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SOME ASPECTS OF CHMJGES IN KEN YA'S IMPORT 
STRUCTURE 

By 

P . MAITRA 

Ch a ng e s in th~ structur e of imports in a developing 
country ar e closely associate d with th e lev e l and progress 
of industrialisation. Industri a lis a ti on in these e conomies 
at the initial stage tends to be restricted by th e availab l e 
level of skill and organisational ability, to the simpler 
processes which are typical of non-dura ble consumer goods . 
At this stage obviously i mpor ts of intermediate and capital 
goods incr ease , but it is also evident from the empirical 
studies th a t the imports of consumer goods increase, even 
those which are now manufactured domestically, but to the 
expansion of the size of the ma rke t . Income elasticities 
of dema nd for consumer goods at the initi a l stage of indus
trialisation a p p ear to be high in these economies!/. With 
the progress of industri a lis a tion n e w skills an d organisa
tional abilities emerge, while th e expanding markets allow 
new indtistries - in course of time int e rnediate and capital 
goods producing industri e s. These would naturally lead to 
changes in the composition of i mp orts. 

It is also to be noted that with the progress of 
industri a lisation the import content of total supplies 
(i . e . M + Dp~ would go on declining, particularly of consumer 
goods . Growth of industri es, or in other words import -
substitution, in these e conomies is expect e d to r esult in 
the decliriing sh a re of imports of total supplies , particularly 
of consumer goods, and may oause a t the s ame time a r a pid 
incr ease in import s of the se goods a t the initial st a ge 
bec a use of the high incom e el a sticity of dema nd for consumer 
goods . Do m3 stic industrialisation , or import substituion , 
is a lso exp e cted to · result a t the b eginning in the increasing 
share of i mp orts of producer orient a t e d products (i . e . 
int e rmedi at3 and capit a l goo ds) of the ir tot a l supplies , 
for obvious re a sons. 

Kenya h a s start ed industri alis a tion, which is 
expected to h a ve eff e cts on the composition of her imports 
of manuf a ctures . An a ttempt has been made in this p a per to 
examine th~ changes in th e composition of Kenya 1 s imports . 

The study cov e r s the period from 1954 to 1963 . 
During this period, it appears th a t manuf a cturing produc 
tion ( excluding mining and construction) has increased by 
T2. 4% , while tot a l gross dom e stic prQduct h a s incr eased by 

1/ A. Maizels observes on th e ba sis of estimates of 
apparent consumption of manufactures per head in a wi de 
variety of coun tri es , for selected y e a rs back to 1899, 
that regr e ssion analysis sho ws t ha t in most countr i es 
consumption of manufactures rises a t an apprec i ably 
faster r a te than r eal i n come. A. Maizel s : Industrial 
Growth and World Trade. ch . 6. 
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64 . 5%. The share of the manufac turing sec tor in total G. D. P . 
has also incr eased from 23 . 3% in 1957 to 28 .7% in 1 963 (b ased 
on gross manufacturing production data given in the Censuses 
of Manufactures, 1957 and 1963). This expansion of the 
seconda ry sector has been mainly concentrated in th e fin a l 
stage manufacturing an d processing of consumer goods . 

The manufactur i ng industry in Kenya en j oyed a n i ncreas
ing but small share of tot a l capital forma tion in the form 
of machinery and transport e quipmen t during this peri o d 
( e . g . 17 . 3% in 1954 an d 25 . 8% i n 1 963) . 

It is to be noted, howeve r, tha t th e re h a s been a 
decline of £ 6 . 3 mill ion i n the growth of capital formation 
from 1954 to 1963, and th a t th e extent of the de cline ap pears 
to be ·much greater when compared with 1 957 ( e . g . a de c l i ne 
of £ 1 6 . 6 million)~/. There h as been an a bsolut e dec l ine i n 
c ap it a l formation i n t he form of mach i nery an d tr an spor t 
equipment to the value of £ 1.7 million and £0 . 6 million res 
pe ctiv e ly over the period . The decl i ne has been mos t 
remarkable in the case of building an d construction wh i ch 
amounts to £14 million from 1957 to 1963 ( i . e . a d ec line of 
more than 111%) . This decline appears to be du e to the

31 1958 slump in export prices and p ol i tical dev e l opme nts . -

During th e period 1957-63 , the total supply (i . e . 
i mp ort + domest ic production) o f m~nufactured consumer 
goods (e . g . processed food, clothing, fo o t weai , etc . ) 
incr ease d by 52.3%, and per ~apita supp l y of these pro ducts 
from £5 .1 to £6.5 i . e. by 27%o Kenya ' s domest ic productio~ 
of consumer go ods en joys a major share of th e tot c l supplies 
(Tables 2a and 2b)o 

Th e total supply of capital and i nte r medi a te pro ducts 
(i . e . i mpo rt + domestic production) h as sh own an incr eas e 
of 15 . 7% and thi s small increase is due to the f a l l in 
capital formation . The supp ly of i ntermedi a te good (e . g . 
textile materi a l s , metal products , glass , paper, rubber 
e tc . ) shows a _much higher r ate of i ncrease . ( Tab l e 2a . ) . 

With these fac t s of Kenya ' s progress in i ndus tri l is a tion 
in mind , we would exami ne the changes in t he co mpos ition of 
i mp orts of manufactures i n relation to the growth of i ndustri es , 
or in other words, import subst itution tha t has t ake n p l a ce 
in Kenya during this period . 

~/ Statis tic a l Abstr a ct? 1964. 

2./ I . B. R. D Report on Kenya, p. 15 . 
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Import substitution can be considered either as an 
absolute magnitude meaning enti-re incre a se in ,home output 
of manufactur es and substituting for imports.!/ or as a 
relative concept. According to the relative concept, only 
a '~re ater proportion a te increase in home output than in 
ho me consumption,. of manuf a ctures would qu alify as import · 
subs titution'l .5/ We h a ve used both the se concepts separately. 
We h a ve used t he first one to assess the progress of i mport 
substitution in different sectors and the second concept 
to measure the eff e cts of i mpor t substitution on imports 
and of expansion in demand on i mpor ts. 

We shall concentra te our study in th e fol lo wing 
aspects: 

(a) 

(b) 

ch an ges in th e composition of impo rts of manufac 
tures ( •.r ables 1, 2a; 2b) . 

! '' ~ 

changes in the dom est ic industri a l production or, 
i n other words , the import substitution tha t h a s 
taken place in different sectors of industri a l 
production . ( We have considered i mp ort substitu
tion in the a bsolute sense in this context) . 
(Tables 2a, 3) . 

(c) Effects of i mport substitution on i mpor t s and 
demand expansion on imports (Table 4). 

(d) An att empt to forec a st th e composition of imports 
for 1970 on the ba sis of trends ob se rved during 
the period from 1957 to 1963 ( Ta ble 5). 

II 

( a ) Changes in the Co_I!U2_osition of Imports of Manuf acture s. 

In the present section an a ttempt has been made to 
examine t he c han Ges i n the share of imports of manuf a ctures 
di s tributed by end use . In an industri ali s ing economy 
it is norm a lly expect ed tha t change~ i n the import 
structure will be r ev ealed not only in the greater share, 
but a lso in the increas i ng share of imports of producer 
oriented produ c ts (i.e . intermediate and capital goods) . 

Table I shows the changing s hare of imports of 
manuf a cture s in Kenya . It i s evi dent from the ta ble t hat 
no pattern of structural change in import s during the 

i/ I am indebt ed t o Prof essor w. Nevvlyn fo r valuable 
suggestions . I am , however, respon sible for any error 
in the p ape r • 

.2/ M a i z re 1 s : I ndus trial Gro wth and W or l d T r ad e 1 p- • 15 0 
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period 1954 to 1 963 i s discernible . The share of imports 
o f consumer orientated products has in fact i n cre ase d from 
1 4 . 6% in 1957 t o 18 . 4% in 1 963 ( whil e compared with 1 9 5 4 
it appe a red. to h a v e re ma in e d con stan t) ~ where as t ha t of 
producer orient a ted products has dedined from 60 . 4% i n 
1 954 , and 59 . 0% in 1 95 7 to 58 . 0 % in 1 963 . It i s to b e 
noted , ho we ver , . tha t the i ncreas i ng share of i mports of 
manufactured consumer goods has b e en mainl y due to a n 
increase in the import of processe d food 9 whi l e the f a ll 
i n the share of i mports of produce r orient a ted produc ts 
h a s be on c a used by the f a ll in i mp or t s of me t a l p r oduc ts, 
machin ery and t ransp ort equ ipmen t . Import s of th ese it ems 
are a func t ion of the r a te o f g ross capit al formati on wh i ch 
has declined dur i n g t h is period as stated e a r l i er . It is 
to be noted in t h i s conn e ction th a t shar es of mo s t of the 
items of intermedi a te p roducts included i n the producer 
orient ate d g oo ds , appear to have increased. Th a t no change 
h as taken p l ace in th e structura l patt e r n of i mpo rt s , 
relevant and normal fo r an i n dus tri al ising economy 1 may be 
exp l a in e d a s having been du e to abnormal co n ditions in 
gross capital forma ti on associated with t he end period 
i.e . 1963 < Due to depression in c a pit a l forma tion (in 
terms of imports in th ese economies) the shar e of consume r 
goods imports of tot a l i mports may be sai d to h ave gone up . 
Under the s e circumstances i n creasing shares of i mports of 
most of t he i tems of i ntermediate produc t s may be cons idered 
as a feat u r e t o indica t e some structural c hange in the 
composition of imports . This may be supp orted , a lth ou gh 
indire ct ly , by the fact of t he chang in g share of i mp?rts 
of manuf a ctures by en d u se of tot a l supp li es (M + Dp) 4 

Changes in the tot a l suppli es (i . e . i mp ort + domest ic 
production) show ( Table 2a) an i n crease of 52 . 3% i n the 
c a se of consumer goods and 15 . 8% i n producer orientated 
products . The small incr ease i n the case o f the l a t ter 
may be exp l a in ed by t he fact tha t tot al supp li es of cem ent 
have de cline d du e to a f a ll in c ap it a l formation in 
building an d construction, a fall in i mp ort s of privat e 
mot or vehicl es an d i n c ap it a l forma tion i n transp ort 
equipment . Domestic production i n these two se cto rs a l so 
shows dec line by 17 . 1% in cement an d 5 . 2% in transport 
equipment . Total sup pli es of i ntermed i a te produc t s sho w 
a consi de r abl e i ncrease during this per iod . 

But when the shares of i mports in tota l suppli es 
are t aken into account, it i s f ound t ha t ther e h~s been ~ 
declin e in the case of consume r goo ds and an increase in 
the c ase of producer o r ient a ted products ( Ta bl e 2b) . 
Among the products includ e d in the group consumer g oods , 
only the s hare of i mpor t s of p roce ssed foo d of tot a l 
supp l ies shows a r i se , by 4% over 1 95 7~/ . 

~/ We have c onfined our analysis of t o t a l s u ppl i es in the 
period f rom 1957- 63 bec ause of th e availability of sy s t ematic 
dom estic p roduction d a t a from 1957 through the Cen suse s of 
Manu.fa c ture s . 
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Thus alth ough the share of imports of consumer goods 
in tot a l imports appears to have increased and that of 
producer goods declined, the share of consumer goods import s 
in total supply has declined and tha t of the producer goods 
imports has increased . This may be regarded as a significant 
feature of changes in the composition of imports emerging 
out of the progress of industri a lisation. Empirical 
evidence of oth e r underdeveloped countries at this stage 
shows that imports of manufactured consumer goods, even of 
goods identical with those now made·at home , may wel l 
incre ase even above the predevelopment level due to the 
enlargement of the size of the marke t caused by industrial 
expansion and agricultural improvement .l/ 

(b) Changes in Domestic Industrial Production 

An analysis of changes in the import structure must 
be accompanied by a brief review of the changes in the 
structure of domestic production . 

In this section an attempt has been made to assess 
the changes in the composition of domestic industrial 
production (Tables 3 1 2a) in Kenya . Import substitution 
is considered here in the absolute sense i . e . the enti re 
increase in home output of manufactures by end use that 
has tak~n place in Kenya during this period . 

Experience of other developing countries show that 
the tnitial stage of industrialisation takes the form of 
growth of traditiona l industries like food , beverages and 
tobacco, clothing , footwear and simi l ar consumer goods . 
This is true also of Kenya . 

There has taken place an increase (Table 2a) of about 
58% in home outp~t of manufactures of consumer goods which 
may be considered as substituting for imports . In this 
group of product s of traditional industries, it is found 
that clothing and other "made - up" textiles show an increase 
of 200%, footwear and other consumer goods by about 82% 
and processed food by 47% . In other words , Kenya appears 
to have progressed to a "normal" exten t in the tradit ional 
industries of food, clothing etc . 1 but not in the production 
of bev erages and tobacco . It is to be noted that total 
demand for tobacco has not shown a significant rise during 
this period , in contrast to the other thr ee products where 
increases in total demand v ary from 40 % to 50%. The 
share of domestic production in tot a l supply shows con
siderable increase in the case of footwear and other 
consumer goods,clothing, beverages and tobacco , but not 
in processed food , In 1963 the share of domestic production 
in total demand stood around so % to 85 % in all consumption 

1/ R. Nurkse: Patterns of Trade and Development, P • 46 
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goods except clothing (i . e. 30 . 6%), despite the fact that 
domestic production of clothing etc . has increased by 200% 
during this period. This indicates the sharp rise in demand 
due to the increase in consumer spending power during this 
period . .. 

Despite the rise in . output of 58%, the share of consumer 
goo~production in total domesti c manufacturing production 
has increased by only 1% during the period 1957 to 1963 
(iLe . from 60.3% to 61 . 4%) . But it appears to have declined 
by about 3% when compared with 1961 . This fall is mainly 
due to the . decline of the production of beverages and 
tobacco . The share of products of -producer orientated 
i~dustries in the total domestic production has declined by 
2 . 4% from 1957 to 1963; but when compared with 1961 the 
decline in the share seems to be yet smaller . This decline 
may be explained by the fall in capital formation during 
this period, as mentioned above . 

Thus the share in total domestic production of consumer 
g~~ has increased in the case of footwear and other 
consumer goods, and clothing , but has declined ·in pro e essed 
food and beverages, despite the fact that the total demand 
has increased .. 

In conclusion it is observed that import substituti on 
in Kenya is ai ' its initi a l stage which is mainly concentrated 
in the traditional processing and non-durable consumer 
goods producing industries . This is also supp~rted by the 
changes in the composition of imports with producer ori entated 
products enjoying the greater share and the intermediate 
products an increasing one . 

(c) Effects of Import Substitution on Imports and of 
Expansion in Demand on Imports . 

In the previous section we have studied the growt h of 
import substitution in Kenya as an absolute magnitude . In 
this section we make an attempt to measure the effects of 
import substitution and of the expansion in demand on imports . 
It would be of interest to assess the relative effects of 
those two influences on tne structure of imports . 

Maizels 1 approach has been follo~ed in measuring these 
effects . According to Maizels the effects of import sub
st itution m~y be measured "as the difference between actual 
imports at the end of the period (i.e . tl or 1963 in the 
present study) and what they would have been had they formed 
the same proportion of total consumption as at the beginning 
of the period" (i . e . t 0 or 1957 in the present study) • 
F ollowing Mai~els we may put it as follows: sl (ml - m0 ) . 

The demand expansion effect on imports may acco rding 
to Maizels be measured as the difference between imports of 
manufactures _~t . the . beginn ing of the peri6d .and what they . 
would have been at the end (i . e. 1963 in the present study) 
had they changed in the same proportion as total consumption 
of manu£actures . Maizels puts it as follows: m0 (sl - so) • 
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In both t hese c a s es 11 s 11 repres en ts tot a l supplies 
(i . e . M + dp) an d 11 m11 represent s i mpor ts. The subscrip ts 
o and 1 r efer to the base an d current periods . 

Thus dm = s 1 (m1 - m
0

) + m
0 

(s1 - s
0

)
8

/ 

Industrialisation i n these e conomi es i s essentially 
import substit uti on and n a tural ly i mp ort substitution that 
has t aken place in Kenya as we ll a s the changes i n demand 
during t h is peri o d mu st have its effects on i mpor t s . 
Measuremen t of t hese effects would g ive u s a n idea as to 
the changes in the co mpos ition of i mpo rts i n re l a tion to 
i ndust rialis ation . 

Tab l e 4 shows t hat t he i mpor t substitution effect is 
relatively smal l in r e l at ion to th e g ro wt h of d 8man d in the 
case of th e consumer goods and producer g oods i ndustr i es , 
th ough t here has been a l a rge abso lut e i ncrease particularly 
in the production of manufactured c onsumer goo d s, cl assifie d 
as impo rt subst i tution in the previous sec tion . Thi s seems 
to have had lit t l e effe ct in replacin3 i mp o r ts . Comp aring 
1 963 with 1957 i cpor t substitution appears to b e 16. 6% of 
the i mpo rt in 19 5 7 in the c ase of consumer go o ds producing 
i ndustr i es and 1 2 . 6% i n producer or i en t ated i ndustry; while 
expans ion of dem an d has occurred by 52 . 0% and 28 . 3% res 
pect i ve l y durin~ this perio d . The proportion of imports 
of total consumption in the c ase of processed food and 
chemicals wns highe r in 1 96 3 th an it was in 19 5 7 signif'ying 
that i mpor t substitution is l agging far b eh i n d t he expan s ion 
i n demand for t hese produc ts . 

The effects of i mpor t substitu tion i n the con sume r 
goods may be said to have r esulted i n th e expans ion of 
demand for intcrmedi~te goods . 

In the case of footwe a r and ather consumer go od s , 
i mport substitution has been sub ·tantial (i.e. mor e th a n 
the imports in 1 95 7); but because of the expansion in 
demand for these produc t s i mports i n 1963 were greate r 
than in 19 57 . But i n the c ase o f other produc t s i n th i s 
group , impor t substitut i on has been small in r e l a tion to 
the growth in d emand , i ndicating the necess ity of f u r th e r 
expRnsi on of production in these i ndustr i e s . 

Among producer orientat ed goo d s , i mpor t subs titution 
has made modest progress in the case of i n t ermediate goods , 
although the demand for t hese products has expanded c ausing 
further L1cre ase in t he ir i mport . But in the c ase of c api t a l 
goods production, i mport substitution appears to h a ve made 
negl i gib l e progress , and the demand for t hese p r oduc t s seems 
to be in one cnse stagnant an d in the other ne gat ive , 

---- - -- - -·---- -
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On the basis of the trends obs erved in the comp o sit i on 
of i mpor t s from 1954 to 1 963..2./ 1 an a tt emp t has been mad e t o 
f o recas t the future comp osition of i mpor t s of manufactur es 
( by en d use ) , Tabl e 5 shows the est i ma t ed p a t tern of struc 
t ural c hange i n i mports by 1 970 . When compared wi t h 1 963 , 
t he share of imports of manufactured consume r goods shows a 
de cline and that of p roducer o r i entated goods a rise . The 
e s t i mated decline of th e former is only 1%, whe r eas t he 
incr ease of the l a t t er is considerable (i . e . by 11%) . 

Th ese figures are an estimate of condi t ions a t the end 
of t he First F i ve Year P l an , assumin~ present t rends to 
cont i n u e . 

But it must be pointed out th .-:; t the structural ch ange 
i n i mports may be much more di st inctive , with greater 
d ec line in the share of consumer goods imp orts and l a rge 
i n c reas e in impor t s of producer orientated products because 
of the emphasis g iven to capital formation and industr i alisa
t i on i n the Plan . 

Conclusion 

On the basis of the ab ove discussion , the fo ll owing 
significant features of th e changing compos i tion of i mpor t s 
i n Kenya may be said to have co me out . 

(a) The increas ed share of manufactured consume r go o ds 
in total imports , indicating a devi a tion from the norma l 
pattern of structural change in i mpor t s i n an i ndustrial ising 
economy , may be explained as a result of f a ll in c ap i t a l 
formation durin g th e period . Cap ital ~o ods i mports en j oy 
the major sh a re of t o t a l imports . The share of i ntermediate 
goods i mports (i . e . 32 . 6% i n 1 95 7 and 24 . 6% i n 1963) has 
increased, indic at in g a similarity with the norm a l p atte r n 
of structural change in impo rts . 

There has been also an absolute incr0 ase i n i mpor t o f 
consumer goods which may be r egarde d as a cons e quence of 
increased industri a li sat ion generating increased d emand , bu t 
with a r ap id increase in total supp l ies , i mpo r ts of consumer 
goods are a d ec lining proportion of total supp l ies . 

(b) A declining share of imp orts of consumer goods an d 
a rising on e of impor ts of producer or i entated goods in 
total supply indic a te , a lth ou gh indir8ctly , a chan g i ng 
feature of comp osition of imp orts normal for an industria
lising ec onomy . This may be regarded as a basis for predicting 
a structura l change in imports in favour of producer 
orient a ted goods in the near future , 

2/ With the help of the le as t square regression e quation , we 
have found out the trends . 
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(c) Pro g ress i n domes tic produc tion of manufacture d 
consumer g oods and a ls o of producer orien tated goo d s through 
i mpor t substitution appe a rs to h a v e t ake n p l a c e , Tihich as 
a resul t , h a d l e d to the incre ased con sumer dem a nd . A p ar t 
o f t his is being s uppli e d by i mp orts, demons tr a ting the ne e d 
for further i mp ort substituti on . 

(d) The i mpor t substitution effec ts on imports ap pear 
to be small in t he c ase of both con s u me r goods and produc e r 
orientate d goods i n r e l ati on t o the g ro wth of d eman d for 
these products . 

( e ) The composition o f doies tic manuf a cture d producti on 
sho ws t ha t economi es like thut of Kenya l ay gr ea t e r s t ress 
en . i mp ort substitution of l ess expen~ive but essenti a l 
consumer goo d s ( the product ion o f which r e qui res simp l e 
technology) a t the i nitial stage of i ndus trialis a tion . 

( f ) The fore c as t of t he compositi on of imp orts fo r 
1970 shows that a pa t tern o f structural c hange , a lthough a 
mi l d one, i n i mports no r ma l fo r an i ndus tri a li sing economy 
i s emerg i ag at the end of the Fir st Fi ve Year P l an of Kenya . 

Thi3 is li kely to be much more distinct bec a u se of 
emphasis lF.icl on thP. j_ndlls L.r- :i.. a lisnt.ion programme - i. e . 
the Plan . 
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TABLE - I 

Share of Imports of ~Iamlfactures (distributed by end use ) 
of All I mports and also of All I1Ianufactured I mpor t s 

Products Share,_ of all Imports Share of all Import ed 

(Manufactures 

1954 1957 1963 1954 1957 1963 

1 . Processed Food: 8 . 0 5.1 9 . 1 9 . 6 6 . 6 11 . 0 

2 . Beverages and Tobacco : 5.0 2. 2 1 . 8 7 . 2 3 . 8 2 . 2 

3 . Clothings & Ma.deup 
Textiles: 3 . 1 3 . 3 3 .5 3 . 7 4 . 2 4. 2 

4 . Footwear and other 
consumer goods: 2 . 0 4 . 0 4 . 0 2 . 3 5. 1 4. 9 

Consumption Goods 
(manufactured): 18 . 1 14 . 6 18 . 4 22. 9 19 .7 22 . 3 

~ -- · Rubbe r &. Rubbe r 
Products: 1. 9 1.7 1. 6 2 . 3 2 .2 2. 0 

6 . Paper and Paper 
Products! 2 . 0 2 . 8 3 . 8 2 . 4 3 . 6 4 . 6 

7 . Glass & Glass Pro . : . 2 . 5 . 3 . 3 . 7 . 4 

8 . Textile Nateria ls Pro . : 10 . 6 7 . 8 9.3 12. 9 10 . 1 11 . 2 

9 . Chemicals . 3 . 0 4 . 3 5 . 5 3 . 7 5 . 6 6 . 4 

10 . Buil ding Materials of 
Cement: . l . 4 . 2 . l . 5 . 3 

11 . Iron & Steel & T,Ia t . Pro . : 15. 8 15 . 1 13.3 l9el 19 . 4 16.1 
12 . II'Ia chincry : 10 . 5 14.3 13. 0 12 . 7 18 . 4 15 . 7 

13 . Transport Equipment : 16 . 3 12 . 0 10 . 5 19 .7 15 . 5 12. 8 

Producer Buil d . Product: 60 . 4 59 . 0 58 . 0 73 . 6 76 . 0 69 . 5 

Hiscellnne ous Nanufnctures : 3 . 0 3 . 4 5o8 3 . 4 5 . 0 7 . 2 
Crude iVIaterials, r.uneral 
Fruits , Jute and 
Products: 12 . 3 12. 5 
Others : 5 . 5 5o4 

100 . 0 100 . 0 100 . 0 1100 , 0 100 . 0 100 . 0 
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Percent Changes in Imports , 1954 - 1963 

Afunufactured Products 

1 . Processed ~ J od: 

2. Beverages & Tobac co: 

3. Clo thing & Madeup Text iles: 

4 . Foot Wear & Other C ons~wer 
Goods: 

Consumer Goods: 

5. Rubber & Rubber Products : 

6 . Paper and Paper 11 

7. Glass and Glass " 
8 . Textile Haterials: 

9 . Chemicals: 

10 . Cement: 

ll . Meta l Pro ducts: 

12 . Machinery: 

13 . Transport Equi pment: 

Producer Orientated Products: 

All Manufa ctur es : 

All I mport s : 

- 62 . 9 

29 . 4 

13.7 

- . 3 

122 . 5 

62 . 4 

. 9 

109 . 9 

93 . 0 

- 2 . 5 

41.9 

- 24 . 9 

- 21.6 

15 . 7 

16 . 0 

Maitra 

92 . 6 

- 10 . 9 

10 . 5 

35 . 8 

4 . 8 

45 . 6 

25 . 9 

27 . 1 

11. 4 

- 27 . 9 

- 5 . 2 

- 2 . 4 

- 5 . 9 

15 . 7 
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TABLE - "a 

Changes in Total Import + Domesti c Production 

(i.e . Total Supplies.)l/ 

1957 1963 1957 
1963 

---- -- ---~---
- ~ ' . ...._ _____ ----.__._, ___ - --

Processed Food: 20 ,705 31, 976 . 54 . 1% 
Beverages and 8 , 922 9 , 325 4. 5% 
Tobacco: 

Clothings & Other 2, 510 3, 546 41 . 2% 
Madeup Textiles: 

Foot Wear and Other 5, 876 13,120 55 . 2% 
Consumer goo ds : 

All Consumer Oriented 38,013 57 , 907 52 . 3% 
Products: 

!
Changes i n Dgomestic 
Production & Import 
Substitutions (in the 
.ab so 1 u.t.e · ·-s e.ne.a.). in _Jb 

1957 
1963 

47 . 2 

4.3 

200 . 2 

81. 7 

57 . 7 

·-.._ 

- ----~ --- --- ----- ----- - ·-------- ----- -·------ . 

Textile Ma t erials : 5,282 7,882 49 . 2% 87. 2 

Pulp , Paper, etc . : 2, 452 4,218 72 .0% 153 . 5 
Rubber: 1 , 474 1,729 17. 3.% 57 . 8 
Basic Chemicals: 5,335 7,018 . 31. 5% . 25 . 7 
Cement etc . : 3,057 2, 505 - 17 . 7% - 17.1 
IIIetal Products: 12,2.29 14 , 651 19 . 8% 125 . 1 
Machinery : 10 , 053 10,043 . -.1% 31 , 8 

Transport Equipment: 12,215 11,521 - 5. 7% 5. 2 

Glass and Glass: 379 143 . 96% 22 . 0 

All Producer Oriented 52,476 60 , 710 15 . 8% 55 .• 5 
Products: 

1/ By Total Supplies we include here Import + Production (locally Total 
Sales should have been included) . 
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TABLE - 2b 

Import a~ % of Total Import + Out put i . e . Changes in the Imp , Context 

195 7 - 1963 

1957 .. 1961 1963 

1 . Processed Food: 16 e3 18o7 20 . 0 

2. Beverages + Toba cco: 16 . 4 14 . 6 14 . 0 

3. Clothings & Other 85 . 6 76 . 4 69 . 4 
Madeup Textiles: 

4. F ~ ot Wear & Other 41 . 3 20 . 3 20 . 2 
Consumer Goods: 

Consumer Oriented Goods! 25 . 3 21 . 7 22 . 5 

5. Textile Materials 97 . 3 ~0 . 2 82 . 9 
Gl ass & Glass Products : 

6. Pulp, Paper & Paper 11 75 . 5 67 . 4 63 . 9 

7. Rubber & Rubber Products : 76 . 6 68 . 3 68 . 5 

8. Basic Chemicals: 55 . 7 60 . 4 55 . 7 

9. Cement: 8 . 3 4. 3 ? . 7 

1 o. Metal Products : 88 . 8 66 . 8 63 . 4 

1 1 . l'llechi nery: 93 . 2 87 . 5 ' 91 .1 

1 2. Tr ansport Equipment : 64 . 8 73 . 5 64 .6 

All Producer Oriented 73.1 69 . 5 74 . 5 
Products : 

; 
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TABLE - 3 

Gross Pro duction of J'!lanufa ctur es 1957 to 1963 

Sectora l Di s tributions , 1957 , 1961 & 19 63 

Change i n the 
Domestic Product ion 

. 195 7 
1957 I 1961 1963 1963 

Processe d Food: 35 . 9 35 o6 34 .1 47.2 
Beverages + Tobacco : 15. 4 11 . 8 10 . 7 4 . 3 
Clothi ngs & Other 
r.1adeup Textiles : .7 . 9 1.4 20 o2 
Foot Wear & Other • Consumer Goods : 8 . 3 15. 7 15 ~ 2 81 . 7 

60 . 3 64 . 0 61. 4 57 . 7 
-

Gl ass & Gl ass Prod . : o7 . 6 . 6 22, 0 

Textiles Materi a l s: . 2 1.1 1 . 7 87 . 2 

Pa per & Pape r Prod . : 1.1 1. 9 2. 3 153 . 5 

Rub ber & Rubber t! . 7 . 6 . 7 57. 8 

Bas ic Ch emica l s : 5. 1 3.7 4. 1 25 . 7 

Cement: 5 . 7 5. 1 3. 0 - 17. 1 

Me t a l Pr oduct s : 4. 8 5. 6 7 . 0 125 . 1 

Machiner y 1. 2 3. 8 1. 2 31 . 8 

Tr a nsport Equi pment: 8 . 9 5. 3 5. 4 5. 2 

28 . 4 27o7 26. 0 55 . 5 

1 4, r!lis cell ane ous 
Products : 11.. 3 93 . 7 12. 6 

If we exc l ude the shar e of Cement + Tr anspor t Equ:L pment , we find tha;t t he 
share of pr oducer oriente d pr oduc t s has i ncreased from 13. 8 t o 17 . 6 Qf 
t ota l domes t ic producti on . 

' 

I 

! 
I 

I 
I 
I 
i 
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TABLE 4 

Effects of Im:eort Substitutions and of Ex:eansion in Demand 

On Import s . ( i n £ , 000) 

Effect of Effect of Total M 
M l . s . Expansion 1963 

19'57 in dem.a.nd ( 2+3) 
(1) (2 ) ( 3) (4 ) (5) 

1 . Pro cessed Food: 3 . 3 1. 2 + 1 . 9 3. 1 6. 4 
2. Beverages & 

Tobacco : 1 . 4 - 0 . 2 + 0 . 1 -.1 1 . 3 

3 . Clothings & Other 
Madeup Textiles: 2 . 1 - 0 . 5 + 0 . 8. +. 30 2. 4 

4. Foot Wenr & Other 
Consumer Goods: 2. 6 - 2. 9 + 3. 2 +. 3 2. 9 

9.4 - 3 .. 4 + 6. 0 +3 . 6 13 . 0 
-·-·-------·- - -··---·-

5 . Rubber: 1.1 - 0 . 2 + 0 . 2 .o 1 . 1 
6 . Paper: 1 . 8 - 0 . 4 + 1 . 3 t-0 . 9 2 . 7 
7 . Glass: 0 . 3 - 0 . 4 + 0 . 3 - 1 0 . 2 
8 . Textiles: 5 . 1 -1.1 + 2. 5 +1.4 6. 5 
9 . Cement: 0 . 2 - 0 . 6 + 0. 5 - 0 . 1 01 . 

10 . Chemicals: 2. 8 +0 . 2 + 0 . 9 +l . l 3. 9 
11 . 11etal: 9 . 8 - 2. 4 + 1 . 9 -. 5 9. 3 
12 . Ma chinery : 9. 3 - 0 . 2 + 0 -. 2 9 . 1 
13 . 'rransport 7 . 9 - 0 . 1 + . 4 -. 5 7. 4: 

Equipment : 

38 . 8 - 4. 9 + l l.O +6.1 44 .• 9 
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TABLE 5 

Compo s ition of Imports of Manufactures in Kenya 

(A forecast f or 1970) 

Manufacturing 
Products 

1 . Proces se d Food : 

2 . Beverages and Toba cco: 

3. Clothings and Ivladeup Textiles: 

4. Foot Weo.r and Other Consumer Goods : 

All Consumer Goods: 

5 . Rubber and Rubber Products: 

6 . Paper and Paper Pro ducts: 

7. Textile Materials : 

8 . Glass and Gl a s s Products: 

9. Chemica l s : 

10 . Cement: 

11. Meta l Products: 

12. Machinery: 

13 . Transport Equipment: 

Producer Oriented Pro ducts: 

- .. 

Share of Total Imports 
in 1970 (in Percen t age) 

- 1 . 0 

5 . 5 

6. 1 

17 . 4 

1 . 2 

2 . 8 

8 . 8 

1.5 

7 .1 

. 4 

9-5 

1 2. 1 

52.7 

The remaining . i s distributed among mi s cellaneous oanufa ctures and 
other imports . 
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TABLE - 6 

Per Capita Suppli es of Manufa ctures ( by end use) 

from 1957 to l 9G3 

1957 1963 

l . Processed Foo d: 2. 7 3. 7 

2 . Beverages & Tobacco: 1.2 1.0 

3. Clothings & Other Ma de up Textiles : . 3 . 4 

4 . Foot Wear & O-ther Consumer Goods: . 7 1 . 4 

All Consumer Goods : 5. 1 6 . 5 
·---------·-- ----------- ----------- ------------- ··---

5. Rubber and Rubber Products : . 2 . 2 

6 . Paper and Paper Products: . 3 . 4 

7 . Glass and Glass Products: 

8 . Textile Mat erials : . 7 . 8 

9 . Cher:J.ico.l s : . 7 . 8 

l Oo Cement: . 4 . 2 

11 . Hetal Product s : 1 . 6 1. 6 

1 2. Ma chi nery: 1 . 3 1.1 
I 

13 . Transport Dquipment: 1 . 6 1. 3 

-----------·--------------------
All Producer Ori ent ed Produc ts : 7 . 0 6 . 3 

Al l Illanufo.ctures : 

---------

Source of all Tabl es: (a) St nt i:::rt ical Abstract~ 1964 ~ Govt of Kenya . 

(b) Census of Manufo.cture s , Kenya , 1957, (1961) 
and 1963 . 
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