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On the Structural Adjustment of Sub- Saharan African Countries in 1980s
SHU Yur guo

(History Department, School of Humanities and Communications, Shanghai Nomal Universiy, Shanghai, 200234)
Abstract: “ Structural Adjustmen” was carried out in most countries of Sub— Sahalan Africa during the 1980s. The program
of Structural Adjustment was designed by World Bank and IMF. On one hand, there were some positive elements such as the
establishment of the market system and great importance paid to the development of agriculture. On the other hand, the pro-
gram copied the mode of economic development in wed countries and could not solve the problems of African countries. The
Structural Adjustment ended in failure.
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