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External Disturbances and Macroeconomic Performance in Sub-Saharan Africa

by
Michael Bleaney and David Greenaway

Abstract

There is evidence that specialization in primary product exports reduces growth.

Possible explanations include a trend deterioration in the terms of trade associated

with falls in the relative price of primary products, and the adverse impact of

excessive export price volatility on investment incentives. In this paper the impact

of external disturbances on investment and growth is estimated for a panel of 14

sub-Saharan African countries over the period 1980-95.  Both growth and

investment appear to increase when the terms of trade improve and real exchange

rate overvaluation is reduced.  However instability in the terms of trade and the

real exchange rate were not found to have significant effects on either investment

or growth.
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2. Background and Study Design
3. Data and Empirical Results
4. Conclusions
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I INTRODUCTION

Historically, two arguments have been advanced to the effect that specialization in

the export of primary products is disadvantageous to growth.  One is the Prebisch-

Singer thesis that the price of primary products is on a long-run downward trend

relative to the price of manufactures.  The other is that, because of the volatility of

primary product prices, exporters of these products experience greater instability of

export revenue.  Neither of these arguments has received much support in the

professional literature in recent years.  Analysis of data back to the beginning of the

twentieth century has shown that any long-run downward trend in the relative price

of primary products is sufficiently slow that it can plausibly be explained by quality

improvements in manufactures which are not captured in the price indices (Grilli and

Yang, 1988; Bleaney and Greenaway, 1993b).1 The evidence for greater export

revenue instability amongst exporters of primary products is mixed (MacBean, 1966;

Maizels, 1992) and its effects ambiguous;  Krueger (1985) surveys the literature and

concludes that the problem has been greatly exaggerated.

Nevertheless the idea that specialization in the production of primary products may

be harmful to growth should not be dismissed too quickly.  Brundell et al. (1981)

find, for a sample of 139 countries over the period 1965-77, that export revenue

instability is significantly negatively correlated with the share of manufactures in

exports, which suggests that there is some truth in the proposition that export

revenues are more unstable for primary commodity exporters.  Sachs and Warner

(1997) report the 1970 share of primary exports in GDP to have a significantly

negative coefficient in a growth regression for 83 countries over the period 1965-90,

and Sala-i-Martin (1997) finds the 1970 share of primary products in total exports to

be robustly and negatively correlated with growth over many different alternative

regression specifications.  These last two results certainly suggest that specialization

in primary product exports reduces growth, although they tell us nothing about the

mechanism involved.  Possibilities include the squeezing of import capacity because

of the downward trend in primary commodity prices over the sample period; their

price volatility; faster total factor productivity (TFP) growth in the manufacturing

sector than in the primary sector; or the smaller increment to output of shifting

factors into the higher-productivity manufacturing sector in countries that are rich in

natural resources (and whose primary sector consequently has higher measured

                                               
1 This argument is reinforced by the absence of any downward trend in the real exchange rate of Australia,

whose exports are still dominated by primary products (Bleaney, 1996a).
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TFP).

In this paper we focus on the issue of price volatility.  Does this result in uncertainty

of returns to investment which inhibits asset accumulation and growth in countries

that specialize in the production of primary commodities?  We use data from a

sample of sub-Saharan African countries which are heavily dependent on the export

of primary commodities to investigate this question.  Section 2 discusses the

theoretical issues.  In Secton 3 we describe our data set and present the empirical

results.  Section 4 concludes.

II.   BACKGROUND AND STUDY DESIGN

We begin by discussing the relationship between growth and the terms of trade, using

the recent model of Mendoza (1997).  We show that, in this model, the impact on

output growth of both the trend and the volatility of the terms of trade cannot be

determined unambiguously, but depends on the values of particular model

parameters.  We then refer to relevant empirical work, and conclude by explaining

the design of our own research.

Theory

Mendoza (1997) examines the impact of terms of trade movements on consumption

growth within a stochastic growth model.  Consumers maximize expected lifetime

utility as given by
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where C represents consumption of the imported good and β is a subjective discount

factor.  Savings are invested in a perfectly durable asset that produces the export

good subject to a linear technology with a stochastic gross return of R per period.

The consumption-based return on savings is equal to R times one plus the

proportional rate of change of the terms of trade (which we denote by z).  Mendoza

assumes that the change in the terms of trade follows a stochastic process with

known variance and mean.  He then shows that planned consumption growth is an

increasing function of the trend in the terms of trade (i.e. the mean of z), but is

negatively related to terms of trade volatility (the variance of z) only if γ < 2 (if γ > 2,

this relationship is positive).  In the empirical part of his paper, Mendoza shows that,

for a sample of 40 industrial and developing countries over the period 1971-91, the

predicted positive relationship between consumption growth and the change in the
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terms of trade is confirmed, whilst there is also a significant negative relationship

between consumption growth and terms of trade volatility.

The strong predictions of this model with respect to the impact of the trend in the

terms of trade on consumption growth do not carry over to output growth.  Ignoring

the stochastic element, wealth (A) – and therefore output – grows according to the

following equation:

At+1 = β1/γ R1/γ zt
1/γ−1At (2)

It is clear that output growth is positively correlated with z only if γ < 1.  Since the

purchasing power of output over the imported consumption good grows at a rate z,

we have

Ct+1 / Ct = zt At+1 / At (3)

Substituting this into (2) yields

Ct+1 = β1/γ R1/γ zt
1/γ Ct (4)

Hence Mendoza's strong result for consumption growth.  On the other hand, the

impact of volatility of the terms of trade on output growth is similar to its effect on

consumption growth. It therefore follows that the sign of the relationship between

output growth and both trend and volatility of the terms of trade depends on the

value of γ.  Thus even if we restrict ourselves to the case of an isoelastic utility

function, the model’s theoretical predictions are rather ambiguous, given that the

appropriate value of γ is highly uncertain.

Previous empirical research

Export price volatility has both a microeconomic and a macroeconomic dimension.

At the microeconomic level, instability of relative prices may affect the production

decisions of risk-averse producers.  Relatively few studies of agricultural supply

response have included variables to capture price risk, but those which have tend to

find some evidence that price risk reduces output (Just, 1974; Traill, 1978).

Producers' response will also depend on the perceived time series properties of the

price, as we discuss below.

At the macroeconomic level, the impact on the trade balance is likely to be important,
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and may cause far-reaching policy adjustments in order to restore equilibrium. How

much do such external shocks actually affect domestic economic performance in the

long run?  The experience of the last two decades, and particularly the divergent

growth rates of different areas of the developing world since 1980 – with Asia far

outstripping Africa and Latin America – provides a great deal of evidence on this

question.  It has become clear that it is not the shocks themselves but their interaction

with the domestic policy response which is crucial.  Adjustment to negative shocks

has been achieved much more rapidly and painlessly by some countries than by

others.  Allowing price signals to work and maintaining sound macroeconomic

policies are of key importance.  Countries which avoided macroeconomic instabilities

such as large budget deficits, rapid inflation and volatile real exchange rates have

achieved higher growth rates (Fischer, 1993; Bleaney, 1996b, 1997).  This

conclusion emerges strongly from the major World Bank study of macroeconomic

policy in eighteen developing countries (Little et al., 1993).  The authors warn that

windfall gains, such as export booms or an explosion of opportunities for

international borrowing, can generate euphoria amongst policy-makers based on an

over-optimistic assessment of future prospects.  This euphoria may fuel an

investment boom which proves difficult to curtail when circumstances demand,

leaving the country with a legacy of serious macroeconomic imbalances (see also

Cuddington (1989)).  Thus even positive shocks may not turn out to be a blessing.

The evidence from the eighteen countries in the World Bank study demonstrates that

avoiding the big mistakes that led to a collapse in investment in the 1980s was much

more crucial than the size or composition of the investment boom itself (Bleaney,

1996c). Rodrik (1998) reaches a similar conclusion with respect to “favourable”

trade policy shocks, arguing that the superior growth performance of the Asian

economies in the 1970s and 1980s had more to do with macroeconomic management

than with trade liberalization.  This raises the following question: does volatility of

the terms of trade – or possibly merely unusual volatility beyond that of recent

experience – render serious policy mistakes more likely, and therefore impact

negatively on growth through this mechanism?

Research design

To address these issues, it is not sufficient to carry out a cross-country regression

with a single (time-invariant) volatility measure for each country, since this cannot

capture the effects of periods of unusually large external shocks.  A panel data set is

indicated, with volatility measures evolving over time as well as differing across

countries.  In order to focus on a set of countries that are highly dependent on

exports of primary products, we use a data set consisting purely of sub-Saharan
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African countries (it is not necessary to confine the study to one continent, but the

frequency with which continent dummies emerge as significant in growth regressions

suggests that continent effects should not be ignored).  The issues which we address

are:

(1) Are investment and growth adversely affected by volatility of the terms of trade

and the real exchange rate in the recent past?

(2) Are terms of trade improvements associated with higher rates of investment and

faster growth?

(3) How do changes in the level of the real exchange rate affect investment and

growth?

The inclusion of real exchange rate volatility and misalignment reflects evidence from

previous studies that these variables have a negative impact on growth (Cottani et

al., 1990; Ghura and Grennes, 1993).  These authors, following Edwards (1989),

attempt to disentangle equilibrium and disequilibrium movements in the real

exchange rate by estimating a regression model.  In practice, we find that it makes

little difference whether we enter the actual real exchange rate or its disequilibrium

component into the regression.

The effects of export price instability will obviously depend on the institutional

environment.  One aspect of this is the proportion of the price risk that is borne by

private producers rather than being absorbed in the government budget through

devices such as marketing boards, which have been widely used in sub-Saharan

Africa. The government's policy reaction to instability in this form of tax revenue is

potentially important.  Cuddington (1989) suggests that governments often

incorrectly treat booms in tax revenue arising from export price spikes as permanent,

and subsequently find themselves in serious fiscal difficulties.  Even if there is no

direct impact on the government budget, there are likely to be indirect effects

because of fluctuations in private income and expenditure.  Bevan, Collier and

Gunning (1987, 1993) analyze the case of Kenya, where most of the extra income

was passed on to private producers, who correctly interpreted it as temporary, but

their options for income smoothing were significantly restricted by controls, which

consequently had a marked impact on the resulting expenditure patterns.  A further

major aspect of the problem is the volatility of foreign exchange earnings.  Is this

volatility absorbed by the exchange rate, by reserves of foreign exchange held by the

central bank, by remitted profits of foreign-owned export enterprises, or by

compensating fluctuations in imports, possibly encouraged by relaxation or tightening
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of trade restrictions according to the level of export revenues?2 It has been shown

empirically that macroeconomic instability in general, and real exchange rate

instability in particular, tends to depress both investment and growth in developing

countries (Bleaney, 1996b; Cottani et al., 1990).

To the extent that export price volatility is transmitted to private producers, what is

the likely impact on output and investment?  It matters a great deal how the

producers view the time series properties of the export price.  At one extreme, if the

export price is treated as a random walk process, then the current price will be the

producers' best estimate of the future price, and production decisions will be based

on this.  It is not clear, however, that the aggregate level of investment, as opposed

to investment in particular products, will be affected.  At the other extreme, the

export price might be regarded as a stationary process, implying that price

fluctuations are only temporary, and that the expected future price is largely

independent of the current price.  In this case, production decisions are likely to be

much more stable, but risk-averse producers will prefer products with a more certain

income, and may opt for production of non-export commodities.  Again, it is not

clear that aggregate investment will be affected directly, although a lower supply of

exports may affect investment and growth through a tighter balance-of-payments

constraint.

These considerations suggest that it is the macroeconomic rather than the

microeconomic effects of export price volatility which are most likely to impinge on

aggregate investment.  There is also the question of how export price volatility

should be measured.  Deflation by the domestic consumer price index is attractive,

since this gives a measure of the real purchasing power of a unit of exports, and is

probably a reasonable proxy for the price of exports relative to that of products for

the domestic market.  Unfortunately, however, an export price series in domestic

currency is available for only a few sub-Saharan African countries, and so we have

resorted instead to using the terms of trade, data for which are available for most

countries.  This is reasonable so long as import prices are not too volatile, which is

most likely if they are dominated by manufactures.  We measure volatility as the

standard deviation of the logarithm of the terms of trade over the five years up to the

present year (i.e. from year t-4 to year t).  This measure will pick up periods of

unusual volatility within a country as well as cross-country variations.

                                               
2 See Little et al., 1993, Ch. 9, for evidence that developing countries have tended to use trade policy as an

instrument of macroeconomic adjustment.
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In the investment equations which we estimate, we use as the dependent variable the

ratio of investment to GDP, as is commonly done in cross-country studies.  The

independent variables in this equation are: two lags of the dependent variable, a time

trend, lagged GDP growth, the level and volatility of the terms of trade, the level and

volatility of the real exchange rate, real interest rates and the inflation rate.  For

private investment we also use public investment as a regressor.  The choice of

independent variables is based on the findings of previous cross-country research on

investment in developing countries (Bleaney and Greenaway, 1993a; Greene and

Villanueva, 1991).  Our growth equation includes the same terms of trade and real

exchange rate variables, together with current investment and a time trend.  Cross-

country variation in initial GDP, education levels, openness and other factors that

commonly appear in growth regressions are subsumed in the country dummies.  By

not including these factors explicitly, we are effectively assuming that change over

time within a country is small compared with the difference between countries during

the period, which seems a fair assumption.

The estimating equations therefore have the following structure:

Investment = f (country dummies, two lags of investment, time trend, two lags of

GDP, current and lagged terms of trade, the real effective exchange rate, inflation,

measures of recent volatility of the terms of trade and the real exchange rate).

Growth = f (country dummies, lagged GDP, investment, time trend, squared time

trend, terms of trade, real effective exchange rate, measures of recent volatility of the

terms of trade and the real exchange rate).

For the private investment equation, public investment is included as an additional

regressor.

III.    DATA AND EMPIRICAL RESULTS

Our data are taken from the IMF World Economic Outlook database.  We use data

on 14 sub-Saharan African countries from 1980 to 1995. In 1980, primary products

accounted for more than 80% of the exports of these countries, which are:

Botswana, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Côte d'Ivoire, The Gambia, Ghana, Kenya,

Malawi, Mauritius, Niger, Senegal, Tanzania, Togo and Zimbabwe.

The terms of trade appear to be stationary.  A Dickey-Fuller test, allowing for

country-specific intercepts but with a common coefficient of the lagged terms of

trade, yields a statistic of –7.97.  The hypothesis of a common coefficient is not
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rejected by the data (F(13, 224) = 1.19).  It is of course possible that the stationarity

of the terms of trade is a sample rather than a population phenomenon, reflecting (for

example) the particular behaviour of primary commodity prices over the period.

Table 1 reports the results both for total investment and for private investment only.

The regressions are rather similar.  In both cases there is a pronounced cyclical

pattern to investment, with a strong positive correlation with last year's investment

and a negative and much smaller correlation with investment two years previously.

There is a significant negative time-trend, but this does not necessarily mean that

investment is falling over time, because it is offset by the upward trend in GDP.

Accelerator effects are rather stronger for total investment than for private

investment.  There is a strong positive correlation with the previous year's GDP and a

weaker (and in the case of private investment insignificant) negative correlation with

GDP two years previously.  The real interest rate and consumer price inflation have

negative but insignificant coefficients in both cases.  In the private investment

regression, public investment has a sizeable negative coefficient, implying significant

crowding out – an increase of public investment by 1% of GDP is estimated to

reduce private investment by 0.3% of GDP.

There is a positive correlation of investment with the lagged (but not current) terms

of trade.  Terms of trade have been found significant in previous studies of

investment in developing countries as well, but the mechanism is not entirely clear.

One possibility is that if the terms of trade improve, the balance of payments

constraint eases and the government grants more import licences, so that investment

increases because more capital equipment can be imported.  Alternatively,

improvements in the terms of trade raise domestic incomes and demand, inducing

producers to invest in additional capacity.  Volatility of the terms of trade appears to

have a slight but statistically insignificant negative impact on investment.  The lack of

statistical significance may of course be a result of the relative crudity of the volatility

measure, which is based on only the five years of data up to the current year.  It is

probable that economic agents take a much longer run of experience into account in

assessing likely export price volatility, and also that they are able to perceive regime

changes (if any).  Using a relatively short span of data to calculate volatility is a

common practice (e.g. Grobar, 1993), and in general it is an uneasy compromise

between an appropriately forward-looking measure and the desirability of using a

longer series of (possibly seriously outdated) information.  In the present context,

however, it has the additional advantage of picking up the effects of periods of

unusual volatility (or lack of it) for the country concerned.
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Our results also suggest significant real exchange rate effects.  A lower real effective

exchange rate appears to be associated with higher investment.  This may be, once

again, a trade policy effect: a real devaluation improves the trade balance, permitting

import restrictions on capital goods to be relaxed.  Volatility of the real exchange

rate, measured in the same manner as for the terms of trade, has a positive but

statistically negligible correlation with investment.  The results shown use the IMF

real effective exchange rate index.  We have also estimated a model which uses only

the disequilibrium component of this index, which consists of the residuals from a

regression of the real exchange rate on the terms of trade, lagged output, lagged

investment and country dummies.  The results (not shown) were very similar to those

reported in Table 1.

The diagnostics of the regression are not totally satisfactory.  There is some evidence

of functional misspecification (significant at the 1% level for private investment but

not even at the 10% level for total investment) and of non-normality of the residuals

(significant at the 1% level for total investment and at the 10% level for private

investment), but there appear to be no significant problems of autocorrelation of the

residuals.  Residual variance tends to be particularly high in Tanzania, which implies

that this country is lending excessive weight to the parameter estimates, although the

problem is significant at the 5% level only for private investment.

Table 2 presents a growth regression for the same data set.  Growth depends

positively on current investment, and negatively on the lagged level of output.  Since

inter-country differences in real GDP have been filtered out through the country

dummies, the negative correlation with lagged output essentially means that there is

some negative serial correlation in growth rates, which may reflect uncorrelated

shocks to the level of output (e.g. weather). (The inclusion of a time-trend in the

regression means that the negative coefficient on lagged output cannot necessarily be

interpreted as a convergence effect).  Growth is positively correlated with the level of

the terms of trade, but does not appear to be significantly affected by their volatility.

With respect to the real exchange rate, there is a hint of a negative impact of

volatility on growth, and a negative effect of the level on growth that is significant at

the 10% level.  As with the investment regressions, results are similar if the

disequilibrium component of the real effective exchange rate is used in place of the

actual index.  Overall, the findings for the terms of trade and real exchange rate

variables are remarkably similar in the investment and growth regressions.
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These results do not suggest that countries with higher volatility of the terms of trade

or the real exchange rate, or which experience sudden bursts of volatility (associated

for example with temporary commodity price booms), suffer from weaker growth

and investment as a result.  Our findings can be compared with those of Ghura and

Grennes (1993), who use a sample of 33 countries over the period 1972-87.

Treating the data set as a panel, as we do, they find significant negative partial

correlations of both real (US$) exchange rate misalignment and instability with

various measures of macroeconomic performance.  In a growth regression that is

somewhat similar to that shown in Table 2, Ghura and Grennes find significant

negative effects only for misalignment, and the instability variable is not significant,

although its coefficient remains negative.  Thus, despite differences in the sample

period, sample size and real exchange rate measure, our results broadly confirm those

of previous work.

IV.    CONCLUSIONS

Recent research has suggested a negative correlation between specialization in

primary product exports and growth. We have estimated investment and growth

equations on a reasonably sized panel of annual data from 14 sub-Saharan African

countries from 1980 to 1995.  Sub-Saharan Africa was selected as a low-income area

that is heavily dependent on exports of primary products.  The investment results are

broadly consistent with previous work on investment in developing countries, with

significant effects of lagged output, the terms of trade and the real exchange rate, but

with insignificant real interest rate effects, probably because of pervasive rationing of

both bank credit and imports.  Theory is ambiguous on the effects of trends and

volatility of the terms of trade on growth and investment.  We could find no evidence

that volatility of either the terms of trade or the real exchange rate had any significant

negative impact on either private or total aggregate investment.  This does not

however rule out the possibility that the sectoral allocation of investment is

influenced by the volatility of export prices relative to that of non-traded goods.

For a given rate of investment, growth appears to be positively correlated with the

lagged terms of trade and negatively correlated with the real effective exchange rate

index.  Since the signs are the same as in the investment regression, this implies that

these variables affect growth both directly (for a given rate of investment) and

indirectly (by influencing the rate of investment).  Improved terms of trade mean

greater international purchasing power per unit of exports, implying greater import

capacity.  This releases foreign exchange constraints on growth, which have been

found to be important in previous research (Esfahani, 1991).  Our findings imply that



11

the negative correlation between growth and specialization in primary exports

reported by Sachs and Warner (1997) and Sala-i-Martin (1997) reflects adverse

relative price trends for primary products over recent decades rather than the effects

of export revenue volatility.

The relationship between real exchange rate depreciation and growth is a more

complex issue.  One possibility is that this partly reflects an equilibrium effect

associated with trade liberalization.  If so, our findings suggest significant positive

trade liberalization effects.  An alternative interpretation is that the results largely

reflect disequilibrium or misalignment effects, with an overvalued exchange rate

inhibiting growth by enforcing deflationary policies and other corrective measures

such as delays in granting import licences.  In this respect our findings are consistent

with previous work on sub-Saharan Africa by Ghura and Grennes (1993), who find

the negative effects of real exchange rate misalignment on growth to be more

significant than the effects of instability.

What policy implications follow from our results?  One is that they provide an

additional reason for not defending an overvalued exchange rate, which would be

harmful to investment and growth.   With respect to the terms of trade, the issue is

whether countries should actively discriminate against primary product exports, on

the grounds that, even though there appear to be no significant negative effects

associated with price volatility, the adverse relative price trends of primary products

will translate into an adverse trend in the terms of trade.  The fall in the relative price

of primary products over the last two decades has, however, been significantly faster

than the long-run trend, and the latter does not appear to be steep enough to warrant

strong policy conclusions.  There is nothing in our results to suggest disagreement

with the standard prescription that sound macroeconomic policies and an open trade

regime offer the best prospects for rapid growth.
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Table 1.  Investment equations for a panel of 14 countries, 1980-95

Dependent variable: Total investment Private investment
                                                                  (% of GDP)                 (% of GDP)
Independent variables:
country dummies
Investment (t–1) 0.677 (10.55) 0.628 (9.37)
Investment (t–2) –0.145 (–2.48) –0.124 (–1.99)
Time trend –0.219 (–2.89) –0.198 (–2.52)
ln GDP (t–1) 13.74 (4.48) 9.05 (2.88)
ln GDP (t–2) –8.24 (–2.68) –3.69 (–1.24)
ln terms of trade (TOT) 0.140 (0.13) –0.402 (–0.38)
TOT (t–1) 2.74 (2.59) 2.29 (2.17)
St. deviation of TOT (t-4 to t) –2.18 (–0.83) –1.09 (–0.41)
ln real effective exch. rate (RER) –3.14 (–5.33) –2.75 (–4.59)
St. deviation of RER (t–4 to t) 1.07 (0.66) 1.19 (0.75)
Real interest rate (in logs) –3.51 (–0.96) –4.03 (–1.11)
Consumer price inflation (in logs) 0.004 (0.00) –0.68 (–0.30)
Public investment (% of GDP) –0.304 (–3.71)

R-squared 0.931 0.935
standard error 1.78 1.76

functional form (χ2
1) 2.18 12.04

normality of residuals  (χ2
2) 12.80 6.04

serial correlation (t167) –1.41 –0.41
heteroscedasticity (F (13, 182)) 1.71 2.11

Notes
Figures in parentheses are t-statistics.  "Functional form" is a RESET test based on
the regression of the residuals on the squared fitted values (5% c.v. = 3.84).
"Normality" is the Jarque-Bera test for skewness and excess kurtosis (5% c.v. =
5.99).  "Serial correlation" is the t-statistic from a regression of the residuals on
their lagged values.  "Heteroscedasticity" is based on the regression of the squared
residuals on country dummies (5% c.v. = 1.78).
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Table 2.  A growth regression for a panel of 14 countries, 1980-95

Dependent variable: Change in log of GDP
Independent variables:
country dummies
ln GDP (t–1) –0.217 (–5.78)
Investment (share of GDP) 0.374 (3.04)
Time trend   0.0103 (1.86)

Time trend squared x 10-3 –0.236 (–1.15)
ln terms of trade (TOT) 0.0590 (3.14)
St. deviation of TOT (t-4 to t) 0.0117 (0.20)
ln real effective exch. rate (RER) –0.0226 (–1.72)
St. deviation of RER (t–4 to t) –0.0417 (–1.22)

R-squared 0.380
standard error 0.407

functional form (χ2
1) 15.72

normality of residuals  (χ2
2) 140

serial correlation (t167) –0.26
heteroscedasticity (F (13, 182)) 1.81

Notes
Figures in parentheses are t-statistics.  "Functional form" is a RESET test based on
the regression of the residuals on the squared fitted values (5% c.v. = 3.84).
"Normality" is the Jarque-Bera test for skewness and excess kurtosis (5% c.v. =
5.99).  "Serial correlation" is the t-statistic from a regression of the residuals on
their lagged values.  "Heteroscedasticity" is based on the regression of the squared
residuals on country dummies (5% c.v. = 1.78).





CREDIT PAPERS

96/1 Magnus Henrekson, Johan Torstensson and Rasha Torstensson, "Growth
Effects of European Integration".

96/2 Peter Wright and Mahmud Mohieldin,"Formal and Informal Credit Markets
in Egypt".

96/3 Öner Günçavdi, Michael Bleaney and Andrew McKay, "A Sectoral Model
of Turkish Private Investment".

96/4 Michael Bleaney, "Credibility after a major regime change:  Evidence from
South African interest rates".

96/5 H. Vandenbussche, W. Pauwels and M. Weverbergh, "Rent-seeking
Activity Induced by European Antidumping Policy".

96/6 Harold Coulombe and Andrew McKay, "Modelling the Determinants of
Poverty in Mauritania".

96/7 Patrik Gustavsson, Pär Hansson and Lars Lundberg, "Technological
Progress, Capital Accumulation and Changing International Competitiveness".

96/8 Geoffrey Reed and Johan Torstensson, "Does Preferring Your Own
Products Hurt Others?  Low Import Penetration and High-Tech Trade
between the US and Japan".

96/9 David Greenaway, Chris Milner and Robert Elliott, "UK Intra-Industry
Trade with EU North and South:  A Multi-Country and Multi-Industry
Analysis"

96/10 Öner Günçavdi, Michael Bleaney and Andrew McKay, "Private Fixed
Capital Investment Decisions Under the Imperfect Capital Market Assumption:
An Application of an Euler Equation Approach to Turkey"

96/11 David Fielding, "Investment, Uncertainty and Financial Constraints:  Evidence
from the South African Mining Sector"

96/12 David Fielding, "Measuring and Modelling Investors' Risk in South Africa"
96/13 David Fielding, "Aggregate Investment in South Africa:  A Model with

Implications for Political Reform"
96/14 David Greenaway and Johan Torstensson, "Back to the Future:  Taking

Stock on Intra-Industry Trade"
96/15 Marius Brülhart and Robert J. R. Elliott, "Adjustment to the European

Single Market:  Inferences from Intra-Industry Trade Patterns"
96/16 A. T. Blake, A. J. Rayner and G. V. Reed, "Decomposition of the Effects of

the Uruguay Round"
96/17 R. Falvey, "Trade Liberalization and Factor Price Convergence"
97/1 C. Vaillant, C. W. Morgan, A. J. Rayner and T. A. Lloyd, "Futures

Markets for Agricultural Commodities in Developing Countries"
97/2 Howard White and Oliver Morrissey, "Tailoring Conditionality to Donor-

Recipient Relationships"
97/3 Chris Milner and Oliver Morrissey, "Measuring Trade Liberalisation in

Africa"
97/4 Andrew McKay and Chris Milner, "Strategic Trade Policy, Learning by

Doing Effects and Economic Development"



97/5 David Fielding, "Manufacturing Investment in South Africa:  A Time-Series
Model"

97/6 Michael Bleaney, "Trade Reform, Macroeconomic Performance and Export
Growth in Ten Latin American Countries, 1979-95"

97/7 Ewen Cummins, "Food Crop Production in Developing Countries:  A
Disaggregate Analysis Under Risk"

97/8 Oliver Morrissey, "What Should Development Economists Know About
Politics?  Identifying the Policy Environment for Economic Policy Reform"

97/9 Tim Lloyd, Oliver Morrissey and Geoffrey Reed, "The Impact of Anti-
Dumping Actions:  Estimates from an Intervention Analysis"

97/10 David Greenaway, Robert Hine and Peter Wright, "Modelling the Impact
of Trade on Employment in the United Kingdom"

97/11 David Greenaway, Robert Hine and Peter Wright, "Does Trade Affect
Wages?"

97/12 P.K. Mathew Tharakan, David Greenaway and Birgit Kerstens, "Excess
Anti-Dumping Margins in the EU:  A Matter of Questionable Injury?"

97/13 A.K.M. Azhar, R.J.R. Elliott and C.R. Milner, "Static and Dynamic
Measurement of Intra-Industry Trade and Adjustment:  A Geometric
Reappraisal"

97/14 Rod Falvey and Norman Gemmell, "Factor Endowments, Nontradables
Prices and Measures of "Openness" "

97/15 T.A. Lloyd, C.W. Morgan, A.J. Rayner and C. Vaillant, "The
Transmission of World Agricultural Prices in Cote d'Ivoire"

97/16 David Greenaway and Johan Torstensson, "Economic Geography,
Comparative Advantage and Trade Within Industries:  Evidence from the
OECD"

97/17 P.K.M. Tharakan, David Greenaway and Joe Tharakan, "Cumulation and
Injury Determination of the European Community in Anti-Dumping Cases"

97/18 David Fielding, "Does the Nominal Exchange Rate Regime Make a
Difference to Inflation?"

97/19 Karolina Ekholm, "Factor Endowments and the Pattern of Affiliate
Production by Multinational Enterprises"

97/20 M.A. Cole, A.J. Rayner and J.M. Bates, “The Environmental Impact of the
Uruguay Round”

97/21 Rod Falvey and Geoff Reed, “Economic Effects of Rules of Origin”
98/1 Norman Gemmell and Mark McGillivray, “Aid and Tax Instability and the

Government Budget Constraint in Developing Countries”
98/2 Susana Franco-Rodriguez, Mark McGillivray and Oliver Morrissey, “Aid

and the Public Sector in Pakistan:  Evidence with Endogenous Aid”
98/3 Norman Gemmell, Tim Lloyd and Marina Mathew, “Dynamic Sectoral

Linkages and Structural Change in a Developing Economy”
98/4 Andrew McKay, Oliver Morrissey and Charlotte Vaillant, “Aggregate

Export and Food Crop Supply Response in Tanzania”
98/5 Louise Grenier, Andrew McKay and Oliver Morrissey, “Determinants of

Exports and Investment of Manufacturing Firms in Tanzania”



98/6 P.J. Lloyd, “A Generalisation of the Stolper-Samuelson Theorem with
Diversified Households:  A Tale of Two Matrices”

98/7 P.J. Lloyd, “Globalisation, International Factor Movements and Market
Adjustments”

98/8 Ramesh Durbarry, Norman Gemmell and David Greenaway, “New
Evidence on the Impact of Foreign Aid on Economic Growth”

98/9 Michael Bleaney and David Greenaway, “External Disturbances and
Macroeconomic Performance in Sub-Saharan Africa”



DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMICS DISCUSSION PAPERS
In addition to the CREDIT series of research papers the Department of Economics
produces a discussion paper series dealing with more general aspects of economics.
Below is a list of recent titles published in this series.

96/1 Prasanta K. Pattanaik and Yongsheng Xu, "On Preference and Freedom".
96/2 Mark A. Roberts, "Wage Constraint or Freedom Under Central Bargaining?

The Role of Precommitment in the Provision of State Benefits".
96/3 Steven J. Humphrey, "An Experimental Investigation of the Cognitive

Antecedents of Event-Splitting Effects".
96/4 David A. Maleug and Yongsheng Xu, "Endogenous Information Quality:  A

Job-Assignment Application".
96/5 S.J. Ramsden, G.V. Reed and A.J. Rayner, "Farm Level Adjustment to

CAP Reform:  An Integer Programming Approach".
96/6 John Bates, "Measuring Pre-Determined Socio-Economic 'Inputs' When

Assessing the Efficiency of Educational Outputs".
96/7 Steven J. Humphrey, "Reflections on the Future of Decision Theory".
96/8 J. Poyago-Theotoky, "A Note on R&D Mixed Duopoly Under Conditions of

Limited Appropriability".
96/9 Mervyn K. Lewis, "Universal Banking in Europe:  the Old and the New."
96/10 D.K. Whynes, D.L. Baines and K.H. Tolley, "Prescribing Costs in General

Practice:  the Impact of Hard Budget Constraints".
96/11 C. Ennew, N. Kellard, P. Newbold and A.J. Rayner, "Testing for Efficiency

in Commodity Futures Markets".
96/12 Alexandra K. Lewis and Mervyn K. Lewis, "Recycling in the Riverland".
96/13 J. Poyago-Theotoky, " R&D Competition with Asymmetric Firms".
96/14 Mervyn K. Lewis, "The Myths of Free Banking".
96/15 Mervyn K. Lewis, "Banks and the Property Cycle".
96/16 Mark A. Roberts, "Hyperinflation with Forward-Looking Expectations".
96/17 Wulf Gaertner and Yongsheng Xu, "Rationality and External Reference".
96/18 C. Ennew, N. Kellard, P. Newbold, A. J. Rayner and M. E. Wohar, "Two

Puzzles in the Analysis of Foreign Exchange Market Efficiency".
96/19 Mark A. Roberts, "Employment in General Equilibrium:  Wage-Employment

vs. Wage-Only Bargaining".
96/20 M.A. Cole, A.J. Rayner and J.M. Bates, "Environmental Quality and

Economic Growth".
96/21 Mark A. Roberts, "Stability in a Solow Growth Model under Alternative

Expectational Forms and Nominal Interest Rate Rules".
97/1 David Fielding, "The Social and Economic Determinants of Voter Behaviour:

Evidence from the 1992 General Election in Scotland".
97/2 David Fielding and Paul Mizen, "Currency and Banking Crises with

Endogenous Government Behavior".
97/3 Rod Falvey, "Trade Policy and Growth Theory:  Recent Advances".
97/4 Mark A. Roberts, Karsten Staehr and Torben Tranaes, "Two-Stage

Bargaining and Minimum Wages in a Dual Labour Market".



97/5 Paul Mizen, "The Declaration of Independence:  Can a Central Bank Credibly
Commit Itself to Low Inflation?"

97/6 Stephen J. Leybourne and Paul Mizen, "Disinflation and Central Bank
Independence in Australia, Canada and New Zealand:  Evidence from Smooth
Transition Analysis".

97/7 P. Newbold, A.J. Rayner, N. Kellard and C. Ennew, "Long-Run Price
Behaviour of Wheat and Maize:  Trend Stationarity or Difference-
Stationarity?"

97/8 P. Newbold, A.J. Rayner, N. Kellard and C. Ennew, "Is the Dollar/ECU
Exchange A Random Walk?"

97/9 T.A. Lloyd and A.J. Rayner, "A Cointegration Analysis of Price
Relationships on the World Wheat Market"

97/10 Steven J. Humphrey, "A Note on Alternative Explanations of Cyclical
Choices"

97/11 Walter Bossert, "Welfarism and Information Invariance"
97/12 Charles Blackorby, Walter Bossert and David Donaldson, "Rationalizable

Solutions to Pure Population Problems"
97/13 Mark A. Roberts, "Central and Two-Stage Wage Setting and Minimum

Wages in a Model With Imperfect Competition and Multiple Technological
Equilibria"

97/14 Mark A. Roberts, "The Implausability of Cycles in the Diamond Overlapping
Generations Model"

97/15 Michael Bleaney, "The Dynamics of Money and Prices Under Alternative
Exchange Rate Regimes:  An Empirical Investigation"

97/16 Emmanuel Petrakis and Joanna Poyago-Theotoky, "Environmental Impact
of Technology Policy:  R&D Subsidies Versus R&D Cooperation"

97/17 Charles Blackorby, Walter Bossert and David Donaldson, “Price-
Independent Welfare Prescriptions and Population Size”

97/18 Prasanta K. Pattanaik and Yongsheng Xu, “On Diversity and Freedom of
Choice”

97/19 Wulf Gaertner and Yongsheng Xu, “On the Structure of Choice Under
Different External References”

98/1 David Fielding, “Social and Economic Determinants of English Voter Choice
in the 1997 General Election”

98/2 Darrin L. Baines, Nicola Cooper and David K. Whynes, “General
Practitioners’ Views on Current Changes in the UK Health Service”

98/3 Prasanta K. Pattanaik and Yongsheng Xu, “On Ranking Opportunity Sets
in Economic Environments”

98/4 David Fielding and Paul Mizen, “Panel Data Evidence on the Relationship
Between Relative Price Variability and Inflation in Europe”



Members of the Centre

Directors

Dr. M. Bleaney - growth, international macroeconomics
Dr. O. Morrissey - economic development, aid policy

Research Fellows (Internal)

Professor C.T. Ennew - commodity markets
Professor R. Falvey - international trade theory
Dr. D.V. Fielding - investment, monetary and fiscal policy
Dr. N. Gemmell - development and public sector issues
Professor D. Greenaway - trade and development
Mr. R.C. Hine - economic integration, trade policy
Mr. K.A. Ingersent - agricultural trade, economic development
Dr. T.A. Lloyd - agricultural markets, econometric modelling
Dr. A. McKay - poverty, behaviour under rationing
Professor C.R. Milner - trade and development
Dr. C.W. Morgan - futures markets, commodity markets
Professor A.J. Rayner - agricultural policy and trade
Mr. G.V. Reed - international trade, commodity markets
Dr. P.W. Wright - employment implications of international trade

Research Fellows (External)

Professor V.N. Balasubramanyam (University of Lancaster) - trade, multinationals
Dr. K. Ekholm (Research Institute of Industrial Economics) - trade theory;
multinationals
Professor G. Hansson (Lund University) - trade and development
Professor R. Lamusse (University of Mauritius) - labour economics
Dr. L. Lundberg (IUI, Stockholm) - intra-industry trade
Dr. M.McGillivray (Deakin University)  - aid allocation, human development
Dr. J. Menon (Monash University)  - trade and exchange rates
Professor D. Nelson (Tulane University) - political economy of trade
Dr. S. Pillay (Universiti Sains Malaysia) - trade shocks, commodity markets
Professor D. Sapsford (University of Lancaster) - commodity prices
Professor H.D. Smeets (University of Dusseldorf) - european integration, monetary economics
Professor P.K.M. Tharakan (University of Antwerp)  - intra-industry trade
Dr. H. Vandenbussche (University of Antwerp)  - European trade policy and antidumping.
Dr. H. White (ISS, The Hague) - Macroeconomic impact of aid.




