. This is because the receipt of aid is not just about being handed resources and a
technical blueprint to guide their use; it also requires submission to outsiders, and to out-
siders whose claims are often those of historical domination or superior economic power.
Stripped bare, the position of recipient is a position of weakness, clung to for the longer-
term protection afforded by the relationship. When aid donors ponder the difficulties of
getting their programmes implemented, these may be useful things to keep in mind.

Moral dilemmas are central to the decision-making of thinking donors. Some try to
see their responsibilities as being to the poor Africans, but they are ever further removed
from any direct contact with this group. They also see that they can only fulfill these re-
sponsibilities by working directly with elites, a group with whom they have not to date had
a warm relationship. There are powerful pressures in two directions. They are accountable
to the taxpaying public at home, which entails close supervision of how aid is disbursed
and spent. But more effective use of aid is also understood to require more national own-
ership of policymaking, more local control [12]. Accountability to the poor Africans must
thus compete with accountability to taxpayers in donor countries.

Indeed, past evaluations of trade-related assistance show that lack of country own-
ership is an important factor of poor effectiveness [13]. This is not surprising given the
potential of trade reforms to undermine the economic power of political elites and other
vested interests. The issue is of course particularly relevant for aid-financed activities. In
the absence of aid, the launch of reforms requires a modicum of political backing, particu-
larly if they are politically and/or financially costly.

With aid, however, the issue of political commitment becomes critical. The incentive
of officials in recipient governments is to maximize aid inflows, in order to maximize their
budget. Many donor agencies reward meeting commitments and disbursements targets.
Unsurprisingly, recipient countries attempt to formulate projects in ways that are com-
patible with the donor agencies targets, and attract maximum funding, independently of
the real objectives. In the case of budget support and to a lesser extent SWAPs, the extra
scope for fungibility means that the divergence of objectives does not necessarily reduce
the effectiveness as measured by the recipient’s set of objectives. For project aid, the result
is too often very high transaction costs, with both parties unwilling to relinquish control
and thus poor effectiveness.

Impact Assessment of Global Economic Integration
on the 21% Century African states

In the past decades, the economy has become so structurally interdependent that the
term “Global” as distinct from “international” has been coined and become widely used. As
globalization is often used synonymously with internationalization, the former implicitly
goes deeper to emphasize the minimization of the roles of national actors and decreased in
the relevance of national borders [14]. With the world becoming a global village or envis-
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aged to be a big customs union, global economic integration implies increased integration
of world market for goods and services and capital, which is increasing the permeability of
national borders to the flow of technologies, trade capital, information and ideas.

Be that as it may, academic studies had shown that international trade or economic
globalization has the potential to lift developing nations out of poverty on a scale that
could generate several times any conceivable benefits derived from direct monetary aid.
The link between trade and economic growth operate through various channels, including
changing the relative prices of tradable goods and the incentives for investment and inno-
vation. Trade acts as a catalyst for economic growth by encouraging investment, efficiently
allocating resources and opening markets for those goods that people can produce most
competitively. Agriculture is vital in this process because it is the dominant industry in
most developing countries including Africa; the rural poor make up of 75 percent of the
total population in the developing world and suffer the most from deficiencies in capital
and technology [15].

Furthermore, one of the few areas where progress in policy will help Africa reap gains
from global trade or economic integration and enhance their potential for sustainable
development includes: Agriculture. Agriculture is and has always been a fundamental sec-
tor and for many African nations, agriculture is an issue of life and death. Agriculture is
critical to the successful development to the region. Ambitious liberalization in this sector
can offer big potential gains for all countries. The eventual elimination of trade distort-
ing measures which affects agriculture trade will be a tremendous boost for sustainable
development. The World Bank has estimated that phasing out restrictions on agriculture
could lead to higher income in developing countries including African countries of some
$400 billion by 2015. The gains from these are several times larger than all the debt relief
or aids granted to developing countries so far.

Furthermore is the textiles and clothing industry, this is another key sector where Af-
rican countries have comparative advantage. The full integration of this sector into global
economy has a huge potential for generating employment and foreign exchange for many
African economies Tariff peaks and tariff escalation: After many rounds of trade negoti-
ations, average tariffs on non-agricultural products have been significantly reduced. But
relatively high tariff still remain on some products in which Africa is competitive and
tariffs go up as the level of processing increases. Tariff escalation prevents Africa from
moving away from dependence on a few commodities. Tariff peaks and tariff escalation
must be brought down, if Africa countries are to be able to meaningfully gain from world
merchandise trade. Transforming market access opportunities into concrete gains will al-
so depend on the willingness of countries to implement reforms at home to enable their
firms to take advantage of market openings abroad [16].

Generally speaking, there is strong evidence that open trade regimes (and more gen-
erally open economies) are associated with higher rates of economic growth. On average,
open economies grew 3.5 percent annually versus closed economies, which grew at less
than one percent annually [17]. Over time, the difference in these two growth rates on the
level of incomes is stunning: at a one percent growth rate, it takes 62 years for income to
double; at 35 percent income will increase 16 times in 62 years. Even a small annual differ-
ence in growth rate can be dramatic. International trade allows countries to specialize in
activities where the hold a comparative advantage. Trade extends the market facing local
producers, allowing them to take advantage of economies of scale. Trade reform encour-
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ages a more efficient allocation of resources and thereby raises incomes, since finding new
and better ways of using land, labor and capital is vital to economic growth.

Global economic integration policy, through measures promoting liberalization and
efficient regulation, is an efficiency promoting instrument with a dual function. Firstly, by
promoting more efficient markets, it ensures better conditions for growth, employment
and revenue distribution, which, in turn, helps domestic markets to grow and provide
more opportunities for entrepreneurs. Secondly, by making industry more productive and
promoting efliciency and access to more competitively priced inputs. It facilitates indus-
try’s access to international markets. However, the decline in world export of labor-inten-
sive industrial and agricultural goods will have different implications for different coun-
tries, depending on their sectorial production and trade structure [18].

Moreover, greater openness and participation in competitive international trade have
increased employment, primarily of skilled labor, in tradable goods sectors. With the ex-
pansion of these sectors, unskilled labor has found increased employment opportunities
in the non-tradable sectors, such as construction and transportation. The expansion of
merchandise trade may also have lessened migrationary pressures. On the other hand,
the movement of labor across national boundaries has in many cases lessened production
bottlenecks, raising the supply response of recipient economies, and increasing income in
the supplying countries through worker remittances. Openness to foreign expertise and
management techniques has also greatly improved production efficiency in many devel-
oping countries [19].

However, a kin look into the theory of comparative cost advantage or the theory of
natural advantage as preached by global economic integration has been of somewhat of
disadvantage to African countries, which since colonial period were ewers of gold, dia-
monds, zing, irons and other natural resources, but yet have not industrialized but only
export these natural resources to the global production, which maintained the colonial
economy status quo. Evidences abound that Africa only contribute 3 percent of world
global production, which mostly come in natural resources. It is on this note, the some
other demerits of the encapsulation of African economy into the dynamics of global eco-
nomic integration leaks. As explained in previous subsections of these attempt instru-
ments of trade, aids, and capital flows in the vicissitude of global economic integration
is strictly business, with each party striving to accrue the juiciest portion of the bargain.

To start with, it is important to note that globalization is not a zero-sum game — it
is not necessary for some countries to lose in order that others may gain. But to take
advantage of this trend, countries will have to position themselves properly through the
right policies. Clearly, those economies that open themselves to trade and capital flows on
a free and fair basis and are able to attract international capital will benefit the most from
globalization. Open and integrated markets place a premium on good macroeconomic
policies, and on the ability to respond quickly and appropriately to changes in the inter-
national environment.

The ability of investment capital to seek out the most efficient markets, and for pro-
ducers and consumers to access the most competitive source, exposes and intensifies ex-
isting structural weaknesses in individual economies. Also, with the speedy flow of infor-
mation, the margin of maneuver for domestic policy is much reduced, and policy mistakes
are quickly punished. Indeed, increased capital mobility carries the risk of destabilizing
flows and heightened exchange rate volatility, in cases where domestic macroeconomic
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policies are inappropriate. And finally, it is clear that countries that fail to participate in
this trend toward integration run the risk of being left behind [19]. The foregoing espouses
how African countries have been at the receiving end of global economic integration, due
to the ubiquitous structural weakness in African economies, despite the positive prospects
that lies within global economic integration.

The challenge facing the developing world, and African countries in particular, is to de-
sign public policies so as to maximize the potential benefits from globalization, and to min-
imize the downside risks of destabilization and/or marginalization. None of these policies is
new, and most African countries have been implementing them for some time. In particular,
sub-Saharan Africa has made substantial progress toward macroeconomic stability.

Conclusion

This interrogation suggested that donors are received as patrons in African nations,
and also that they, perhaps unwillingly and unwittingly, reproduce these patterns of be-
havior in certain respects. With recipients of aid they behave as patrons more than they
behave as partners. To answer the questions raised in the introduction, this suggests that
the social relations and personal behavior of aid donors are not aligned with their official
poverty reduction and development goals of these African nations and different interna-
tional organizations fostering global economic integration, such as the IMF, Paris Club,
the WTO, etc. Whether or not these social relations actually impede their official activities
is too early to say, and may be a question for donors to address themselves.

If the aid relationship is one of patrons and clients, it is one in which the clients seem
poised for exit. One of the solutions to assert a paradigm shift from the client-patron rela-
tionship to win-win conditions is that there should be a considerable level of assertiveness
among African recipients and a new willingness and capacity to challenge the dominance
of donor development agendas. This seems to confirm that at least within the domestic
development policy arena, donor money carries less clout than before. A historical exam-
ple was seen in India in 2003, the multiple time, resource and personal costs of receiving
aid may come to outweigh its benefits. Economic growth and development have meant
that the foreign policy interests of Africa now extend beyond attracting aid, to the serious
global matters of expanding access for trade and markets for African labor.

It is expected that donors in Africa will acclimatize themselves to a weakened power
of aid, which will make them adjust their strategies, behavior, and in effect objective of aid
accordingly. It is in the increasing emphasis on the need for sweeping African governance
reforms, an agenda for which broad and powerful political alliances are needed, that donors
begin to realize the need to influence the policy and civil society elites. If they have less
power, they could still advocate for pro-poor change. It is here that the coldness of donors
towards domestic elites may become significant, as a barrier to exercising such influence.

Finally, African governments will need to actively encourage the participation of civil
society in the debate on economic policy, and to seek the broad support of the population
for the adjustment efforts. To this end, African governments will need to pursue a more
active information policy, explaining the objectives of policies and soliciting the input of
those whom the policies are intended to benefit.
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BiusHue rmo6anbpHoOI 9KOHOMIYeCKo1 nHTerpamyy Ha Appuky B XXI Beke
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s murupoBanusa: Adebayo P.F, Onyekpe J. G. N., Afolabi A. S. The Impact of Global Economic Inte-
gration on Africa in the 21% Century // Becthuk CankT-IleTep6yprckoro yHuBepcuteTa. Boctokose-
nenue n appukanmctuka. 2019. T. 11. Bemm. 2. C. 223-235.

https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu13.2019.207 (In English)

Jana mu rno6anbHas skoHOMMYecKas uHTerpanus B XXI Beke HafeXxxy Adpuke BbIATH 3a
IIpefienbl TPAAMUIMOHHOTO TOAX0/a K OKa3aHWIO IIOMOILIM, IOMOI/IA JIN €ll TIOKOHYUTB C Gell-
HoCcThI0? CyIIeCTBYIOT M 3HaYMMble Pa3INyNA B IOAX0/IaX Pa3NMYHbIX PETMOHAIbHBIX 9KO-
HOMMYecKuXx 6/10k0B, Takux kak BPYIKC, AT9C, u 06begunennit, Takux kak MB®, Bcemnp-
HBII OaHK U T.[I., K Appuke? YTo ObIIO U JOIHKHO OBITH OCHOBOJI ABYCTOPOHHUX ¥ MHOTO-
CTOPOHHNMX OTHOLICHMIT MEXAY 3TuMu obbpefuuennsamu u Adprkoii? Ytobs! oTBeTUTD Ha
3TU BOIIPOCHI, B CTaThe MCCAEAYIOTCA PasindMsa MeXAY HOAX0AaMMI «TOHOPA ¥ PeLUIINEeHTa»
U «paBHBIX MIAPTHEPOB» K PasBUTHIO. B cTaTbe cOMOCTaBAAIOTCA pa3pyIIUTENbHbIE MOCTEN -
CTBUA COLMAIBHO-IOIUTUYECKIX M 9KOHOMUYECKIX YCIIOBUIL, KOTOpble 3amaj HaBAzan Ad-
purike (OT KOMIUIEKCHOTO Pa3BUTHSI CENbCKUX PailoHOB B 1970-X rofax 1o pedopMbl OMNTH-
k1 B 1980-x ropax, ynpasineHus B 1990-X ropax u ABVOKeHMs 3a IpaBa desoBeka B 2000-x),
U aNbTePHATUBHBIE MOfieNN. B paboTe oTMevaeTcst, YTO GpeMsi MHOCTPAHHOI TOMOIIIN, CO-
[JIAllleHNsl O 3aliMax, COMIALIeHMS 00 3KOHOMMYECKOM M TEXHNMYECKOM COTPYAHMYECTBe
ycyrybounu ysasBUMOCTb AGpUKIY, a He YIy4IININ ee IIePCIeKTUBbI Ha IJI00aJIbHOM PbIHKE.
Vicxofist M3 IPEAIIONOXKEHNS O TOM, UTO M106ast rmobanpHast 9KOHOMIYECKast MHTEerpas, Ko-
TOpast HaBsI3bIBAET MMONUTUYECKIUE M SKOHOMIYECKIIE YCIOBYsI B 0OMEH Ha IIOMOIIb, SIB/ISIET-
Cs1 aHTMPA3BUTIEM, aBTOPBI JiajJiee YTBEPXK/IAIOT, YTO appUKAHCKIE CTPAHBI JO/DKHBI IMETb
BO3MOYXHOCTb CAMOCTOSITE/IbHO BBIOMPATh MYTh BBIXOAA M3 HUIIETHI HA YCIOBUAX PaBHOTO
mapTHepcTBa. TOMIBKO CpaBHMBAsA U 0OMEHMBASCh MHEHIUAMH, a He Y4eOHBIMM [OCOONAMI,
MOXXHO BBICTPOUTD IOJIe3HOE B3aMMOJENCTBUE MEXAY AQPUKO U OCTaTIbHBIM MUPOM.
B 3ak/i0ueHnN [e/aeTcsi BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO B3aMIMOBBITOHbIE OTHOIIEHUST M&XAY AdprKoit
U 9KOHOMMYIECKMY OT0KaMy BO3MOYKHBI, HO TO/IBKO B TOM C/Ty4ae, eC/Ii IIPaBUTe/IbCTBA ad-
PUMKAHCKMX CTPaH CMOTYT UCIIOJIb30BAThb X TAKMM 00pa3oM, YTOOBI 3TO IIPUHECIIO NO/Ib3Y UX
HapopaMm. [TpaBuTenbcTBa CTpaH APPUKM TOHKHBI COCPEJOTOYUTHCS HA B3aMIMOBBITOTHOM
IIO/IXOJI€, MICKATh He TIOMOIIIb,  BO3MOXXHOCTH pasBUBaTh OM3Hec.

Kntouesvie cnosa: Adpuxa, nurerpariysi, 9KoHoMudecKuit agp ek, rmodanmsarus.
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