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Of the many current discourses in the fields of development or
international economics, very few capture the degree of passion or
sense of urgency as the debate on linkages between trade,
development and poverty.

A review of the literature on international trade can fill libraries
with books and studies arguing either that: “freer trade would free
more of the world’s poor from the misery their poverty represents”3

or free trade is part of the problem of poverty because, “the benefits
of international trade remain unequally distributed: With 14
percent of the world’s population, high-income countries account
for 75 percent of world exports; Low-income countries with 40
percent of the world’s population account for three percent of world
trade.”4

The above quotes reflect the “left” and “right” range of views about
trade, the rules based trading system, and the 2001 launch of the
current WTO Round of trade negotiations, known as the
“Development Round”. Perhaps locating the views of stakeholders in
developing societies at the centre of the debate can sharpen the
“rhetoric” of both sides and elevate the quality of the discussion.

Before outlining the focus of this paper, I would like to offer a few
points of departure and contextual settings for the findings and
conclusions:
• By most accounts, there is no empirical evidence to support an

inherent or direct causal or correlative relationship between
trade liberalisation and economic growth. Past and present
examples can be found which either support or call into question
such relationships.

• By most accounts, there is a better case for a direct correlative
relationship between growth and poverty reduction in developing
societies. However, this author offers the caveat that such
relationships often depend on the “pro-poor quality” and the
“sustainable socio-economic development nature” of the growth
processes.

• In developing societies, there are both domestic (internal) and
international (external) structural constraints on trade to be
used as a sustainable catalyst for poverty reducing efforts. While
much of this work focuses on the latter, it should not insinuate
that the removal of external constraints on developing societies
would automatically enable trade to play such a role.

• While some focus on new characteristics or trends in the global
economy associated with the emergence of Asia (led by China and
India) as the world’s new growth pole.5 It is the evolution of the

Introduction1
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WTO members are
developing countries.
We seek to place their
needs and interests
at the heart of the
Work Programme

adopted in this
Declaration.” 1

“This is a massive
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people around the
world. The much

hyped development
round is empty.”2
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regulative and institutional frameworks governing the rules
based system of international trade, the forms of governance
influencing the consuming and producing agents within those
frameworks, and national economic and trade policies which
shed a great deal of light on the linkages between trade,
development and poverty reduction in the 21st century.

• With the 2005 WTO Ministerial meeting set for December, the
world will obtain another snapshot of the current and future
“development orientation” tendencies in the rules based trading
system. The talks on the Agriculture Agreement will have the
most impact on trade and poverty.

The overall objective of this paper is to interrogate the following
questions: “If we seek better results in terms of how trade can help
reduce poverty do the current trends call for doing different things
in terms of trade policy and the rules based system, as opposed to
doing the same things differently”? Put another way, what would
produce superior poverty reducing results, a continuation of the
current trade liberalisation policy based agenda within the current
global trade architecture or an alternative rules based system more
conducive to alternative poverty reduction based approaches to
international trade policy?

The paper explores this question by examining linkages between
trade policy and poverty reduction in relation to the WTO, the
Integrated Framework initiative, regional trade policies in
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and the Poverty
Reduction Strategy Paper (PRSP) processes in Bangladesh and
Cambodia. The following sections will attempt to explore: the issue
of poverty; linkages between trade, trade policy and poverty
reduction; concepts of “pro-poor growth”; empirical background on
poverty and linkages between trade, trade policy and poverty
reduction in Bangladesh and Cambodia; elements of alternative
approaches to “Pro-poor” trade policies; perspectives on how the
global rules based system shapes the nature of relationships
between trade policy and poverty reduction efforts; and opportunities
for developing societies to better use trade policy to combat poverty.
The conclusion will summarise the implications of how the evolution
of the current trade policy environment relates to the development of
alternative “pro-poor” based approaches to trade policy.
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The literature on conceptualisations of poverty and subsequent links
to trade is quite rich. At the core, poverty is often defined in terms of
income, the capacity to access and consume basic needs and public
services (food, clothing, shelter, healthcare, education), and the
capacity to produce or acquire ones basic needs via subsistence
activities or via selling labour, goods or services in the market place.
Clearly, any policy measure that increases the price of something
sold by an individual or household, increases income while any
measure that reduces the price reduces income. Also, any policy
measure that increases prices of what an individual or household
consumes, decreases income and while any measure that decreases
the price, increases incomes.

Poverty in most developing societies remains predominantly a
question of the conditions of life for people in rural areas. In general,
the majority of populations in most developing societies rely on some
form of agricultural related economic activity as their primary
livelihood. In many cases, it is this segment of the population that
makes up the largest component of the society living in poverty.6

While a comprehensive look at the issue of poverty and subsequent
conditions of life in developing societies, particularly in the least
developing countries (LDC’s) is beyond the scope of this paper, the
following points of reference are offered:
• Both World Bank and United Nations Conference on Trade and

Development (UNCTAD) poverty estimates suggest that 49-50
percent of the population in LDC’s were living on less than
US$1/day at the end of the 1990s.7

• Although LDC’s had much better economic performance in the
late 1990s, the overall incidence of poverty did not decline
during the decade.8

• If current trends persist, it may be estimated that the number of
people living in extreme poverty in LDC’s will increase from 334
million people in 2000 to 417 million in 2015.9

• The World Bank reports that the number of people living on
US$2/day or less in East Asia is estimated to have fallen to 631
million in 2004, about an 8 percent decrease from the previous
year.10

• The World Bank reports that the number of people living on
US$2/day or less in Cambodia has increased from 7.7 million
in 1990, to 11.1 million in 2004. Number of people living on
US$1/day or less also increased from 4.4 million to 6.1 million
during the same period.11

• United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) reports that
90 percent of Cambodia’s poor, approximately 36 percent of the
population in 1997, are rural households.12

Framing Poverty2
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• In Bangladesh, poverty reduction efforts have in general
produced positive results.  Although Sengupta notes: “Many
reports, among them the UNDP report on Asian poverty (2003)
show that poverty in Bangladesh has declined steadily in the
1990s. However, in the decade of rapid trade liberalisation since
mid-1980s the poverty reduction effect of growth became much
weaker, despite an increase in growth rates of per capita
income”.13

“There will be no
deal on agriculture

unless they open
their markets to EU

manufacturing
exports.”14

“The United States
is willing to cut
farm subsidies if

other and
industrial countries

also did.”15
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In reviewing the literature on the theoretical concepts of the
linkages between trade and poverty, a range of analyses can be
found which can be located in the debate between the “for
globalisation” side16  and the “anti-globalisation” side.17  The former
argue that nations which have/are embracing globalisation the most
(via trade and investment liberalisation) are performing better then
nations which don’t, in terms of reducing of poverty in their
societies. The latter, argue that trade and investment liberalisation
is shaping the current nature of globalisation in ways which tend to
increase income inequality within and between societies, and in
several ways constrain poverty reduction efforts in developing
societies.

Alan Winters’ Trade Policies for Poverty Alleviation: What
Developing Countries Might do, offers a relatively balanced approach
for conceptualising the linkages. 18  Bhagwati and Srinivasan’s
Trade and Poverty in Poor Countries, strongly support the position
that “trade promotes growth” and “growth reduces poverty”.19

Ademola Oyejide’s Trade Reform for Economic Growth and Poverty
Reduction, notes the importance of a range of complementary
domestic and international policy factors and variables being
present, in order for trade liberalisation to reduce poverty in
developing societies.20

In general, trade policy affects poverty via impacts on domestic
economic variables such as prices, employment, wages & incomes,
and government revenues and spending. Clearly, trade policy and
other forms of liberalisation serve as the primary pathways by
which domestic growth and development processes in developing
societies are linked to the dynamics of developed economies and
global markets.  However, there is a robust debate on the challenges
and opportunities associated with the nature of such linkages and
what they mean for growth, development and poverty reduction.

The World Bank’s position is clearly articulated in their approach to
mainstreaming trade in their PRSP process where the definition of
a successful trade policy reform effort will result in the “poor” being
better off if trade liberalisation results in a situation where they
earn income from working in the export sector and consume goods
from the importable sector.21  Such thinking reinforces a static
comparative advantage model of growth in developing societies,
which suggests that “producing what you don’t consume, and
consuming what you don’t produce” represents a viable element of a
sustainable development strategy in the 21st century.

Linkages between Trade Policy,
Growth and Poverty Reduction3
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This author does not share that perspective. I also note that it
would, in many instances, perpetuate existing economic models in
developing societies (many of which have their roots in colonialism)
which to date have often proved increasingly unable to sustain the
kinds of growth and development processes necessary to reduce
poverty. Alternative frames of reference can be found in Rodrik
(2001) 22  and Winters, L.A., N. McCulloch, and A. McKay (2004). 23



Stakeholders� View from South and South-East Asia on Pro-Poor Trade Policies w 7

Pro-poor growth is about changing the distribution of relative
incomes through the growth process to favour the poor. Two
definitions (relative and absolute) for measuring Pro-poor growth
include:
• Growth is pro-poor when the distributional shifts accompanying

growth favour the poor, relative to the non-poor (Klasen, 2004;
Kakwani and Pernia, 2000; McCulloch and Baulch, 1999;
Kakwani and Son, 2003).24

• Growth is considered to be pro-poor if and only if poor people
benefit in absolute terms, as reflected in some agreed measure of
poverty (Ravallion and Chen, 2003; Kraay, 2003). In this case,
the extent to which growth is pro-poor depends solely on the rate
of change in poverty, which is determined by both the rate of
growth and its distributional pattern.25

The World Bank uses the latter definition, because it finds
limitations in the former due to its higher priority on distribution
relative to growth maximisation. However, this author favours the
former, because of the political and economic implications of the
tendency of “income inequality” to increase in societies pursuing
growth maximisation based approaches to poverty reduction. 26

Alternative concepts of pro-poor growth tend to place a higher value
on the linkages between inequality, growth and poverty reduction.
In a sense, arguing the potential for stronger growth poverty
linkages, when the growth process promotes greater income
equality. The following additional points are often noted in
alternative approaches to pro-poor growth:
• In pro-poor growth, it is necessary to have the type of growth

that raises average household incomes and household
consumption. Increases in overall GDP per capita do not
inherently achieve these two objectives.27

• Growth that is pro-poor tends to increase staple food production
and farm employment, and provides incentives and enables
devices that reduce fertility. 28

• A key determinant of whether how much growth leads to poverty
reduction (low-end redistribution) depends on how much at the
initial stages the reduced poverty promotes additional growth.  29

• Contrary to neo-liberal based concepts of the linkages between
growth and poverty, alternative approaches also recognise clear
instances when growth can be bad for the poor. 30

• Growth is considered pro-poor when it is labour absorbing and
accompanied by policies, which mitigate inequalities, and
facilitates income gains particularly for women and other
traditionally excluded or disadvantaged groups. 31

Concepts of Pro-Poor Growth4
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• An interesting case study of how one nation reformed its policy
approach to development from a “growth” oriented strategy to a
“social equity” oriented strategy is Malaysia.32
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As previously noted, trade policy represents the pathways by which
the dynamics of global markets can impact conditions of poverty in
developing societies.  Carr and Chen (2001) provide a strong
gendered analysis of such pathways, with particular focus on
identifying unique differences in impacts on the formal and informal
economies of developing societies. 33

In terms of empirical analyses of the impacts and linkages between
trade policy, growth and poverty reduction the following conclusions
from several studies are presented below. At the macroeconomic
level, Cline estimates that global free trade would generate income
gains of US$90bn annually for developing nations from static
effects, and long-term gains (from dynamic effects) of US$200bn
annually.34  However, Kraev estimates losses of 10 percent to 16
percent in GDP and 4 percent to 29 percent in aggregate demand in
LDC nations, due to aggregate demand deficiencies generated by
rising trade deficits resulting from rapid trade liberalisation.35

Christian Aid estimates losses in income associated with rapid trade
liberalisation in LDC’s since 1985 to be US$250bn.36

Annabi, Khondker, Raihan, Cockburn, and Decaluwe find the
following impacts of WTO Agreements and domestic trade policy
reforms on production, welfare and poverty in Bangladesh: 1) Doha
scenario has negative implications for the overall macro economy,
household welfare, poverty, terms of trade, and increases in
domestic food prices; 2) free world trade has similar but larger
impacts; 3) domestic trade liberalisation induces an expansion of
agricultural and light manufacturing sectors, increased wage rates
for unskilled labour, and increased welfare and poverty reduction; 4)
when combined, domestic liberalisation effects outweigh those of free
world trade; and 5) remittances are a powerful poverty reducing tool
given their importance to the poor.37

Khan finds the following poverty impacts of trade liberalisation
policies:
1) In South Asia, trade liberalisation can lead to further poverty

reduction;
2) Both the extent and depth of poverty decline in each household

group;
3) Largest headcount ratio drop is for rural unskilled group;
4) Poverty severity falls for all household groups, except for urban

unskilled workers;
5) Poverty reduction benefits are greater when tariffs are reduced to

15-18 percent, than when reduced below 15 percent; and

Empirical Evidence:
Bangladesh and Cambodia5
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6) tariff reduction will “ultimately” benefit the poor, but the process
is uneven and requires time adjust through the economic
system.38

The International Development Research Centre (IDRC), Canada
supports the Micro Impacts of Macroeconomic and Adjustment
Policies (MIMAP) project in Bangladesh that generated the following
findings on the impacts of trade policy on income distribution and
household welfare: 1) Since the 1980s, Bangladesh has adopted a
comprehensive trade liberalisation based approach to economic
policy reforms, associated with a number of Structural Adjustment
Facility and Enhance Structural Adjustment Facility agreements
with the World Bank and IMF; 2) In the 1990s, Bangladesh’s trade
policy environment was liberalised rapidly, resulting in a rise in the
share of foreign trade as a percentage of GDP and the degree in
which Bangladesh’s domestic economy is integrated into the global
economy; 3) In the 1990s, incidences of poverty in Bangladesh have
declined; 4) Household welfare improved for all household groups; 5)
Welfare gains for high-income households were larger than for low
income households; 6) Wages for manufacturing workers declined;
and 7) Wages for agricultural workers increased.39

As noted earlier, Cambodia’s progress in terms of political stability,
macro-economic stabilisation and export led economic growth in the
1990s had a limited impact on poverty reduction efforts. The UN
notes that poverty rates remain very high with 35 percent to 40
percent of population below the poverty line, with 15 percent to 20
percent in extreme poverty and inequality rising.40

Given the structural composition of poverty in Cambodia (the poor
are concentrated in rural areas, most households headed by farmers
with limited education), the most significant linkages between trade
policy and poverty are in the following areas: 1) in agriculture,
expenditures of the poor on rice are the most important expenditure
hence food prices are a significant factor impacting poverty;2)
impact on poverty from reducing important tariffs to 7 percent were
estimated to increase household purchasing power by 3 percent to 4
percent;41  3) employment and wages for 250,000 urban workers in
the garment export industry represent a significant source of
income for two million relatives in rural areas;42  and 4) in the post
MFA environment, Cambodia’s garment industry has been able to
sustain its performance. However, global competitive pressures are
forcing Cambodia to move up value chain in terms of labour
standards and pursue enhanced bilateral market access in US.43
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As previously noted Bangladesh, Cambodia and the ASEAN region
have experienced a range of poverty reduction related results during
periods of trade liberalisation policy reforms. In the cases of
Bangladesh and Cambodia, such reforms have been associated with
World Bank and IMF supported efforts to “mainstream” trade policy
into their national PRSPs and efforts by the IMF, World Bank and
WTO to coordinate the provision trade policy reform technical
assistance under the Integrated Framework (IF) initiative.

In Bangladesh, development practitioners and stakeholders
highlighted broad trends such as: the importance of growth in the
agricultural sector in reducing poverty; growth in agriculture now
linked more closely to external trade policy; and Bangladesh’s
success in reducing poverty per year during the past two decades.
However, the rate of poverty reduction per year slowed in 2000 from
0.8 percent per year to 0.5 percent per year and income inequality
has remained a major factor in reducing poverty. The following
comments with regard to the impacts and linkages between trade,
trade liberalisation associated with PRSPs and poverty reduction
efforts were also noted.

Comments on some of the domestic impacts of trade policy reforms
(enhanced liberalisation) include:
• The externally supported PRSP process, as opposed to efforts by

domestic actors, has been the main catalyst for re-energizing the
use and elevating the priority of trade liberalisation in
Bangladesh’s approach to economic policy. This has led to a shift
in the paradigm for national development planning from aid to
trade, the processes for development policy formulation and the
amount of policy monitoring.

• Decline in the numbers of SME’s.
• Greater emphasis on making the export sector via diversification

to be the primary engine of growth.
• The government lacks capacity and resources to provide higher

levels of support for the private sector to better compete in
international markets.

• The pace of development of the sector has outpaced the
development of domestic infrastructure and related business
related services sector, resulting in weak forward and backward
linkages.

• Domestic investment flows have been skewed toward the leading
export industry (ready made garments) at the expense of other
industries.

• Emergence of larger size firms using higher skilled labour in the
ready-made garment industry.

Poverty Reduction and Trade Policy: Case
Studies of Bangladesh, Cambodia and ASEAN6
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• All firms in the garment industry facing increased external
pressure on profit margins, delivery schedules, and quality,
standards, & practices in the production methods.

• Smaller firms, which do not find niche in garment industry
dying out.

• As wages and skills requirements for export jobs increase,
barriers for those at lowest skill set (next generation of migration
from rural to urban areas) to enter labour force are increasing.

• Trade balance has caused balance of payment (BoP) pressures
during periods of rapid import growth.

• The impact of the declines in production of certain agricultural
products, which were unable to compete after import
liberalisation, were stronger than increases in agricultural
production in products where Bangladesh could compete.

• For growth to take on a more poverty reduction orientation, it
must lead to creation of more services, job creation and a middle
class.

• Bangladesh needs to increase the rate of GDP growth, above 8
percent is pivot point for increasing “quality” of growth and
faster rate of poverty reduction.

Comments on some of the external impacts of trade policy reforms
(enhanced liberalisation) include:
• Insufficient harmony & coordination between IF process. In

WTO special and differential treatment (S&DT) is included in
talks, while policy conditionality remains focus of IMF and World
Bank.

• WTO technical assistance to help implement policy reforms is on
a non-binding basis.

• WTO led trade policy reforms have led to erosion of LDC’s
preferences.

• In total, LDC’s were asked to pay high prices for accession into
the WTO but in areas of most interest to LDC’s for capturing
gains from WTO accession (like movement of natural persons)
WTO has not delivered.44

In Cambodia, development practitioners and stakeholders
highlighted broad trends such as Cambodia sustained a GDP
growth rate between 5 percent and 7 percent from 1995 to 2004. The
textile and garment export and tourism industries have emerged as
the primary engines of growth. In spite of this record of growth,
poverty in Cambodia increased from 36 percent in 1999 to 40-45
percent in 2004. The following comments with regard to the impacts
and linkages between trade, trade liberalisation associated with
PRSPs and poverty reduction efforts were also noted.

Comments on some of the domestic impacts of trade policy reforms
(enhanced liberalisation) include:
• Very little impact of overall growth on poverty reduction.
• Trade policy reform has become a central component of the

Government’s policy reform agenda as part of Cambodia’s
participation in the WTO, ASEAN Free Trade Area (AFTA),
ASEAN +3 and Greater Mekong Regional integration initiatives.

• Potential new sources of growth include: agro-processing,
electronics, and energy.

• Agriculture sector remains predominantly at the subsistence
level. Rice, forestry and fish are the leading products.
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• The government lacks capacity and resources to provide higher
levels of support for the private sector to better compete in
international markets.

• Limited returns to agricultural producers from agricultural
exports.

• WTO accession forced a faster pace of trade liberalisation beyond
development of the government’s capacity to regulate or to
understand range of impacts on domestic firms.

• WTO accession was also used as an external force for deeper
domestic economic policy reforms.

Comments on some of the external impacts of trade policy reforms
(enhanced liberalisation) include:
• Trade facilitation via improving customs systems is a major

objective of trade policy reform.
• Regional integration is a major objective of trade policy, as part

of an export promotion strategy to neighbouring nations.
• Export oriented garment industry dependent upon imported

inputs and has very few backward linkages (beyond wages &
employment) with the rest of economy.

• Tourism industry also primarily dependent upon imported
products.

• WTO accession has given Cambodia greater visibility in
international markets.45

While the author did not conduct interviews with ASEAN officials
about trade policy regional poverty reduction efforts, the following
points are offered for additional insight. The ASEAN region is one of
Asia’s leading growth nodes with a population of 500 million people
and a regional GDP of US$750bn. The ten ASEAN nations
represent wide range of levels of development and success at
reducing poverty from Singapore and Malaysia to Cambodia and Lao
PDR. It is a region where international trade and investment play
important roles in each country.

In terms of regional policy approaches to support economic growth
in ASEAN’s LDC nations, liberalising trade and investment flows
by developing “corridors” between those societies and larger regional
economies is the preferred approach. Hence, initiatives such as the
Greater Mekong Sub Regional cooperation project have been
implemented to facilitate the development of infrastructure to better
enable the development and sharing of the resource base, and
promote the freer flow of goods and people in the sub-region. To date,
gains in regional trade and investment levels have been made.
However, improvements in social indicators including levels of
poverty have lagged.46

In terms of regional poverty reduction initiatives, ASEAN has two
platforms which guide regional collaboration in combating poverty:
Framework for the ASEAN Plan of Action on Rural Development
and Poverty Eradication and the ASEAN Action Plan on Social
Safety Nets.  Both grew out of the painful lessons of the 1997 Asian
Financial Crisis, which revealed that even successful nations were
susceptible to swings in global economic forces.

The Framework for the ASEAN Plan of Action on Rural
Development and Poverty Eradication is based on a vision of
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“Eradicating poverty, with particular emphasis on promoting the
development of prosperous and self-reliant rural communities by
empowering individuals, families and disadvantaged groups”.
Strategic objectives include: developing human resources; building
capacity for policy formulation and implementation; strengthening
ASEAN’s capacity for monitoring and assessing poverty incidence
and trends; encouraging the active participation of the private/
business sector; promoting networking among the national and
regional development/poverty research institutes of the ASEAN
countries’ and creating common positions on matters related to
rural development and poverty eradication among ASEAN Member
Countries.47

The ASEAN Action Plan on Social Safety Nets was formulated in
1998 to help ASEAN nations build the collective capacity to respond
to the human and social impacts of the 1997 Asia Financial Crisis.
Key objectives of plan include: Assessing and monitoring the social
impact of the crisis and identifying the needs of targeted groups;
developing and implementing social safety net programmes for the
disadvantaged; and monitoring the effectiveness of social services
delivery.48  Today, both remain complementary dimensions of
ASEAN’s intra and inter-regional economic integration and trade
liberalisation initiatives.

Individual examples of linkages between trade policy and poverty
reduction efforts in ASEAN exist. In the case of Indonesia, a 2003
study noted the negative impact on poverty reduction efforts in
terms of decreases in incomes for rice farmers, resulting from
import trade liberalisation of rice from 1995 to 2001.49  A similar
report noted a positive impact on poverty reduction efforts in
Vietnam, from trade liberalisation of rice and agricultural inputs.50
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Exploring alternative approaches to trade policy to combat poverty
must be placed in the context of the debate on the role of trade in
development in the current international trading system. Regardless
of perspectives on the current liberalisation orientation of trade
policy to combat poverty, a more interesting debate centres on the
varying reasons offered whenever instances of trade liberalisation do
not lead to improvements in poverty reduction.

Some institutions argue that when trade liberalisation does not
appear to help produce robust poverty reduction results or is
associated with exacerbating existing conditions the source of the
failure is insufficient liberalisation (hence additional import
liberalisation is the solution) and/or the absence of other necessary
institutional changes and policy reforms. Neither the structure of
the global trading system nor the fundamental premises and
assumptions associated with the liberalisation orientation of trade
policy are called into question.51

In a report on growth and export competitiveness in Bangladesh, the
World Bank argues that in order for Bangladesh’s export
performance to both sustain previous results52  and to respond to the
new global competitive challenges which put Bangladesh’s export led
growth performance at risk, broader and deeper policy reforms
“additional import liberalisation” are necessary to address
Bangladesh’s sources of competitive disadvantage.

The World Bank cites the use of an integrated value chain analysis
to quantify the costs of corruption & red tape and constraints
created by poor infrastructure, tariffs and high costs of finance on
the competitiveness of the export sector.53

A more critical approach argues that the source of the failure of
trade policy within the current global rules based system to better
support poverty reduction efforts, is a combination of both the
liberalisation orientation of trade policy itself and the existence of
contradictions, distortions and other structural aspects of rules
based system. Together, they more often than not help create
external constraints on poverty reduction efforts in developing
societies.

To cite one example, a brief examination of the trade policies and
global rules based system governing the trade of agricultural
produces offers several insights. In spite of the clear recognition of
the magnitude of the global market distortions created by developed
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nation’s agricultural subsidies and the subsequent devastating
impacts on the poor in developing societies,54  a leading development
institution continues to support the use of trade policies that include
agricultural import liberalisation in developing societies to remove
domestic constraints on local producers and distortions in domestic
markets.55

The author questions if such approaches to trade policy actually lead
to more efficient domestic agricultural markets and producers, or
the importation of global market distortions into domestic markets
and external constraints on local producers? This author also finds
it extremely problematic that in the current WTO Doha Round of
negotiations on agriculture, negotiators representing the very same
developed nations that routinely highlight the consequences and
costs to growth of developing nations using subsidies, have openly
conditioned agreeing to reduce their global market distorting
subsidies on developing nations making concessions in other areas.

There is a bitter irony in developed nations requesting
“compensation” from developing nations, as a condition for reducing
their policy action that distort international markets.  It strikes me
even more that the leading multilateral development institutions, in
calling on “all nations to make concessions”, are in a sense
endorsing a structural adjustment programme like conditionality in
the global trade rules based system.

Cambodia provides another interesting example to further probe the
debate. The World Bank noted in the 2004 PSRP review that the
Government of Cambodia had successfully completed all six PRGF
reviews, maintained macroeconomic stability in spite of internal and
external shocks, and successfully completed its accession into the
WTO.

Development of the agriculture sector and labour-intensive
industries and services is defined as key for absorbing surplus
labour. Future growth will depend on the government’s ability to
diversify the engines of growth by overcoming challenges of
governance to attract investment and compete against its
neighbours. 56

The World Bank also notes that in order for Cambodia to take
advantage of the market access opportunities provided by acceding
to the WTO, the government must implement broad and deep
domestic economic reforms to decrease corruption, strengthen the
rule of law, build the institutions that will attract businesses and
better enable the private sector to lead growth, to help diversify the
economy, and to increase their role in public service delivery.  57

The author finds the above comments reflecting the common
positions of many donors and IFI’s which clearly seek to support
trade policy reforms with an export bias, to correct perceived import
substitution oriented policies which contain an “anti export bias”.
They have a tendency to see this approach as superior for
generating growth via expanding exports and increasing investment
and subsequently reducing poverty, regardless of the results.58
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In the global context, Cambodia is one of the poorer nations with a
per capita income estimated to be around US$271 in 2000. It ranked
121st out of 162 countries on the United Nations Development
Program’s (UNDP’s) Human Development Index for 2001.59  Given
this starting point and my interviews with stakeholders and
development practitioners, I question the pace, timing, sequencing
and the adverse impact of rapid trade liberalisation on establishing
backward linkages from Cambodia’s export industries, with the
need to develop labour intensive industries and services and promote
governance to reduce poverty. One also wonders how the
government is expected to do “more” while reducing tariffs and taxes
to promote private sector development?

The author suggests that the need for the formulation of truly
alternative approaches to pro-poor trade policy to combat poverty is
supported in many quarters, including local stakeholders and some
international institutions like UNDP.60   Without an alternative
approach, the most likely result is that growth, development and
poverty reduction efforts in Cambodia will increasingly be dictated
by the logic of dynamic global forces, as opposed to the specific needs
and unique conditions of Cambodia’s poor. 61
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Before turning to specific examples of alternative “pro-poor” trade
policies in Bangladesh and Cambodia, I would like to offer the
following general points:
• The goal of an alternative “pro-poor” trade policy approach would

substitute reforms to promote growth with reforms to reduce
poverty.

• An alternative “pro-poor” trade policy approach would substitute
priorities of import liberalisation, privatisation, financial
liberalisation, with priorities on job creation, protection against
global distortions penetrating domestic markets.

• An alternative “pro-poor” trade policy approach would place a
priority on reforms that support labour utilisation and productive
output in agriculture.

• In the area of agriculture, an alternative “pro-poor” trade policy
would enable developing countries to de-link new commitments
on market access from negotiations on global market distortions
from tariffs, NTB’s and subsidies.

• An alternative “pro-poor” approach to trade policy would not
restrict the domestic economic policy space of developing nations
to support industrialisation and creating new competitive factor
advantages.62

• An alternative “pro-poor” trade policy approach would focus on
supporting growth of domestic demand & consumption led
growth engines.

• An alternative “pro-poor” trade policy approach would support
local and international market development for SME’s.

• An alternative “pro-poor” trade policy approach should substitute
supporting increased production for export, to producing different
things for export and domestic consumption.

• For larger developing societies like China and India currently
using global markets as catalysts for industrialisation, growth,
development and poverty reduction processes, an alternative
“pro-poor” trade policy approach support a gradual re-balancing
towards using their domestic markets and consumption based
engines of growth to sustain there growth, development and
poverty reduction processes.

• An alternative “pro-poor” trade policy approach should support
remittance generating opportunities for citizens originating from
developing societies.

• In total, an alternative “pro-poor” trade policy approach should be
one of many policy instruments in a comprehensive policy
approach to poverty reduction and industrial development based
on institutional innovation and structural transformation.

Elements of an Alternative Approach to
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The following quote captures the foundation of an alternative “pro-
poor” approach to trade policy:  “Liberalisation and integration into
the global economy are the results of trade and economic success;
trade and growth are not necessarily the results of liberalisation and
integration. Thus the high priority given to liberalisation can be
questioned. Growth is the prerequisite to liberalisation. Countries
need to deal with development priorities from the very beginning of
their development process”.63

In Bangladesh, elements of alternative “pro-poor” trade policies
would include:
• The point of departure for combating poverty is defining the

source of poverty as structural injustices;
• From this, the point of departure for an alternative “pro-poor”

approach to trade policy is that it should be a component of a
national development strategy for structural transformation and
change; and

• An alternative “pro-poor” approach to trade policy would support
making the domestic economy more resilient to global economic
forces. 64

In Cambodia, elements of alternative “pro-poor” trade policies would
include:
• Trade policy reforms that support domestic demand expansion;
• Trade policy reforms which support expansion of agricultural

production;
• Adopting alternative “pro-poor” trade policies that support the use

of labour in rural areas, where 85 percent of the population
resides; and

• Trade policy reforms, which support the development of forward
and backward linkages between tourism and textile/garment
export sectors and the domestic economy.

“Unless serious
concessions are made

by all sides –
developing countries
as well as developed

countries Europe,
the US, Japan,

everyone - the Doha
round of trade talks

will fail and the
people who will

suffer most are the
world’s poor.”65

“The developing
countries’ problems

arise from the
structural imbalances

and weaknesses of
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Uruguay Round,

developing nations
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There is a great deal of existing literature on the elements of the
rules based multilateral trade system that creates challenges to
development processes in developing societies. One could focus on
issues of market access67 , tariff peaks68  and NTB’s69  for products
and services of value to developing countries.

The lack of balance within the Trade Related Intellectual Property
Rights (TRIPs) agreement between protecting intellectual property
rights (IPRs) and facilitating the technology transfers to developing
countries, or the shrinking of policy space from the Trade Related
Investment Measures (TRIMs) agreement at a time when policy
freedom is crucial to help developing societies react to rapid changes
in the global economy.

A brief summary of the constraints would include: new rules have
not addressed original constraints on trade faced by LDC’s on areas
like agriculture, textiles, and dispute settlement hence the desire to
call the Doha Round the “development” round; new rules have
recreated the original constraints, in new forms; new rules have
created new barriers for LDC’s in terms of TRIPs, GATS, TRIMs,
and SPS; new rules eliminated some of the “helpful” policy
instruments and measures (in name of fighting corruption,
inefficiency, bias against agriculture, and exports) formerly used by
LDCs and developed nations at their initial stages of
industrialisation.

The current evolution of the global trade architecture both in terms
of the rules based system and the dynamics of power within the
system, are increasingly combining to create a less conducive
environment (perhaps even new structural constraints) to the
formation of pro-poor trade policies. One dimension of this challenge
is rooted in recognising that poverty in developing societies is a
product of the interaction of both internal and external dynamic
factors.70

Just as the World Bank found value in using global value chain
analyses to encourage economic policy reforms including deeper
trade liberalisation in Bangladesh, the tool can also be used to
explore both the evolution of the underlying dynamics of the global
trading system and the external constraints and opportunities for
developing nations to utilise trade policy as a component of a pro-
poor oriented development strategy to reduce poverty. Four aspects
of how the current global trade architecture appears to be
increasingly less conducive to the formation of pro-poor trade
policies include:

External Constraints on Alternative
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• The replacement of ideals such as “preferential treatment”,
“special and differential” and recognition of structural challenges
facing developing societies in the international trade system with
principles of a “level playing field” and “equal opportunity”.

• The failure of the global trade architecture and rule based
system to address the failure of the growth in export volumes to
translate into additional export revenues and ability to purchase
imports, due to structural nature of both declining prices and
price instability for commodities (the primary exports of many
LDC’s).

• The expansion of the global trade regime into areas once defined
as domestic policy via new regulations governing global markets
and de-regulation in domestic markets, leading to a convergence
or harmonisation of rules both in international and domestic
markets and a shrinking of development policy space.71

• An expansion of the number of global value chains in different
industries and sectors which operate on the basis of buyer
driveness has been facilitated by changes in international and
national regulatory frameworks, such as trade and import
liberalisation, financial and currency liberalisation, increasingly
stringent standard formation, and the collapse of previous “pro-
poor” elements of the global trade architecture such as
international commodity agreements.72

In buyer driven global value chains a small number of global buying
actors usually based in developed nations are able to maintain
barriers to entry and dictate opportunities for upgrading into the
higher value/profitable segments of their global industry supply
chains while reducing barriers to entry into lower value/less
profitable activities to a decentralised global network of competing
firms in developing societies.73

It is this evolution of power relations between firms and consumers
in developed and developing societies, where the former exercise
control over the latter by defining global standards, quality
specifications, retail market information, certifications and brands
within the international trading system, which can generate
constraints on the development of pro-poor trade policy approaches.74

In addition, these types of constraints represent a category of NTBs
that do not fall in the realm of negotiations in multilateral trade
regime forums. “Trade liberalisation does not necessarily lead to
fully open markets or perfect competition. The decisions made by
“lead firms” operating in global value chains can exclude some
categories of actors, even if there is no trade barrier involved”. 75

Recognising that real world outcomes of changes in approaches to
trade policy are determined by how both the rules of the system and
the dynamics power within the system are interlinked in unique
ways in individual global value chains, would strengthen the
discourse on formulating alternative “pro-poor” trade policies in two
key ways:
• They would enable clear insights into the weaknesses of the

opportunities (trade creation and development impacts) for LDC’s
created by bilateral FTA’s such as: FTA’s have excluded areas of
most interest to LDC’s, FTA’s frequent use of “narrow” rules of
origin (RoO) have reduced potential gains, and LDC’s already
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had “good market” access based on other regimes in relation to
concessions they granted in FTA’s.76

• They would also support the inclusion of additional critical
perspectives on where and to what degree is the Doha
Development Round going to fundamentally change or
perpetuate (in different forms) the qualitative development
dimensions of the global rules based trading system.77
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As noted at the outset of the report, domestic structural constraints
represent an equally important dimension of the challenge to
developing alternative “pro-poor” trade policies. The impact of
domestic constraints is particularly critical in terms of the roles
that could be played by the state in partnership with civil society
and the private sector, to locate and pursue opportunities to more
successfully use trade as a part of a development strategy to combat
poverty.78 However, in recognising such constraints and given the
evolution of some of the underlying dynamics of the global economy,
the following suggestions are offered as examples of what could be
pursued.
• At the policy level, governments in developing societies should

seek a deeper understanding of the strategies used by MNCs in
international business development.79

• The increased trend of MNCs to outsource both of non core
functions and shift specific “business costs and risks” to their
suppliers, (so that they can focus on core activities and devote
their resources to competing on higher forms of competitive
advantage i.e., branding and marketing) is creating “changes” in
the relative positioning opportunities for firms in developing
societies. For firms and workers in developing countries societies
which seek to gain access to or move up from their existing
position in a global value chain, governments must develop their
approaches to industrial and trade policy in ways to support the
efforts to build their capabilities in the areas of increasing their
scale of production, improving their degree of specialisation and
strengthening the quality of services which the firm can
provide.80

• In order for a firm in a developing society to acquire a position as
a 1st tier supplier in a global value chain governments must
develop their approaches to industrial and trade policy in ways to
support their efforts to develop the following: Capabilities to do
much of the “day to day” coordination of the chain on behalf of
lead firms, and kind of a system integration role. Key skills
include: Specialised communications, sector specific technical
knowledge, multiple language skills, knowledge of supply
country markets, trade rules and regulations, and trade
administration systems.81

• Finally, to tackle the challenges pursuing opportunities to better
use trade to reduce poverty in a dynamic manner over time,
governments must develop the approaches to industrial and
trade policy in ways which links technology and education to
manufacturing competitiveness and poverty reduction. In a
sense, attaining a degree of export success based on static
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comparative advantage of “free trade”, without also building the
education and technology capabilities to continuously upgrade,
will not permit sustainable processes of income and employment
growth for poverty reduction.82
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Conclusion11
“Given the problems
and imbalances in

world trade, there is
a need to rethink

the dominant model
of trade policy that

has advocated
across-the-board

rapid liberalisation
for developing
countries.”83

The primary purpose of this paper is to help inject a range of
perspectives, particularly from stakeholders in developing societies,
into the current discourse on how we might understand the linkages
between trade, trade policy, growth and development and poverty
reduction. The value of such an effort is timely given the upcoming
WTO ministerial in Hong Kong. In this concluding section I would
like to offer the following points.
• The basic policy issue facing developing countries is not

fundamentally, one or more or less trade liberalisation, but how
best to extract from their participation in that system the
elements that will promote economic development.84

• The constraining dimension of mainstreaming trade
liberalisation in development policy is that it places supporting
poverty reducing efforts secondary to the goal of export
expansion. The result is that domestic markets and industries
are orientated in accordance with the logic of static comparative
advantage, the dynamics of global markets, and power relations
contained in the global rules based system.

• However, in a modern world, the place of most countries in the
international division of labour is determined not so much by
their natural factor advantages, but by their success in building
local capacity, skills and experience in industries that enjoy
economies of scale and specialisation.

• Assuming the need for complementary domestic and
international policy factors and variables to be present in order
for trade liberalisation to reduce poverty in developing societies
as a given, the history of development and poverty reduction in
both developed nations and those most successful in East Asia
demonstrate the value of the gradual use of trade liberalisation to
sustain growth at the later stages of development (when local
industries and markets reached certain levels of maturity) to
support processes of upgrading.

• That history of development in developed nations demonstrates
that local factor advantages were not simply taken as a given
and trade liberalisation was not used to successfully develop
domestic infant industries and underdeveloped markets. In fact,
the opposite of liberalisation in the form of industrial policy and
“strategic” liberalisation were used to upgrade existing and
create new factor advantages to enable trade to support growth.85

• Within the Doha Development Round, the nature of how some of
the underlying dynamics of the global economy are evolving is at
the core of why developing nations see different realities
emerging in comparison to developed nations, from all of the
efforts to create rules based trading system which “levels the
playing field for all”.
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• Within the trend towards the convergence of domestic economic
policies and international trade rules, via domestic market de-
regulation and international trade rule creation, we see the
common language of “removing market distortions”
“inefficiencies & corruption” and “freeing of markets” as
rationales for more trade liberalisation. Those who champion
these principles the most, in reality are dictating how those
objectives are pursued. Evidence indicates that some market
distorting and market barrier policies are maintained or created
in new forms, while others are not. This trend results is a
continued shift in power relations between developed and
developing nations, in the form of a rise in buyer driven global
value chains. 86

The results of the Hong Kong WTO Ministerial will either
perpetuate the existing trends (doing the same things differently) or
serve as a catalyst for alternative approaches (doing different
things). In order for the range of alternative “pro-poor” trade policies
noted in this paper to be pursued, it will be vital that progress is
made on addressing the various internal and external structural
constraints which impede poverty reduction efforts in developing
societies.

In terms of addressing the external constraints on institutional
innovation and structural transformation in developing societies, a
continuous interrogation of the very premises and assumptions
associated with the current dominant thinking about growth, trade
and development is required. One that raises awareness about the
structural nature of the issues facing developing societies and their
effects on the world 87  and deepens the discourse of the nature of
Trilateral Development Cooperation in the 21st century.88

In the end, reorienting the political will of nation states will demand
that the voices of those who live in the conditions of poverty in any
society are continuously amplified, articulated and projected into the
negotiating rooms where the rules are made. It will be processes like
the one resulting in the Dhaka Declaration of 2005, which shall
remain the plow to harvest a transformation of what can be
achieved in fighting poverty in the name of human dignity.89

Evidence indicates
that some market

distorting and
market barrier

policies are
maintained or

created in new forms,
while others are not

Reorienting the
political will of

nation states will
demand that the

voices of those who
live in the conditions

of poverty in any
society are

continuously
amplified, articulated
and projected into the

negotiating rooms
where the rules are

made



Stakeholders� View from South and South-East Asia on Pro-Poor Trade Policies w 29

Endnotes

1 WTO Ministerial Declaration. (2001). Doha, Qatar
2 Who Forgot to put Development in the Development Round? (2001). World Development Movement

Press Release
3 Cline, William. (2004). Trade Policy and Global Development. Centre for Global Development and

Institute for International Economics. Washington, DC
4 The Doha Development Round: A Way Forward. (2003). Oxfam International
5 Trade Development Report. (2005). UN Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD)
6 Nwafor, Manson. (2005).The Impact of Trade Liberalisation on Poverty in Nigeria:

Microsimulations in a CGE Model.  Nwafor notes: “In Nigeria one out of every three poor people
were farmers and that seven out of ten farmers were poor. Therefore the impact of trade
liberalisation on farmers will go a long way in determining the impact of trade liberalisation and
levels poverty”.

7 The Least Developed Countries Report. United Nations Conference on Trade and Development.
(2004)

8 Ibid.
9 Ibid.
10 East Asia Update. (2005). The World Bank’s East Asia and Pacific Region. Note East Asia

comprises China, Indonesia, Malaysia, Philippines, Thailand, Vietnam, Cambodia, Lao PDR, Papua
New Guinea, Hong Kong, Korea, Singapore and Taiwan.

11 Ibid.
12 Investing in Cambodia’s Future. (2004). United Nations Development Program Annual Report
13 See Ranja Sengupta’s. (2000). Poverty and Inequality in the New World: Moving Forward or

Backward? Sengupta also notes: “One of the more reliable estimate of poverty shows that there has
been a significant rise in rural poverty and a modest decline in urban poverty between 1985/86 to
1995/96 (Khan 2003).”

14 Statement by EU Trade Commissioner Peter Mandelson in presenting the EU’s conditional
negotiating proposals in the Doha Development Round as of 10 October 2005. It was circulated to
Ministers at the WTO Doha Round Informal Ministerial in Zurich.

15 Statement by Robert B. Zoellick, the US trade representative, at the opening session of 2003 WTO
Ministerial in Cancun Mexico.

16 See Art Kray and David Dollar’s. (2000). Growth is Good for the Poor and (2004). Trade, Growth
and Poverty. World Bank’s development research group.

17 See Ranja Sengupta’s. (2000). Poverty and Inequality in the New World: Moving Forward or
Backward?

18 Winters, Alan. (2001). Trade Policies for Poverty Alleviation: What Developing Countries Might do.
The Program for the Study of International Organisations at the Graduate Institute of
International Studies. Geneva.

19 Bhagwati Jagdish and Srinivasan, T.N. (1999). Trade and Poverty in Poor Countries. Colombia
University. New York.

20 Oyejide, Ademola. (2003). Trade Reform for Economic Growth and Poverty Reduction. Special
Report. Development Outreach, World Bank Institute.

21 Hoekman, Bernard, Michalopoulos, Constantine, Schiff, Maurice, and Tarr, David. Chapter 13:
Trade Policy: Annex K Trade Policy: Technical Note.  Poverty Reduction Strategy Process. World
Bank Group.

22 Rodrik, Dani. (2001). The Global Governance of Trade: As if Development Really Mattered. United
Nations Development Program.  Rodrik notes: “It is widely accepted that the purpose of the world
trade regime is to raise living standards all around the world, rather than to maximise trade per
se. However, increasingly these two goals have become synonymous, to the point where the latter
easily substitutes for the former. The net result is a confounding of ends and means. Trade has
become the lens by which development is perceived, rather than the other way around”.



30 w Stakeholders� View from South and South-East Asia on Pro-Poor Trade Policies

23 Winters, L.A., N. McCulloch, and A. McKay, Trade Liberalisation and Poverty: The Evidence So
Far, Journal of Economic Literature, Vol. XLII (March 2004) pp. 72–115. Authors note: “There is
no simple general conclusion about the relationship between trade liberalisation and poverty.
Theory presumes that trade liberalisation will be poverty-alleviating in the long run and on
average.  Equally, however, it does not assert that trade policy is always among the most
important determinants of poverty reduction or that the static and micro-economic effects of
liberalisation will always be beneficial for the poor”.

24 Zepeda, Eduardo. (2004). Pro-poor Growth: What is it? One pager #1. International Poverty Centre.
UNDP

25 Ravallion, Martin. (2004). Comment on Pro-poor Growth: What is it? One pager #1. International
Poverty Centre. UNDP.

26 In the author’s interviews with stakeholder and development economists in Bangladesh, several
noted that while poverty has been reduced in Bangladesh over the last two decades, the current
trend in increased income inequality is raising questions about the sustainability of Bangladesh’s
trade liberalisation based approaches to growth.

27 Gore, Charles. (2002). Globalisation, the International Poverty Trap, and Chronic Poverty in Least
Developed Countries.  CPRC Working Paper #30.  Chronic Poverty Research Centre, UNDP

28 Eastwood, Robert and Lipton Michael. (2001) Pro-poor Growth and Pro-growth Poverty reduction:
What Do they Mean? What does the Evidence Mean? What can Policymakers Do?  Paper delivered
at the Asia and Pacific Forum on Poverty: Reforming Policies and Institutions for Poverty
Reduction at the ADB. Philippines.

29 Ibid.
30 Ibid. Examples at the micro-level include: “Immiserising growth”, the “coarse-cloth effect”, and “the

tractor effect”, and the “millets to milk effect”.
31 Kakwani, Nanar. Pernia, Ernesto. (2000). What is Pro-poor Growth? Asian Development Review,

Vol. 18, No. 1. Asian Development Bank.
32 See Malaysia: 30 Years of Poverty Reduction, Growth and Racial Harmony. (2004). A case study

report presented by the Economic Planning Unit of Malaysia at the Shanghai Poverty Conference-
Scaling Up Poverty Reduction.

33 Carr, Marilyn and Chen, Martha. (2001). Globalisation and the Informal Economy: How Global
Trade and Investment Impact the Working Poor. Women in Informal Employment Globalising &
Organising ( WIEGO).

34 Cline, William.  Trade Policy and Global Poverty. (2004). Centre for Global Development and
Institute for
International Economics. Washington, D.C.

35 Kraev, Egor. (2005). Estimating GDP Effects of Trade Liberalisation on Developing Countries.
Centre for Development, Policy and Research, School of Oriental and African Studies. London, UK.

36 Melamed, Claire. The Economics of Failure: The Real Cost of “free” Trade for Poor Countries.
(2005). Christian Aid.

37 Annabi, Nabil. Khondker, Bazlul. Raihan, Selim. Cockburn, John. Decaluwe, Bernard. (2005).
Implications of WTO Agreements and Domestic Trade Policy Reforms for Poverty in Bangladesh:
Short vs. Long Run Impacts. Chapter 15 in Putting Development Back into the Doha Agenda:
Poverty Impacts of WTO Agreement.

38 Khan, Haider. (2005). Assessing Poverty Impact of Trade Liberalisation Policies: A General
Macroeconomic Computable General Equilibrium Model for South Asia.  Discussion Paper No. 22.
Asia Development Bank Institute. Tokyo, Japan.

39 Impact of Trade Liberalisation on Income Distribution and Household Welfare: Some General
Equilibrium Results for Bangladesh. (2001). MIMAP-Bangladesh. Bangladesh Institute of
Development Studies.

40 United Nations Development Assistance Framework: 2006-2010. (2004). UNDP.
41 Building a pro-poor trade sector strategy. (2001). Integration and Competitiveness Diagnostic Study.

Integrated Framework (IF) Technical Assistance Project



Stakeholders� View from South and South-East Asia on Pro-Poor Trade Policies w 31

42 Briefing with H.E. Cham Prasidh, Senior Minister in the Royal Cambodian Government’s Ministry
of Commerce. July 19, 2005. Washington DC.

43 Ibid.
44 In June of 2005 the author conducted interviews with economists, business leaders and development

professionals from the: Bangladesh Institute of Development Studies, General Economics Division of
the Planning Commission, PKSF micro-finance institution, Bangladesh Garment Manufacturers
and Exporters Association, University of Dhaka, Centre for Policy Dialogue, the NGO Unnayan
Shamannay, and the Government of Bangladesh.

45 In August of 2005 the author conducted interviews with economists, business leaders and
development professionals from the: Economic Institute of Cambodia, International Relief and
Development, Cambodian Legal Resources Development Centre, the Garment Manufacturers
Association of Cambodia and the Government of Cambodia.

46 Regional Cooperation Strategy and Program Update 2006-2008: Greater Mekong Sub-region. (2005).
Asian Development Bank.

47 Framework for the ASEAN Plan of Action on Rural Development and Poverty Eradication. (1997).
ASEAN Secretariat.

48 ASEAN Action Plan on Social Safety Nets. (1998). ASEAN Secretariat.
49 Integrated Assessment of the Impact of Trade Liberalisation A Country Study Indonesian Sector.

(2005). United Nations Environmental Programme.
50 Integrated Assessment of the Impact of Trade Liberalisation: A Country Study Viet Nam Rice

Sector. (2005). United Nations Environmental Programme.
51 Trade Policy Review Body: Review of Bangladesh TPRB’s Evaluation. (2000). Word Trade

Organisation.   It notes that failure of trade liberalisation led growth to reduce poverty is because of
Bangladesh’s weak performance in domestic economic reforms to lower the costs of doing business.

52 For a detailed analysis of the evolution of Bangladesh’s external economic policy and subsequent
results since independence see: A Review of Bangladesh’s External Sector Performance. By
Mohammad Yunus. MIMAP-Bangladesh. Bangladesh Institute of Development Studies.

53  Bangladesh: Growth and Export Competitiveness. (2005). World Bank Study on Bangladesh
Competitiveness.

54 Global Agricultural Trade and Developing Countries. (2005). World Bank Report, edited by M.
Ataman Aksoy and John C. Beghin.  It notes: “Subsidies have similar effects, depressing world
prices and inhibiting entry by inducing surplus production by non-competitive and often large
producers. Domestic support and protection policies have substantial negative effects on producers
in developing countries, because of the sheer size of the subsidies relative to the size of the market.
Such large support programs shield non-competitive producers, and penalise efficient producers,
often in poor countries.”

55 Hoekman, Bernard, Michalopoulos, Constantine, Schiff, Maurice, and Tarr, David. Chapter 13:
Trade Policy: Anex K Trade Policy: Technical Note.  Poverty Reduction Strategy Process. World
Bank Group.
It notes: “Undistorted price signals from world markets, in combination with the exchange rate,
allow resource allocation consistent with comparative advantage, thereby increasing productivity”.

56 Cambodia: National Poverty Reduction Strategy, Progress Report. (2004). The World Bank Group.
57 Cambodia: Seizing the Global Opportunity. Investment Climate Assessment and Reform Strategy.

(2004). The World Bank Group.
58 In the World Bank’s Cambodia: Seizing the Global Opportunity. Investment Climate Assessment

and Reform Strategy. (2004) it notes that a pro-poor trade strategy for a small country starts on the
basis that exports are critical to expanding job opportunities.

59 Social Economic Development Priorities and Official Development Assistance Needs. (2002). Council
for Development of Cambodia and the Cambodian Rehabilitation and Development Board. Phenom
Phen.

60 Investing in Cambodia’s Future. (2004). United Nations Development Program Annual Report. It
notes: “The 2004 UNDP case study on the macroeconomics of poverty reduction confirms that
tight the monetary and fiscal policy framework and dollarisation has been successful in producing



32 w Stakeholders� View from South and South-East Asia on Pro-Poor Trade Policies

consistent economic growth, led by the successes of the garment industry and tourism industries.
However, it has not successfully tackled the key elements of poverty.  The most important finding
of the research is that employment growth is the key determinant for Pro-poor growth.”

61 For a broader examination of the development risks associated with an over-reliance on export led
growth models see: Paris Brett. Risky Development: Export Concentration, Foreign Investment and
Policy Conditionality. (2003). World Vision. Australia.

62 Chang, HaJong. Trade and Industrial Policy Space in Historical Perspective. (2005). University of
Cambridge.

63 Kamal Molhotra, the United Nations Development Program’s Senior Advisor on Inclusive
Globalisation. Remarks at The Impact of Trade Liberalisation on Poverty Reduction conference.
May 1, 2005. Woodrow Wilson International Centre for Scholars. Washington, D.C.

64 Poverty Eradication and Employment Generation. (2003). National Policy Review Forum Task
Force of Bangladesh. Co-Chaired by Professor Mohammad Yunus MD of the Grameen Bank and
Professor Rehman Sobhan, Chairman of Centre for Policy Dialogue.

65 World Bank President Paul Wolfowitz. Op-ed published in The Financial Times (10/24).
66 Khor, Martin. (2002). The WTO, the Post-Doha Agenda and the Future of the Trade System: A

Development Perspective. Paper presented at presented at a seminar on WTO held at the annual
meeting of the Asian Development Bank. Shanghai, China.

67 Mimouni and Von Kirchbach. Market Access Barriers: A Growing Issue for Developing Country
Exporters. (2003). International Trade Forum Issue 2.

68 Hoekman, Ng, and Olarreaga. Tariff Peaks in the Quad and Least Developed Country Exports.
(2001). Development Research Group, The World Bank. Washington, D.C.

69 Meller, Patricio. A Developing Country View on Liberalisation of Tariff and Trade Barriers. (2003).
Presented at the OECD Global Forum on Trade “Moving Forward n Market Access in the Doha
Development Agenda”. Paris.

70 Gore, Charles. (2002). Globaliation, the International Poverty Trap, and Chronic Poverty in Least
Developed Countries.  CPRC Working Paper #30.  Chronic Poverty Research Centre. UNDP.
Gore notes: “The poverty trap can be described as international because trade and finance relations
are reinforcing a cycle of economic stagnation, in LDC’s, particularly those highly dependent on
primary commodities.  In these countries the ability of trade to act as an engine of growth and
poverty reduction is being short circuited by falling world commodity prices.”

71 Gibbon, Peter and Ponte, Stefano. (2005). Trading Down Africa, Value Chains and the Global
Economy. Temple University Press.

72 Gibbon, Peter and Ponte, Stefano. (2005). Trading Down Africa, Value Chains and the Global
Economy. Temple University Press.

73 For a definition of buyer driven global commodity or value chains, see Commodity Chains and
Global Capitalism. (1994). Edited by Gereffi, Gary and Korzeniewicz, Miguel. Praeger Publishers.

74 For an example of how global value chain analysis can explore the poverty reducing impacts from
agricultural trade liberalisation and increased buyer driveness in the global coffee trade regime, see
Competitions Policy and the Global Coffee and Cocoa Value Chains. (2004), Kaplinsky, Rafael.
Institute of Development Studies University of Sussex, and Centre for Research in Innovation
Management, University of Brighton.

75 Gibbon, Peter and Ponte, Stefano. (2005). Trading Down Africa, Value Chains and the Global
Economy. Temple University Press.

76 Gibbon, Peter and Ponte, Stefano. (2005). Trading Down Africa, Value Chains and the Global
Economy. Temple University Press.

77 Two points of view which take a critical perspective of the multilateral trade system and the Doha
Development Round are: Keklik, Mumtaz. Development and Current Multilateral Trading System:
An Oxymoron. (2004). and The July Framework: Failing the Development Agenda. (2005). Report
by the Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy. Minneapolis, Minnesota. USA.

78 For a good examination of the role of a “Development State” see: Stein, Howard. Development of a
Development State in Africa: A Theoretical Inquiry. (2000). Occasional Paper. Centre for African
Studies at the University of Copenhagen.



Stakeholders� View from South and South-East Asia on Pro-Poor Trade Policies w 33

79 Braga, Rubens. Expanding Developing Country’s Exports in a Global Economy: The Need to
Emulate Strategies use by Transnational Corporations for International Business Development.
(1998). ITC/UNCTAD.Geneva.

80 Gibbon, Peter and Ponte, Stefano. (2005). Trading Down Africa, Value Chains and the Global
Economy. Temple University Press.

81 Gibbon, Peter and Ponte, Stefano. (2005). Trading Down Africa, Value Chains and the Global
Economy. Temple University Press.

82 Lall, Sanjaya. New Technologies, Competitiveness and Poverty Reduction. (2001). Asia and Pacific
Forum on Poverty. Asian Development Bank. Philippines.

83 Khor, Martin. (2002). The WTO, The Post-Doha Agenda and the Future of the Trade System:  A
Development Perspective. Paper presented at presented at a seminar on WTO held at the annual
meeting of the Asian Development Bank. Shanghai, China.

84 Akyuz, Yilmaz. (2005). Trade, Growth and Industrialisation: Issues, Experience and Policy
Challenges. Globalization and Development Strategies Division, UNCTAD. Geneva.

85 Shafaeddin, S.M. (2005). Trade Liberalisation and Economic Reform in Developing Countries:
Structural Change or De-Industrialisation? Discussion Papers. No. 179. UNCTAD.

86 Gibbon, Peter and Ponte, Stefano. (2005). Trading Down Africa, Value Chains and the Global
Economy. Temple University Press.

87 Reinert, Eric. Development and Social Goals: Balancing Aid and Development to Prevent Welfare
Colonialism. (2005). Presented at High Level UN Development Conference on Millennium
Development Goals. New York.

88 Trilateral Development Cooperation: An Emerging Trend. (2005) Briefing Paper No. 1/2005. CUTS
Centre for International Trade, Economics & Environment. Japur, India.

89 International Civil Society’s Dhaka Declaration 2005. International Civil Society Forum organised
by the Centre for Policy Dialogue (CPD) of Bangladesh for advancing LDC interests in the sixth
WTO Ministerial in the context of the Doha Development Round. October 5, 2005


