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Preface 

I am pleased that Volume 19, No. 2 of Bangladesh Journal of Political Economy
(BJPE) is ready for printing.

This volume includes papers presented at the regional conference held at
Chittagong University. The articles have been duly reviewed by experts and
modified as required. This particular volume has been finally edited, as a special
arrangement for the Chittagong regional conference approved by the BEA
Executive Committee, by Jyoti Prakash Dutta, Professor, Department of
Economics, Chittagong University. It gives me great pleasure to commend this
volume of the Journal to BEA members and others interested.

I wish to thank the authorities of the Chittagong University for their goodwill and
cooperation. Special thanks are due to the convenor and members of the
conference organizing committee and all others who have helped one way or
another in the organization of the conference. The efforts and cooperation of the
editor of this volume and the authors of the articles are deeply appreciated.

Qazi Kholiquzzaman Ahmad
President, Bangladesh Economic Association
Editor, Bangladesh Journal of Political Economy



Editorial Note

I am thankful to Bangladesh Economic Association (BEA) for giving me the rare
privilege of writing few words as the editor of present volume of Bangladesh
Journal of Political Economy published by BEA. This volume of the Journal is the
outgrowth of the papers presented in a regional seminar jointly organized by BEA
and Department of Economics, University of Chittagong, held in Chittagong on
December 24, 2003. The title of the daylong seminar was 'Regional Cooperation,
Industrialization and Public Expenditure Reforms'. The seminar was divided into
three working sessions in which four papers - two each in the first and the third
sessions held respectively on regional cooperation and industrialization - were
presented. The second session was on public expenditure reforms in which,
however, no formal paper was presented but the speaker presented a keynote idea
highlighting the issue which generated intense and lively discussion participated
by eminent economists of the country. The major attraction of the seminar was
Professor Mosharaff Hossain - a famous economist of Bangladesh who was
present in the seminar as the chief guest and delivered an eloquent, articulate and
persuasive lecture on the overall economic scenario of Bangladesh since
independence. The seminar was also enriched by the participation of another
renowned economist of the country - Dr. Saifuddin Khaled, a former faculty of
Chittagong University, presently on teaching assignment in Victoria University,
New Zealand. Being an expert on econometrics and research methodology, Dr.
Khaled offered very fruitful discussions particularly on two papers on
industrialization based on econometric models, which contributed in a big way in
subsequent revision of the papers. The present volume contains the papers
thoroughly revised by the authors in the light of the ideas that came up in the
seminar.

Finally, are few words on acknowledgements. On behalf of the Department of
Economics, Chittagong University, I must extend my gratitude to BEA as well as
Chittagong University for financial help in organizing the seminar and again also
to BEA for arranging the publication of the papers in a separate volume of
Bangladesh Journal of Political Economy. It will be an act of ungratefulness if I
do not admit the contribution made by the former students of Department of
Economics, Chittagong University, amongst whom the name at least one deserves
special mention. He is Mr. Khorshed Quaderi whose overall relentless effort
really made the seminar a success. My gratitude is also due to my fellow office
bearers of BEA who took the trouble of going all the way to Chittagong and



contributed substantially in making the seminar gorgeous and attractive. Finally,
I express my gratitude to my colleagues of the Department of Economics,
Chittagong University, for their all out cooperation in holding the seminar.
However, for any lapses of the seminar and any  errors and omissions of this
volume, I am alone responsible.

Jyoti Prakash Dutta
Professor of Economics
University of Chittagong 
and
Vice President, 
Bangladesh Economic Association.



evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mwgwZi lvb¥vwmK Rvb©vj Bangladesh
Journal of Political Economy cÖKvkbvi bxwZgvjv

1| A_©bxwZi wewfbœ kvLvq ZvwË¡K Ges cÖv‡qvwMK wel‡q cÖeÜ cÖYqb Kivi Rb¨
cÖeÜKvi‡`i‡K Aby‡iva Rvbv‡bv n‡e| Bs‡iRx Ges evsjv Dfq fvlvq iwPZ cÖeÜ
Rvb©v‡ji Rb¨ MÖnY Kiv n‡e|

2| Initial screening wbe©vnx m¤úv`‡Ki GLwZqvify³ _vK‡e, Z‡e cÖ‡qvRb‡ev‡a m¤úv`bv
cwil‡`i Ab¨ m`m¨‡`i mnvqZv wZwb †b‡eb| wba©vwiZ format ‡gvZv‡eK ms‡kva‡bi
Rb¨ GB ch©v‡q cÖv_wgK fv‡e short-listed cÖeÜmg~n cÖeÜKv‡ii Kv‡Q †cÖiY Kiv n‡e|

3| Af¨š—ixY reviewer mvaviYZt m¤úv`bv cwil‡`i m`m¨‡`i ga¨ †_‡KB g‡bvbxZ n‡eb|
ewnt ’̄ reviewer m¤úv`bv cwil‡`i wm×vš—µ‡g cÖe‡Üi wel‡qi wfwË‡Z m¤úv`bv
cwil‡`i evB‡i †_‡K g‡bvbxZ n‡eb, Z‡e wZwb †`‡ki Af¨š—‡i ev we‡`‡k Ae¯’vb Ki‡Z
cv‡ib| m¤úv`bv Dc‡`óv KwgwUi mKj m`m¨ reviewer n‡Z cvi‡eb| Z…Zxq reviewer
cÖ‡qvRb n‡j m¤úv`bv cwil‡`i evB‡i †_‡K Zuv‡K g‡bvbxZ Kiv n‡e|

4| K) mwgwZi wØevwl©K Kbdv‡i‡Ý Dc¯’vwcZ cÖeÜ¸‡jv referral cÖwµqvi gva¨‡g
Rvb©v‡ji Rb¨ we‡ewPZ n‡e|

L) wewfbœ mg‡q mwgwZ KZ…©K Av‡qvwRZ †mwgbv‡i cwVZ Avgwš¿Z cÖeÜmg~n Rvb©v‡ji
m¤úv`bv cwil‡`i Aby‡gv`bµ‡g Rvb©v‡j cÖKvk Kiv †h‡Z cv‡i|

5| A_©bxwZ mwgwZi m`m¨ Ges m`m¨-ewnf~©Z †h †Kvb AvMÖnx cÖv_x© Rvb©v‡ji MÖvnK n‡Z
cvi‡eb| Z‡e m`m¨‡`i †¶‡Î MÖvnK wd (subscription fee) cÂvk kZvsk †iqvZ †`qv
n‡e|

6| Rvb©v‡ji footnoting Ges writing style GZ`&m‡½ ms‡hvwRZ n‡jv (Aci c„ôvq ª̀óe¨)

7| K) Reviewer wn‡m‡e m¤úv`bv Dc‡`óv KwgwUi m`m¨‡`i‡K involve Kiv n‡e|

L) †`‡ki Af¨š—‡i Ae¯’vbKvix Dc‡`óv KwgwUi m`m¨‡`i‡K eQ‡i `yÕevi m¤úv`bv
cwil‡`i mv‡_ wgwjZ mfvq Avgš¿Y Rvbv‡bv n‡e|

8| K) wZbwU †Kv‡Ukb msMÖn K‡i m¤úv`bv cwil‡`i wm×vš—µ‡g gỳ ªK cÖwZôvb wbe©vPb
Kiv n‡e|

L) cÖ_g proof †cÖm †`L‡e, cieZx©‡Z floppy †Z cÖeÜKvi dvBbvj proof †`‡L
†`‡eb|
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wi‡cvU© :
evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mwgwZi AvÂwjK †mwgbvi-2003

A_©bxwZ wefvM, PÆMÖvg wek¦we`¨vjq

Avwgi“j Bmjvg*

weMZ 24-12-2003 Bs Zvwi‡L evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mwgwZ Ges A_©bxwZ wefvM, PÆMÖvg,
wek¦we`¨vj‡qi †hŠ_ D‡`¨v‡M AvÂwjK †mwgbvi 2003 PÆMÖvg wek¦we`¨vjq mgvR weÁvb
Abyl‡`i AwW‡Uvwiqv‡g AbywôZ nq| w`be¨vcx G †mwgbviwU D‡Øvabx Awa‡ekb, cÖ_g, wØZxq I
Z…Zxq Kg© Awa‡ekb-G K‡qKwU c‡e© wef³ wQj|

D‡Øvabx Awa‡ek‡b cÖavb AwZw_ wn‡m‡e Dcw¯’Z wQ‡jb †cÖvw_Zhkv A_©bxwZwe` Aa¨vcK
†gvkviid †nv‡mb Ges mfvcwZZ¡ K‡ib mwgwZi mfvcwZ Wt KvRx LjxKz¾gvb Avng`|
A_©bxwZ wefv‡Mi fvicÖvß mfvcwZ Wt †R¨vwZ cÖKvk `Ë-Gi ¯v̂MZ fvl‡Yi gva¨‡g Abyôvb ïi“
nq| ï‡f”Qv e³…e¨ iv‡Lb evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mwgwZi mvaviY m¤úv`K Aa¨vcK Aveyj eviKvZ|
Aa¨vcK `Ë evsjv‡`‡k we`¨gvb `vwi‡`ªi cwiw¯’wZ Ges mvgwMÖK Avq e›Ub Ae¯’v m¤ú‡K© D‡ØM
cÖKvk K‡ib| G `yie¯’v †_‡K cwiÎv‡bi Rb¨ jvMvgnxb evRvi e¨e¯’v Pvjy bv K‡i mvgvwRK
LvZ¸‡jv‡Z miKv‡ii AskMÖn‡Yi cÖwZ wZwb ¸i“Z¡ Av‡ivc K‡ib| `w¶Y Gkxq †`kmg~‡ni
g‡a¨ AvÂwjK mn‡hvwMZv e„w×i gva¨‡g G AÂ‡ji A_©‰bwZK mgm¨v A‡bKvs‡k jvNe Kiv m¤¢e
e‡jI wZwb gZvgZ e¨³ K‡ib| Aa¨vcK eviKvZ †`‡ki weivRgvb Ae¯’vi K‡qKwU w`K m¤^‡Ü
Av‡jvKcvZ K‡ib| we‡kl K‡i, wZwb e‡jb †h, †`‡k weivRgvb e¨vcK `ybx©wZ I ỳe„Ëvqb‡K
wbqš¿‡Y bv Avb‡Z cvi‡j wK wkívqb, wK AvÂwjK mn‡hvwMZv, wK miKvix e¨vq ms¯‹vi wKQyB
mwVK c‡_ G¸‡ebv|  

cÖavb AwZw_ cÖ‡dmi †gvkvid †nv‡mb Zuvi fvl‡Y 1947 mvj †_‡K ïi“ K‡i eZ©gvb mgq ch©š—
evsjv‡`‡ki A_©bxwZi MwZ cÖK…wZi e¨vcK wPÎ Zz‡j a‡ib| wZwb e‡jb mvgwMÖK wePv‡i
evsjv‡`‡ki A_©bxwZi e¨vcK DbœwZ n‡jI G Dbœq‡bi dmj mK‡ji Kv‡Q mgvbfv‡e †cuŠ‡Qwb|
wZwb e‡jb, ˆe‡`wkK FY ev mvnv‡h¨i Dci evsjv‡`‡ki Dbœqb GLb Avi wbf©ikxj bq| Z‡e
gvby‡l gvbyl A_©‰bwZK ˆelg¨ LyeB D‡Ø‡Mi welq| W. KvRx LjxKz¾gvb Avng` mfvcwZi
fvl‡Y e‡jb †h evsjv‡`‡k †h fv‡e gy³evRvi A_©bx©wZ AbymiY Kiv n‡”Q Zv‡Z †`‡k

*    mnKvix Aa¨vcK, A_©bxwZ wefvM, PÆMÖvg wek¦we`¨vjq|



Av_©mvgvwRK ˆelg¨ µgvMZ cÖKU †_‡K cÖKUZi n‡”Q| `vwi`ª wbim‡bi MwZ †_‡K †M‡Q AwZ
k_| A_©‰bwZK cÖe„w×i nviI 1990-Gi `k‡Ki gvSvgvwS †_‡K M‡o eQ‡i 5 kZvs‡ki GKUz
Ic‡i AvU‡K †M‡Q| †`‡k ev —̄evwqZ Ges ev¯—evqb Kiv n‡”Q Ggb ms¯‹vi¸‡jv †`‡k weivRgvb
ev¯—eZvi Av‡jv‡K cybwe©Pvi K‡i cÖ‡qvR‡b c~Y©:ms¯‹vi Kivi e¨e¯’v MÖnY Ki‡Z n‡e| †`‡k
AskMÖnYg~jK MYZvwš¿K e¨e¯’v Pvjy Kiv cÖ‡qvRb hv‡Z mvaviY gvbyl mvgvwRK weeZ©‡bi wewfbœ
cÖwµqvq Kvh©Kifv‡e AskMÖnY K‡i h_vh_ dj jvf Ki‡Z cv‡i| wkívqb cÖwµqv I miKvix
e¨qweb¨vm †mB †cÖw¶‡Z web¨¯— nIqv evÃbxq| AvÂwjK mn‡hvwMZvI|

cÖ_g Kg© Awa‡ekb t

cÖ_g Kg© Awa‡ekb W. gBbyj Bmjv‡gi mfvcwZ‡Z¡ †ejv 11.00 Uvq ïi“ nq| G Awa‡ek‡b
cÖeÜ Dc¯’vcb K‡ib cÖ‡dmi Aveyj Kvjvg Avhv` I cÖ‡dmi †R¨vwZ cÖKvk `Ë| cÖ‡dmi Avhv`
Zuvi cÖe‡Ü SASRC Cumulation wb‡q evwYR¨ gš¿Yvjq Ges e¯¿ gš¿Yvjq Gi g‡a¨Kvi we‡iva
Ges GB we‡iv‡ai A_©‰bwZK e¨vL¨v cÖ̀ vb K‡ib| Dfq c‡¶i ¯v̂_© i¶v K‡iI †h G mgm¨vi
mgvavb m¤¢e †m m¤ú‡K© wZwb Bw½Z †`b| ga¨g cš’v wn‡m‡e wZwb ißvbx ª̀e¨ Drcv`‡bi †¶‡Î
†`kxq Drcv`K‡`i †gvU DcKi‡Yi GK Z…Zxqvsk msMÖ‡ni mycvwik cÖ̀ vb K‡ib| DcKiY
msMÖ‡ni G kZ© c~iY n‡jB †KejgvÎ ißvbxKviK‡`i‡K SAARC Cumulation Benefit
†fv‡Mi my‡hvM †`qv †h‡Z cv‡i e‡j wZwb gš—e¨ K‡ib|

cÖ‡dmi †R¨vwZ cÖKvk `Ë `w¶Y Gwkqvq gy³ evwYR¨ AÂj M‡o †Zvjvi m¤¢vebv Ges Gi cÖK…wZ
wKiƒc n‡Z cv‡i Zv wb‡q Av‡jvPbv K‡ib| gy³ evwYR¨ GjvKv Kvh©Ki Kivi j‡¶¨ wZwb wewfbœ
`ª‡e¨i †¶‡Î ïé n«vm myweav m¤cÖmviY Ges Aïé I KvVv‡gvMZ evavmg~n `~ixKi‡Yi Dci
¸i“Z¡v‡ivc K‡ib| Dc‡iv³ `ywU cÖe‡Üi Dci Wt wbZvB P› ª̀ bvM Ges Wt gvneye Djvn wba©vwiZ
Av‡jvPK wnmv‡e Ask MÖnY K‡ib| Wt bvM AvÂwjK gy³ evwY‡R¨i Zzjbvq wek¦ gy³ evwY‡R¨i
Dci ¸i“Z¡v‡ivc K‡ib| gy³ evwY‡R¨i †¶‡Î Static gain Gi Zzjbvq Dynamic gain Gi
cwigvY A‡bK †ekx e‡j wZwb gš—e¨ K‡ib| Wt Avhv‡`i cÖe‡Üi Dci Av‡jvPbv Ki‡Z wM‡q
wZwb SAARC Cumulation Gi †¶‡Î 51% g~j¨ ms‡hvRb weavb KZUzKz ev¯—e m¤§Z Zv wb‡q
m‡›`n cÖKvk K‡ib| g~j¨ ms‡hvR‡bi †¶‡Î SAARC ewnfy©Z †`kmg~n †Kb Aš—fy©³ n‡jv bv
G wb‡q wZwb hyw³ DÌvcb K‡ib| 

Wt gvneye Djvn Wt `‡Ëi cÖe‡Üi Dci gš—e¨ Ki‡Z wM‡q Ki myweav cÖvß `ªe¨ mg~‡ni msL¨v
e¨env‡ii †¶‡Î mZK©Zv Aej¤̂‡bi civgk© †`b| India cÖ`Ë 2406wU c‡Y¨i †¶‡Î
evsjv‡`‡ki Zzjbvg~jK myweav i‡q‡Q| e„nr †`k wnmv‡e fvi‡Zi D`viZvi Dci SAARC Gi
mvdj¨ wbf©i Ki‡Q e‡j wZwb gZ cÖKvk K‡ib| ZvQvov Ab¨vb¨ AvÂwjK mn‡hvwMZvi Zzjbvq
G AÂ‡ji AvÂwjK mn‡hvwMZvi MwZ AZ¨š— gš’i e‡jI wZwb gš—e¨ K‡ib|

mfvcwZ Wt gBbyj Bmjvg e‡jb, fviZ I cvwK¯—v‡bi g‡a¨ we`¨gvb ivR‰bwZK we‡f` _vKvi
Kvi‡Y SAARC †K GwM‡q †bqv KóKi n‡”Q| ZvQvov GLv‡b ï‡éi Zzjbvq Aïé evav A‡bK
†ekx kw³kvjx| †PvivPvjv‡bi e¨vcK gvÎv Kgv‡bvi Rb¨ wZwb µgvš^‡q A‰ea evwYR¨‡K ˆea
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evwY‡R¨ iƒcvš—‡ii civgk© †`b| †fŠMwjK ev¯—eZvi Kvi‡Y evsjv‡`‡ki A_©‰bwZK bxwZ
wba©vi‡Yi mgq fvi‡Zi A_©‰bwZK bxwZi cÖwZ j¶¨ ivLvi K_v wZwb D‡jL K‡ib|

wØZxq Kg© Awa‡ekb t

ga¨vý †fv‡Ri ci W. n‡i›`ª Kvwš— †` Gi mfvcwZ‡Z¡ wØZxq Kg© Awa‡ekb ïi“ nq `ycyi 2.00
Uvq| G Awa‡ek‡bi Av‡jvP¨ welq wQj miKvix e¨q ms¯‹vi| cÖeÜKvi wQ‡jb cÖ‡dmi gvneye
Djvn| wZwb cÖeÜ wj‡Lbwb Z‡e mywPwš—Z e³e¨ Dc¯’vcb K‡ib| ADP-Gi GKk kZvsk cÖKí
ev¯—evq‡bi mycvwik K‡ib| wba©vwiZ Av‡jvPK Wt †ejv‡qZ †nv‡mb e‡jb †h ivR¯^ Avq e„w× bv
K‡iI e¨‡qi ¸YMZ gvb DbœZ K‡i mvvgwRK DbœwZ AR©b Kiv m¤¢e| †hvMv‡bi mxgve×Zv `~i
Kivi R‡b¨ wZwb miKvix e¨‡qi Dci ¸i“Z¡v‡ivc K‡ib| Z‡e wZwb cÖK…Z e¨q Ges eivÏK…Z
Znwej Gi g‡a¨ e¨eavb Kgv‡bvi mycvwik K‡ib|

gy³ Av‡jvPbvq Ask wb‡q gvnZve Avjg iv‡k`x e‡jb, ADP-Gi AvKvi Kgv‡bv DwPZ bq|
eis Gi implementation quality evov‡bv `iKvi| †h‡nZz Avgv‡`i †`‡ki †emiKvix
wewb‡qvMKvixiv Kg AvMÖn †`Lvq, ZvB miKvi‡K G e¨vcv‡i GwM‡q Avmv DwPr| A_©bxwZ
mwgwZi mvaviY m¤úv`K Wt Aveyj evivKvZI miKvwi e¨‡qi AcPq †iva I ¸Yv¸b e„w×i ¯ĉ‡¶
gZvgZ e¨³ K‡ib|

Z…Zxq Kg© Awa‡ekb t

we‡Kj PviUvq mwgwZi mn-mfvcwZ Wt Ave ỳm mvËvi gÛj-Gi mfvcwZ‡Z¡ wkívq‡bi Dci
Z…Zxq Kg© Awa‡ekb ïi“ nq| G Awa‡ek‡bi cÖ_g cÖeÜKvi Wt †gv`v‡eŸi Avng` Ges cÖ‡dmi
†R¨vwZ cÖKvk `Ë evsjv‡`‡ki wkí Drcv`‡bi Dci Avw_©K bxwZ I ivR¯ ̂bxwZi Kvh©KvwiZv
wb‡q Av‡jvPbv K‡ib| evsjv‡`‡ki wkí‡¶‡Îi cÖe„w× KL‡bv `k‡Ki N‡i (Double Digit) G
DbœxZ nqwb e‡j †jLKØq nZvkv e¨³ K‡ib| eûPjK Ges eûmgxKiY g‡Wj e¨envi K‡i Zuviv
†`Lvb †h, Avw_©K bxwZi Zzjbvq ivR¯b̂xwZ wkí Drcv`‡bi †¶‡Î mywbw`©ó cÖfve †dj‡Z m¶g|

Z…Zxq Awa‡ek‡bi wØZxq cÖeÜwU Dc¯’vcb K‡ib Rbve Igi nvq`vi †gvnv¤§`, bvRgyj evkvi
I Av.b.g. gBbyj Bmjvg| cÖe‡Üi wk‡ivbvg wQj evsjv‡`‡ki wkí Drcv`‡bi cye©vfvmKibt
mvaviY GKPjK wewkó (ARMA) c×wZ| †jLKiv †`Lvb †h, †Kvb ZË¡ e¨envi bv K‡i ïay
A_xZ Z_¨ e¨envi K‡i wkí Drcv`‡bi cye©vfvm m¤¢e| G‡¶‡Î Zviv cuvPwU g‡Wj cix¶v-
bxwi¶v K‡i ỳÕwU g‡Wj MÖnY‡hvM¨ wnmv‡e we‡ePbvq iv‡Lb Ges cye©vfv‡mi †¶‡Î `yÕwUi g‡a¨
Avevi GKwU AwaKZi MÖnY‡hvM e‡j gZ cÖKvk K‡ib| cÖeÜwUi Dci gš—e¨ Ki‡Z wM‡q
wbDwRj¨v‡Ûi wf‡±vwiqv wek¦we`¨vj‡qi A_©bxwZi Aa¨vcK Wt mvBdzÏxb Lv‡j` e‡jb †h ¯í̂
†gqv`x cye©vfv‡mi †¶‡Î G ai‡bi g‡Wj Dc‡hvMx n‡Z cv‡i Z‡e `xN©Kvjxb we‡ePbvq G ai‡Yi
g‡Wj cwinvi Kiv evÂbxq|

Avwgi“j Bmjvg : wi‡cvU©-evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mwgwZi PÆMÖvg AvÂwjK †mwgbvi-2003 3



cÖ_g cÖeÜwUi Dci gš—e¨ Ki‡Z wM‡q Wt mvBdzÏxb Lv‡j` e‡jb †h g‡WjwUi cvidi‡gÝ
evov‡bv m¤¢e hw` e¨eüZ WvUv †_‡K seasonality ~̀i Kiv hvq| G‡¶‡Î Avw_©K bxwZ Aw¯’i
cÖK…wZi cwie‡Z© myw¯’i cÖfve †dj‡e|

wba©vwiZ Av‡jvPK e„‡›`i e³e¨ I gy³ A‡jvPbvi ci evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mvaviY m¤úv`K W.
Aveyj evivKvZ ab¨ev` Ávcb K‡ib| c‡i Awa‡ek‡bi mfvcwZ †mwgbv‡ii AvbyôvwbK
cwimgvwß †NvlYv K‡ib|
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¯̂vMZ fvlY

†R¨vwZ cÖKvk `Ë*

m¤§vwbZ mfvcwZ, evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mwgwZi mfvcwZ W. KvRx LjxKz¾vgvb Avng`, m¤§vwbZ
cÖavb AwZw_ evsjv‡`‡ki cÖwZ_hkv A_©bxwZwe` cÖ‡dmi †gvkviid †nv‡mb, XvKv †_‡K AvMZ
evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mwgwZi Kg©KZ©v, Avgwš¿Z AwZw_, wk¶K, mnKgx©, mvsevw`K I wcÖq QvÎ-
QvÎxe„›`| A_©bxwZ wefvM, PÆMÖvg wek¦we`¨vjq I evsjv‡`k A_©bxwZ mwgwZi †hŠ_ D‡`¨v‡M
Av‡qvwRZ ÔAvÂwjK mn‡hvwMZv, miKvwi e¨q ms¯‹vi I wkívqbÕ kxl©K AvR‡Ki w`be¨vcx
AbywôZe¨ †mwgbv‡i A_©bxwZ wefv‡Mi c¶ †_‡K Ges Avgvi wb‡Ri c¶ †_‡K Avcbv‡`i
mevB‡K RvbvB Avš—wiK Awfb›`b I ï‡f”Qv|

m¤§vwbZ myaxgÛjx,

gvÎ AvU w`b Av‡M Avgviv cvjb Kijvg gnvb ¯v̂axbZv I gyw³hy‡× weR‡qi ØvwÎskËg evwl©Kx|
†kªYxwef³ mgv‡Ri wewfbœ mvgvwRK †kªYxi Kv‡Q GB KóvwR©Z ¯v̂axbZvi wfbœ wfbœ e¨Äbv
_vK‡jI Avcvgi ev½vwji Kv‡Q ¯v̂axbZvi A_© wQj GK I Awfbœ| Avi Zvn‡jv, †eu‡P _vKvi
b~̈ bZg Av_©-mvgvwRK I ivR‰bwZK M¨vivw›U| A_P ¯v̂axbZv AR©‡bi `xN© ewÎk eQi ci AvR
hw` Avgiv GB b~̈ bZg AvKv•¶v I cÖK…Z cÖvwßi LwZqv‡bi w`‡K `„wó w`B Zvn‡j Mfxi nZvkvi
mv‡_ j¶¨ Kwi †h †mB Awfó j‡¶¨ †cŠuQ‡Z Avgiv `ytLRbKfv‡e e¨_© n‡qwQ| wek¦e¨vs‡Ki
me©‡kl wi‡cvU© Abyhvqx evsjv‡`‡ki 50 kZvsk gvbyl AvR †h †Kvb gvb`‡Û `wi`ª| AwZ m¤cÖwZ
XvKvq cÖKvwkZ wek¦ Lv`¨ Kg©m~Pxi wi‡cv‡U© evsjv‡`‡ki Kgc‡¶ `yB †KvwU gvby‡li Lv`¨-
wbivcËvnxbZvi K_v D‡jL Kiv n‡q‡Q| †`‡ki 5 kZvsk gvbyl AvR †gvU m¤ú‡`i 30 †_‡K
40 kZvs‡ki gvwjK|

`ye„©ËvwqZ A_©bxwZ I ivRbxwZi bó evZvei‡Y GB ˆelg¨ DË‡ivËi e„w× cv‡”Q| Gi g~j e¨vL¨v
hw` †bv‡ej weRqx A_©bxwZwe` †Rv‡md w÷Mwj‡Ri fvlvq ÔevRvi AÜZ¡Õ nq Zvn‡j cÖkœ †Zvjv
hvq, evRvi e¨e¯’vi wK Aemvb nIqv DwPZ bq? †bv‡ej weRqxiv mvaviYZ evRvi e¨e ’̄vi wei“‡×
GB iKg k³ Ae¯’vb †bb bv eis evRvi ms¯‹v‡ii K_v e‡jb †hLv‡b mvgvwRK LvZ mg~‡n iv‡óªi
AwaKZi AskMÖnY wbwðZ Kiv hvq| †bv‡ej weRqx evOvwj A_©bxwZwe` AgZ©v †mbI
Revew`wng~jK MYZvwš¿K (A_©vr evRvi) e¨e¯’vi K_v e‡jb †hLv‡b cÖwZUv gvbyl cÖK…Z ¯v̂axbZv

*    mfvcwZ, A_©bxwZ wefvM, PÆMÖvg wek¦we`¨vjq|



†fvM Kivi gva¨‡g myß m„RbkxjZv‡K weKwkZ Ki‡Z cv‡i| wKš‘ evRvi ms¯‹v‡ii `xN© AwfÁZv
GUv wK cÖgvY K‡i bv †h wbqwš¿Z evRvi e¨e¯’vI Avgv‡`i gZ AbybœZ A_©bxwZ‡Z Lye †ewk
AvkvcÖ̀  dj e‡q Avb‡Z cv‡i bv? hw` Zv bv cv‡i, Zvn‡j GB g‡g© AviI cÖkœ †Zvjv hvq †h
`wi`ª‡`i Øviv wbqwš¿Z ivR‰bwZK KvVv‡gv I A_©‰bwZK e¨e¯’v Pvjy bv K‡i †Kej wbqwš¿Z evRvi
ev Revew`wngyjK MYZvwš¿K e¨e ’̄v wK `vwi`ªª we‡gvPb Av‡`Š m¤¢e? †h e¨e¯’vq wk‡í wewb‡qv‡Mi
†P‡q wbe©vP‡b wewb‡qv‡Mi expected rate of return A‡bK †ekx, †h e¨e¯’vq 20 UvKv †KwR
Avjyi `v‡gi gvÎ 20 kZvsk K…l‡Ki c‡K‡U hvq Avi evwK 80 kZvsk hvq `vgmš¿vmx I
Puv`vevR‡`i c‡K‡U, †h e¨e¯’vq 2,00,000 †KvwU UvKv ˆe‡`wkK mvnv‡h¨i 75 kZvsk †jvcvU
n‡q hvq, †mB e¨e¯’vq Avi hvB †nvK `vwi`ªvqb ev wf¶zKvqvb ev wbt¯^KiY cÖwµqv eÜ Kivi 
wPš—v Kiv Kíbv wejvm gvÎ|

kª‡×q myaxe„›`,

AvR‡Ki †mwgbv‡ii Av‡jvP¨ welq¸‡jv DwjwLZ mgm¨vi mv‡_ mivmwi m¤úwK©Z bv n‡jI
evsjv‡`‡ki A_©bxwZi K‡qKUv ¸i“Z¡c~Y©  w`‡Ki cÖwZ h‡_ó Av‡jvKcvZ Ki‡Z m¶g n‡e e‡j
Avwg g‡b wKi| AvRKvj c„w_exi cÖvq cÖwZUv †`k GK ev GKvwaK †`‡ki mv‡_ †Kvb bv
†Kvbfv‡e AvÂwjK mn‡hvwMZvi gva¨‡g Dbœqb cÖ‡P÷v Ae¨vnZ ivL‡Z Pvq| `w¶Y Gwkqv
c„w_exi `wi`ª AÂj mg~‡ni g‡a¨ `wi`ªZg| wek¦e¨vs‡Ki wi‡cvU© Abyhvqx ÕSouth Asia has the
lowest GNI per capita ($ 450) and some of the highest levels of child malnutrition
in the world with 53 percent of children below the standards for weight by age. It
has the highest rate of youth illiteracy -24% for males and 41% for females and,
at 34%, the lowest rate of access to sanitation facilities. The economy, which grw
by 5.5% a year in the last decade, in large part to growth in India, depends more
heavily on agricuylture than any other region. With only about 5 personal
computers per 1000 people, South Asia lags behind other regions in access to
information and communication technology.’ (Source: 2003 World Development
Indicatiors Database, World Bank, 13 April, 2003.)

GgZve¯’vq `w¶Y Gkxq †`k mg~‡ni g‡a¨ AvÂwjK mn‡hvwMZv e„w× Kiv GKvš— cÖ‡qvRb| Z‡e
GB gyn~‡Z© Zvi iKg wK n‡e †mUv wb‡q h‡_ó wPš—v-fvebvi AeKvk Av‡Q|

evsjv‡`‡k miKvwi e¨‡qi myôz bxwZgvjv I ¯^”QZvi Afv‡ei Awf‡hvM `xN© w`‡bi| Avgv‡`i
g‡Zv m¤ú`-AcÖZzj A_©bxwZ‡Z GUv wbtm‡›`‡n †Mv‡`i Dci wel‡duvovi kvwgj| AvR‡Ki
†mwgbv‡i miKvwi e¨q ms¯‹vi m¤úwK©Z Av‡jvPbv Avgv‡`i G wel‡q Av‡iv Av‡jvwKZ Ki‡e
wbtm‡›`‡n|

weMZ wZb `k‡K Avgiv wkívq‡bi †¶‡ZI Lye †ewk G¸‡Z cvwiwb| †gvU RvZxq Av‡q G Lv‡Zi
Ae`vb 15 kZvs‡ki †ewk bq| cÖe„w×i nviI †Kvbw`b double digit AwZµg Ki‡Z cv‡iwb|
wK ai‡bi policy environment G wkíLv‡Zi cÖe„w× Z¡ivwšẐ Kiv hvq, AvR‡Ki †mwgbv‡i
Dc¯’vwcZ cÖeÜmg~n G e¨vcv‡i mwVK w`K wb‡`©kbv †`‡e e‡j Avwg g‡b Kwi|
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Dcw¯’Z myaxe„›`,

†mwgbv‡ii cieZx© wZbUv Kg© Awa‡ek‡b Dcw¯’Z †_‡K Ges gy³ Av‡jvPbvq Avcbv‡`i mywPwš—
Z gZvgZ e¨³ K‡i Avgv‡`i DrmvwZ I mg„× Ki‡eb, GB Avgv‡`i GKvš— Kvgbv| Avgv‡`i
QvÎ-QvÎxiv hv‡`i R‡b¨ g~jZ GB †mwgbv‡ii Av‡qvRb Kiv n‡q‡Q, Zviv hv‡Z DcK…Z n‡Z cv‡i
†m e¨vcv‡i mevi GKvš— mn‡hvwMZv Kvgbv KiwQ|

cwi‡k‡l Avcbv‡`i mevi cÖwZ AveviI K…ZÁZv Rvwb‡q Avgvi ¯v̂MZ e³e¨ GLv‡b †kl KiwQ|

mevB‡K ab¨ev`|
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The SAARC Cumulation : Should
We Take it or Leave it?*

Abul Kalam Azad**

Section   I

Introduction

Recently, the SAARC cumulation (SC) system approved by the European Union
(EU) has given rise to serious uproar in Bangladesh, particularly among those
directly or indirectly related with the Readymade Garments (RMG) and Textile
industries. Although the SC is expected to accord immediate benefits to the RMG
exports of Bangladesh to the EU countries, it is being argued that the system and
its practice is sure to hurt the long term interest of the country as far as the future
growth of the textile industries, and consequently of the RMG industry also, is
concerned. Therefore, stopping implementation of the SC system will deprive the
country of short run economic gains while its enforcement will harm the country
in the long run. The study1 sponsored by the Ministry of Commerce, Government
of Bangladesh on the subject suggests for enforcement of the SC on the ground
that its implementation will not have any serious odd implication as far as the
growth of the backward linkage industry, i.e., textile industry is concerned. Yet
another study apprehends exactly these same odds to happen to our Textile
industry following implementation of the SC and advocates for renegotiating its
terms and condition2. In the present study, a middle ground is suggested which
will allow our RMG exporters to retain the benefits of the SC without sacrificing
the growth of the domestic textile industry. The layout of the study is as follows.
The present introductory section, Section I, contains a detailed prognosis of the
problem at hand. Section II presents the theoretical basis and empirical

* This paper was presented at the Regional Conferance of Bangladesh Economic Association on
Regional cooperation, Public Expenditure Reforms and Industrialization held in Chittagong
University on 24 December 2003.

** Professor of Economics, Chittagong, University.



observations to support the position taken in this study, which is followed by
concluding remarks and recommendations in Section III.

Description of the Problem

What is SC? The SC is a proposed tariff and trade arrangement. What is this tariff
and trade arrangement? It follows from two other tariff and trade arrangements
known as the Multi-fibre Arrangement (MFA) and the Generalized System of
Tariff Preferences (GSP). When the General Agreement on Tariff and Trade
(GATT) was first concluded in 1947, it was expected that its non-discriminatory
trade principle would apply to all types of commodity-trade. However, developed
countries by dint of their superior bargaining power were able to keep outside the
purview of the GATT most of their trade in Agriculture and Textile where
developing countries had a comparative advantage. They tried, and were
successful also, to bypass the GATT rules in Textile trade by means of a separate
arrangement with the exporting countries and this arrangement came to be known
as the Multi-fibre Arrangement or MFA. The MFA provided the developed
countries with a tool to protect their domestic textile industry against ‘excessive’
imports from the developing countries. Meanwhile, the Generalized System of
Tariff Preferences (GSP) was instituted as an authorization to the developed
nations to grant unilateral non-reciprocal tariff preferences to the developing
countries. The EU adopted the GSP scheme and used it together with the MFA to
grant differential tariff privileges to the developing countries in respect of trade in
textile goods. Because of such differential tariff preferences, Bangladesh as a least
developed country enjoys 100% duty-free access to the EU market whereas
developing countries like India, Pakistan receive only 15% duty-exemption.

However, such preferential treatment under the GSP scheme hinges on
compliance of the exported products with the EU Rules of Origin (RO)3.
Previously in order to qualify for GSP benefits, Bangladeshi RMG exports to the
EU market were required to undergo two-stages and three stages of conversions
for woven and knit garments respectively4. Although the differential tariff
privilege accorded to the Bangladeshi exports placed them on a firmer ground in
the EU market, the overall GSP utilization rate of Bangladesh declined over the
years because Bangladesh did not have strong backward linkage industries5 and
hence was unable largely to qualify for GSP benefits. In order to have an
expanded opportunity for availing GSP benefits, Bangladesh had been asking for
flexibility in the RO prescribed by the EU. A short-term derogation in the
conversion requirement (‘two stages’ for knit and ‘one stage’ for woven garments)
was granted in October 1997 and continued up to December 1998 under quota
limit. 
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Later on, the EU RO was revised to two stages conversion requirements for both
woven and knit RMG and the quota-limit was withdrawn. But even this was not
good enough to raise the GSP utilization rate of Bangladesh. So Bangladesh
would like to have something more favorable.

Under the EU GSP scheme, partial cumulation is permitted on a regional basis6.
Regional cumulation allows beneficiary member country of the regional grouping
to avail GSP benefits on exports produced from imported raw materials from
another member country of the same regional grouping provided the domestic
value addition exceeds a certain percentage. The proposed SC is a similar
privilege offered by the EU to the members of the SAARC region.

SAARC Cumulation System 

So the SC system is a relaxation of the Rules of Origin applicable to the
Bangladeshi exports (for that matter, exports of any SAARC member country) in
order to obtain GSP facility in the EU markets. More specifically, under the SC
system, the RMG exports form Bangladesh will qualify for GSP facility even if
they are produced from yarn/fabrics imported from the SAARC countries
provided the ratio of domestic value-addition is at least 51 percent.

Conflict of Interest

The relaxation of the Rules of Origin for Bangladeshi exports to the EU markets
is, however, likely to affect the domestic industries asymmetrically. The RMG
industry will be the direct beneficiary of this change in the Rules of Origin. In
other words, the SC system will allow the RMG exporters to procure their raw
materials (yarn/fabric) from the SAARC countries at a relatively cheaper price
(than the domestic price of the similar products) and yet those RMG produced
from imported fabric/yarn will qualify for GSP facility offered by the EU
countries to the Bangladeshi exports. This means a direct saving by the RMG
exporters in terms of cost of production. Consequently, the profit margin of the
RMG exporters will rise and this will directly benefit those involved with the
RMG industries.

On the other hand, the implementation of the SC system is likely to have negative
effects on the domestic industries producing yarn/fabrics. Since the demand for
these products by the RMG industry is likely to be diverted to the foreign sources
(SAARC countries), the growth of the textile industry at home is likely to be
adversely affected. Consequently, the textile industry in Bangladesh will experience
a decline in the sales revenue following implementation of the SC system.
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The preceding paragraphs, however, only describe the possible short run gains
and losses of the specific industries. National losses from the implementation of
the SC system are going to be even larger in the short run as well as in the long
run. In the short run, the loss in terms of output and employment in the textile
industry is likely to outweigh the savings made by the RMG industry from the
cheaper imports of raw materials. In the long run, not only will the growth of the
textile industry at home be adversely affected, the savings made by the RMG
industry in the short run may also be far exceeded by the expensive imports of raw
materials from the same sources7.

BGMEA versus BTMA

So the battle line has been drawn. On the one side is the BGMEA—the
association of the garments exporters of Bangladesh and on the other side is the
BTMA—the association of the textile mill owners of the Bangladesh. The
BGMEA maintains that because of the local supply constraint, about 90%8 of the
raw materials for RMG is to be imported. Under the current two stages conversion
requirement prescribed by the EU RO, the bulk of Bangladeshi RMG exports do
not qualify for GSP benefits. If the SC is allowed, Bangladesh’s RMG exports will
get an additional boost in the EU market regarding its competitive position. 

On the other hand, the BTMA holds the view that under private initiative and
government patronage, the backward linkage industry of RMG i.e. textile industry
of Bangladesh has made significant progress in the recent years. Such progress
has been made possible by the protection received by this industry from the
Government in the past. Agreeing to SC will be tantamount to surrendering the
competitive advantage presently Bangladeshi textile industry enjoys vis-a-vis its
counterpart in the SAARC countries. Once the SC goes into operation, the local
producers of fabric will lose their competitive advantage over their SAARC
counterparts since the Bangladesh RMG exporters will be able to source their
input (fabric) from the SAARC countries and still qualify for GSP benefit. 

Reconciling the Conflicting Interests 

Obviously, going for SC will jeopardize the interest of the textile manufacturers
and not going for it will force the RMG exporters to forego the opportunity
offered by foreigners (EU countries). So reconciling the mutually conflicting
interests of the two important manufacturing sectors of our country will be the
sole endeavor of the present study.    
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Section II

The Impact of SAARC Cumulation

Several studies on the subject of SAARC cumulation (SC) previously tried to
analyze the impact of SC on the textile and apparel industry of Bangladesh. Two
of the studies1, mentioned before, focused mainly on the possible production and
trade displacement in Bangladesh following implementation of the SC. Both
studies endeavor to demonstrate that the enforcement of the SC will not cause any
serious and significant deviation from the present trends of production and trade
flows in the textile and apparel industry. On the basis of such findings, the study
by the Ministry of Commerce rather meekly suggested that the SC could be
implemented since it would not spell any misfortune for Bangladesh. The other
study, however, quite contrarily observed that the idea of the SC had been ill-
conceived/ill-advised. So the study suggested for re-negotiation of the terms and
conditions of the SC, since it would not bring, in its present from, any
improvement in the textile and apparel industry. In the present study, we will
focus on both the external and internal displacement of production and trade in the
textile and apparel industry following implementation of the SC.

Analysis of the Present Production and Trade Structure
of the Textile and Apparel Industry

An examination of the production and trade structure of the Textile and Apparel
Industry of Bangladesh shows that the RMG exports recorded a compound
growth rate of 14.8% between 1991-92 and 2001-02 (Table II.1). The import of
fabric through back-to-back L/C grew at the (compound) rate of 9.9% during the
same period. The lower growth rate of import of fabric compared to that of the
growth of export of RMG indicates that import-substitution occurred in the fabric
production in the last decade2

On the other hand, if we look at the imports of cotton and yarn, we can see that
both grew at rates roughly equal to or exceeding the growth of RMG exports. The
imports of cotton recorded a growth rate of 17.3% and that of yarn recorded a
growth rate of 13.2% between 1991-92 and 2000-01. This implies that in the case
of yarn, not much import substitution occurred. This is further confirmed by the
very little growth rate, if any, of yarn production in the country during the same
period. 
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Table  II.1:  Production and Trade Structure of the RMG an 
Textile Sectors of Bangladesh

Year Production Production Domestic Import Import Import of Demand Export of
of Cotton of Yarn Fabric of of Fabric for Fabric RMG
(Thousand (Million for RMG Cotton Yarn (B/B L/C) for RMG (Million
Tons) Kgs.) (Million (Million (Million (Million (Million Dollar)

Meters) Dollar) Dollar) Dollar) Meters)

1991-92 14 60.50 — 71 92 741.11 1182.57
1992-93 16 60.60 — 82 127 874.39 1445.03
1993-94 26 51.50 45 72 168 1033.39 830 1555.78
1994-95 13 49.10 104 135 200 1522.73 1150 2228.35
1995-96 13 49.90 169 185 296 1432.72 1322 2547.11
1996-97 14 50.16 231 195 395 1265.55 1486 3001.24
1997-98 14 52.88 317 207 327 1529.28 1802 3783.63
1998-99 14 54.80 356 233 283 1389.05 1860 4020.10
1999-00 14 58.54 277 300 1580.91 2049 4352.39
2000-01 — 60.82 — 360 322 — — 4860.56
Source: Bangladesh Bank, Economic Trends, May 2002, Col. 1; Bangladesh Economic Survey,

different issues, Col.2; MOT and BTMA, Cols.3,7; Bangladesh Bank, Import Payments
2000- 01, Cols. 4,5,6; EPB, Col.8.

Production and Trade Structure of the Textile and
Apparel Industry without  SAARC Cumulation

Although according to BBS data, the domestic production level of yarn remained
static between 1991-92 and 2000-2001, with a decline of output in the first half of
the decade (i.e. first half of 90’s) and later rising to the previous level, the EPB
and the Ministry of Textile (MOT) reported a growth rate of 14.23% between
1993-94 and 1999-2000 (Table II.2). Anyhow, following the figure reported by
the EPB and the MOT, we projected the growth of domestic yarn production for
the period 2000-2001 to 2003-2004. For the same period, we projected the growth
of demand for fabrics for the production of RMG. In doing so, we used the input
(fabric) requirement reported by the EPB and the MOT for the year 1999-2000.
Further, we used the assumption that input requirement would grow at the same
rate of the growth of output i.e. the growth of the RMG exports. By subtracting
the domestic production of yarn from the total demand for yarn, we arrived at the
figures for imported yarn for RMG. For estimating the domestic supply of fabric
for RMG, we computed the ratio of the same to the total demand for fabric by the
RMG 
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Table  II.2 : Domestic Supply of Yarn and Fabric for 
RMG and Cash Subsidy 

Year Production Domestic Fabric Share of Domestic Fabric Cash Subsidy
of Yarn for RMG Fabric as % of total (Million Dollar)

(Million Kgs.) (Million Meters) (B/B L/C) fabric used in
in total Export RMG Export

(percent) (percent)
1991-92 — — 63.01 — 0.64
1992-93 — — 60.51 — 0.58
1993-94 63.20 45 66.42 5.06 1.94
1994-95 96.50 104 68.33 9.91 7.21
1995-96 113.00 169 56.25 13.04 10.77
1996-97 116.80 231 55.04 15.85 18.38
1997-98 139.70 317 49.90 17.93 49.68
1998-99 146.70 356 42.99 18.97 95.87
1999-00 167.57 — — — —
Source: BTMA, MOT, EPB, Bangladesh Bank.

sector for the period from 1993-94 to 1998-99 and then projected those ratios for
the years up to 2004, by extrapolation using simple time-trend values. This in turn
enabled us to compute the domestic supply of fabric for RMG for the period
between 2000-01 and 2003-04 (Table II.3). The estimation of domestic supply of
fabrics together with the total demand of fabrics for RMG allowed us to arrive at
the figures for imported fabric for RMG-production during the same period. The
values for the import of cotton and export of  RMG  have  been  projected  on  the 

Table II.3 : Projection of Production and Trade Structure of the 
RMG and Textile sector of Bangladesh (2000-01—2003-04)

Year Production Production Production Require Require Import of Import of Export of
of Cotton of Yarn of Fabric -ment of -ment of Fabric for Yarn for RMG
(Thousand (Million for RMG Fabric for Yarn for RMG RMG (Million
Tons) Kgs) (Million RMG RMG (Million (Million Dollar)

Meters) (Million (Million Meters) Kgs)
Meters) Kgs)

2000-01 14 191.42 576.54 2352.25 507.41 1775.71 315.99 4860.56*

2001-02 14 218.66 736.67 2700.39 582.50 1963.72 363.84 4583.80*

2002-03 14 249.77 931.56 3100.04 668.72 2168.48 418.95 5262.20

2003-04 14 285.32 1168.02 3558.85 767.68 2390.83 482.36 6041.00

Note: * actual values.
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basis of respective growth rates obtained, by fitting exponential trend line to the
time-series data for the period between 1991-92 and 1999-2000. For the cotton
production, the last available figure from the BBS has been quoted for the period
from 2000-2001 to 2003-2004 as no growth was observed in the preceding period.

The exercise reveals that in the year 2004, the terminal year of MFA, the domestic
yarn supplied to our RMG will increase to about 37% of total demand for RMG
production. In the same way, the domestic supply of fabrics for RMG production
will increase to about 33% of total demand for fabrics by the RMG sector.
However the growth of the domestic supply of both yarn and fabrics is somewhat
‘phony’. As mentioned before, the BBS has reported an almost static production
of yarn between 1991-92 and 2000-01 while BTMA and also EPB claim that yarn
production increased by about 14% during the same period. In the case of fabric
also, the same story goes. According to the BBS data, while fabric production
actually declined between 1991-92 and 1999-2000, the supply of fabric for RMG
production recorded a rapid increase according to the BTMA and the MOT. One
explanation for this observed contradiction in the production of yarn and fabric
may be that while total production declined or remained static, some of the
existing production of yarn and fabric were diverted towards the RMG sector by
the ‘lure’ of generous cash-incentive given by the Bangladesh Government under
the cash compensation scheme. This is reconfirmed by the strong negative
correlation between the growth of cash subsidy and the decline of imports of
fabrics and accessories through back-to-back L/C (the Pearsonian coefficient of
correlation being -.98). The strong negative correlation between the growth of
cash subsidy and the decline in the imports of fabrics, yarns and other accessories
under back-to-back L/C while indicates the replacement of imports by domestic
supply, it also suggests the dependence of the latter on the former at the same
time. And if this dependence is strong enough (there are also reasons to believe
so), the proposed reduction in the rate of cash subsidy from 25% to 15% is likely
to have a negative impact on the replacement of imports by domestic supply in the
case of yarn and fabrics in the future. In such a situation, the shares of domestic
supply of yarn and fabrics are going to be even smaller than those projected for
the year 2004. 

Analysis of the Production and Trade Structure of the Textile and
Apparel Industry with SAARC Cumulation 

Simple micro economics tells us that the rational producers will try to maximize
their profit. In order to do this they may want to raise the price of their product or
minimize the costs of inputs or both. Since our RMG exporters sell in a
competitive international market, so they are the ‘price-taker’, that is, for our
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RMG exports, price is given. So the other alternative left for our RMG producers
is to try to source inputs in such way that the costs will be minimum. Presently,
these producers receive subsidy from our Government if they use domestic inputs
(fabrics). It is needless to mention that this subsidy defray a part of the cost of
production of our RMG producers. Again, if the inputs are sourced locally, our
RMG products qualify for tariff-exemption in the EU market under the GSP
scheme. This is also equivalent to a reduction in the cost of production3. On the
other hand, if our RMG producers procure their inputs from abroad, neither they
receive any cash subsidy from our Government nor do their products qualify for
GSP benefits in the EU market. Naturally, the RMG producers will prefer
domestic inputs (fabrics) to imported inputs provided there is no quality or supply
constraint.

If P denotes the price of Bangladeshi RMG product in the EU market, CB denotes
the costs of input (fabrics) procured domestically in Bangladesh, CI denotes the
costs of imported inputs, T denotes the tariff exemption received under the GSP
scheme and S denotes the subsidy given by the Bangladesh Government to RMG
exports produced from domestic inputs, the profit function of the Bangladeshi
RMG exporters to the EU market may be given as follows: 

IID = P - (CB-T-S) or

= P - CB + T + S        .........................(1)

On the other hand, if our RMG exporters use imported input, their profit function
will stand as -

III = P - CI ..................... (2) 

Now our RMG exporters, as rational profit-maximizer, will prefer domestic inputs
as long as 

(P - CB + T + S) > (P - CI) .....................(3)

The condition (3) can be rewritten as

(CB -CI) < (T + S) ...................  (4)

Condition (4) implies that our RMG producers will prefer Bangladeshi input
(fabrics) to the imported inputs as long as the costs difference between domestic
inputs and imported inputs is less than the sum of tariff exemption (in the EU
market) and cash subsidy given by the Bangladesh Government. When the costs
difference is just equal to the sum of tariff exemption and cash subsidy, the RMG
producers will be indifferent between domestic inputs and imported inputs. And
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in the case of cost difference exceeding the tariff exemption and subsidy, the
RMG producers will definitely switch to imported inputs. This switching
tendency from domestic inputs to imported inputs will increase as the value of the
sum of tariff exemption and cash subsidy, (T+S), declines.

With the SC implemented, our RMG exports produced from imported inputs from
the SAARC region will qualify for either a maximum 12.8% tariff exemption i.e.
T=0 or a minimum 2% tariff exemption i.e. T= 10.8%. In both the cases, the value
of T declines and so does (T+S). As we have seen that the switching tendency
from the domestic inputs to the imported inputs increases with the decrease in the
value of (T+S), so it follows that with the SC implemented, there will be a
‘switching away’ from domestic inputs to imported inputs from the SAARC
region. Of course, the extent of such ‘switching’ from domestic inputs to imported
inputs (from the SAARC countries) will depend on the percentage of our RMG
exports produced from imported inputs that qualify for a full 12.8% tariff
exemption in the EU market. If this turns out to be a small fraction of the total
RMG exports, then not much ‘switching away’ from the domestic inputs to the
imported inputs from the SAARC countries is likely to occur.

However a much bigger switching is likely to take place in our external sourcing
of inputs. We know that currently about 80%4 of inputs (fabrics) for our RMG
production is procured from abroad—both SAARC countries and non-SAARC
countries. Even in the year 2004, as high as 67% of inputs for RMG production
will need to be imported. Presently, all Bangladesh RMG exports produced from
inputs (fabrics) imported from the SAARC and non- SAARC countries receive
similar tariff treatment in the EU countries. But when the SC is implemented,
RMG exports produced from imported inputs from the SAARC countries will
receive preferential tariff treatment (ranging from 2% to 12.8%). With this will be
added the advantage of ‘lead time’ reduction. This will create room for additional
profits to be made by the Bangladeshi RMG producers by simply ‘switching
away’ from their non-SAARC sources to SAARC source for input (fabrics)
supply. Thus following implementation of the SC there is going to be a big
‘switch’ from the non-SAARC to SAARC countries as far as the imports of fabric
for RMG production is concerned. 

The SC will allow our RMG producers to make savings on costs by switching the
procurement of inputs (fabrics) from non-SAARC to SAARC countries. This
savings by the RMG producers will be a net gain for themselves as well as for our
country. But if the same cost consideration makes our RMG producers to divert
their purchases of inputs (fabrics) from domestic source to other SAARC countries,
the RMG producers themselves may benefit but there will be a corresponding
production loss in our country, which will be a national loss for all of us.
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The available information indicates that presently the cost difference between
imported fabrics (from India) and local fabrics is about 40% i.e. imported fabrics
is 40% cheaper than the locally procured fabrics5. This 40% difference in input
cost has been more or less neutralized so long by the cash incentive (25%) given
by the Government of Bangladesh and the GSP benefit (12.8%) given by the EU
countries, in total, about (25+12.8=) 37.8%. But, from the current fiscal year, the
rate of cash incentive given by the Government will be reduced to 15%. This
means that the effective cost difference between the imported and domestic
fabrics will be widened for the RMG producers. In such a situation, the
enforcement of the SC will further widen this margin of effective cost difference
by the amount of GSP benefit (at least by 2%, if not by the full amount of 12.8%).
Thus the enforcement of the SC is likely to tilt the balance in favor of imported
fabrics at least to some extent. Consequently there is possibility of some domestic
production loss in the wake of implementation of the SC together with the current
reduction in cash incentive. The anticipation of such production loss has got some
supporting evidence in the year- to-year growth of imports of cotton, yarn and
fabrics in the past.

Table II.4 shows the year-to-year growth rate of imports of yarn, fabrics and
RMG. In the year 1997-98, there was a temporary derogation of the Rules of
Origin for availing GSP benefits. From October 1997 to December 1998, for
woven garments ‘one-stage’ and for knit garments ‘two-stage’ conversions were
required. This meant that woven garments produced from imported fabric would
have qualified for GSP benefits whereas the conversion requirement earlier was
‘one stage’ higher for each type of garments exports. By implication, this
temporary derogation of

Rules of Origin would have negative impact on the import of fabric because now
woven garments produced from imported fabric would qualify for GSP benefit.
On the other hand, in the case of import of fabric, the derogation of the Rules of
Origin supposed to have a positive impact. And this is what we find from the
Table above. In the year 1997-98, the import of yarn actually declined as expected
and the import of fabric registered a 20.8% growth whereas the previous years had
seen negative growth rates. This therefore confirms the view that the enforcement
of similar derogation in the Rules of Origin through SC is likely to have a negative
impact on the domestic production of fabrics6. Then what to do about SC? If it is
not enforced, our RMG exporters will be denied the opportunity of making
savings in terms of costs of production by relocating the sources of inputs.
Contrarily, if implemented, the SC is likely to result in the loss of domestic
production by the textile producers. This point of production-loss in the domestic
backward linkage industries has been highlighted prominently and rightly in the
paper prepared by the MOT on the subject.  
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A Brief Evaluation of the Paper prepared by the
Ministry of Textiles on the SAARC Cumulation 

The apprehension that domestic production of fabric may decline following
implementation of the SC has been rightly pointed out by the MOT in
recommending against the enforcement of SC. The other arguments put forward
are, however, not so strong. For instance, it has been pointed out that the mills
under the BTMA with a yearly production capacity of 510 million meters
produced only 123.3 million meters of woven fabrics which was slightly more
than 17% of the total fabric requirement for exports in the year 2001. Despite 75%
under-utilization of capacity, MOT recommends massive investment in the textile
sector in the rather misplaced hope that Bangladesh will be self-sufficient in fabric
production by the year 2004 or so. Similarly, the argument that after the
enforcement of the SC, the EU countries will prefer the fabric producing countries
when placing orders for RMG because of fresh acquaintance with them or because
it will save their costs of transporting fabrics to the RMG producing country like
Bangladesh is also not well-founded. The enforcement of SC may entice the EU
importers to have rapport with the fabric suppliers in the SAARC countries, but
imports of RMG from those countries will not qualify for zero-tariff access in the
EU market. 
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TABLE II.4 : Year-to-Year Growth of Imports and 
Demand of Inputs for RMG  

Year Import Year-to- Import of Year-to- Demand for Year-to-
of Yarn Year Fabric Year Fabric for Year
(Million Growth (B/B L/C) Growth RMG Growth
Dollar) (Million (Million

Dollar) Meters)

1991-92 92 — 741.11 —
1992-93 127 38.0 874.39 18.0
1993-94 168 32.3 1033.39 18.2 830
1994-95 200 19.0 1522.73 47.4 1150 38.6
1995-96 296 48.0 1432.72 -6.0 1322 15.0
1996-97 395 33.4 1265.55 -11.7 1486 12.4
1997-98 327 -17.2 1529.28 20.8 1802 21.3
1998-99 283 -13.5 1389.05 -9.2 1860 3.2
1999-2000 300 6.0 1580.91 13.8 2049 10.2
2000-01 322 7.3



Finally, it is true that in a competitive free market world, every firm/industry/
sector of production should compete and survive on its own efficiency. In our
particular case, it is not economically just and efficient to ask the RMG sector to
purchase inputs from the domestic textile sector at a price higher than the
international one as much as it will be unjust to ask the domestic textile sector to
supply inputs to the RGM sector at a price lower than the international one just to
keep the latter internationally competitive. Nevertheless, the fact remains that the
enforcement of SC, though may be beneficial for the RMG sector, may still lead
to production-loss in the domestic textile sector and this may not be acceptable
from the national point of view.

So, is there a solution that will allow the RMG sector to benefit from the
implementation of SC without causing production-loss in the domestic textile
sector? Here we present, first, the theoretical sketch of such a solution.

SAARC Cumulation without the Loss of Domestic 
Production: A Theoretical Analysis7

Short Term Benefits
Savings in terms of costs of production 

Under the GSP Scheme, the exports from Bangladesh to the EU countries are
entitled to receive 12.8% tax-exemption. This means, Bangladeshi exporters are
able to enjoy a cost-advantage of 12.8% vis-a-vis exporters from other countries
in the EU market. However, in order to avail this cost-advantage, the EU Rules of
Origin (RO) required previously that the inputs going into the production of
Bangladeshi exports should have been entirely of local origin. But under the
SAARC Cumulation System, Bangladeshi exports to the EU market will be able
to enjoy the same advantage even if the inputs for exports of Bangladesh are
sourced from India and other SAARC countries.

Now if the inputs for producing exports could be procured at the same costs from
both domestic source and the SAARC countries, Bangladeshi exporters would be
indifferent between the two sources. If, however, the inputs for exports could be
sourced at, say x percent cheaper price, from the SAARC countries, then the cost-
advantage of the Bangladeshi exporters in the EU market would stand at (12.8+x)
percent. This would lead to a direct saving by the Bangladeshi exporters in the EU
market as shown in the following diagram: Let us assume that SS is the supply
curve of Bangladeshi exportables to the EU countries without GSP benefit. DD is
the normal downward sloping demand curve (Fig.II.1). The equilibrium price and
quantity of exportables are, respectively, OPo and OEo. Now, with the GSP benefit
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consequently the market for exportables will expand to E2. The gains from
additional trade-creation are represented by the triangular area Q1Q2Q3 in the
figure above.

Short Term Losses 

Loss from Trade Diversion

However, corresponding to the gains from the simple implementation of the
SAARC Cumulation System, there are some losses also to be incurred. This loss
will arise because of trade-diversion. Since the producers of our exportables are
likely to procure inputs, after implementation of the SAARC Cumulation System,
from the SAARC countries, our domestic input suppliers will lose business to the
extent our exporters procure inputs from the SAARC countries. So the positive
savings made by our exporters on input costs will be offset by the negative trade
diversion effect on our domestic input suppliers, following implementation of the
SAARC Cumulation System. In the extreme case when all the inputs for
exportables are procured from the SAARC countries, Bangladeshi input
producers will lose business equal to the area P1OE1Q1 and the net loss will be
equal to the area P2OE1Q2 (net of savings made by the exporters equal to
P1Q1Q2P2).

Overall Short-Term Gains/Losses

The overall gains/losses from the implementation of the SAARC Cumulation
System will depend on the size of the rectangle P2OE1Q2 and the triangle Q1Q2Q3.
If the area of  Q1Q2Q3 exceeds that of the rectangle P2OE1Q2, then there are clear
short-term gains to be had from the implementation of the SAARC Cumulation
System. In the opposite case, however, the short-term loss is evident. 

Long-Term Loss 

Growth of the Linkage Industries

With the short term gains/losses we should take into account the long term losses
arising from the impact of the SAARC Cumulation System on the growth of the
backward linkage industries. Although we cannot venture to depict this loss
diagrammatically, it is for sure that if the implementation of the SAARC
Cumulation System diverts the domestic demand for inputs to the SAARC
countries, it will impair the future growth our of industries producing inputs for
our exportables. 
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Should the SAARC-Cumulation System Stay or Go?

The question that naturally arises is whether the SAARC Cumulation System
should stay or go. The answer to this question becomes somewhat subjective.
While it is possible to make an estimate of the gain and loss quantitatively for the
short term, to make a similar estimate for the long term becomes rather complex
and not so definite. Those who put more weight to the long term losses that are
assumed to follow from the implementation of the SAARC Cumulation System,
will reject the short term gain, if any, very lightly. According to them, if we go for
the implementation of the SAARC Cumulation System, we may make short term
gain but we may be loser in the long run. On the other hand, if we opt against the
implementation of the SAARC Cumulation System, we will perhaps prevent the
long term losses but the short term gains, if any, will be foregone. 

So, is there a way that will enable us to avail the short-term gains without
sacrificing the long run benefits? Here we suggest an alternative way and
demonstrate that it takes care of both the short term and long term interests of the
country. What is that alternative? It is a crafty implementation of the SC: (i) Go
for the implementation of the SAARC Cumulation System and (ii) impose an
export duty on the exportables, produced from imported inputs and destined for
the EU countries (qualified for GSP facility), to match the GSP-benefit obtainable
on our exports to the EU. The latter measure will take away the advantage of using
the imported inputs over the domestic inputs following implementation of the
SAARC Cumulation System. (iii) However, a certain portion of the exportables
produced from the imported inputs and destined for the EU market may  be
exempted from this proposed export-duty provided that a corresponding pre-
specified level of similar exports has been made using domestic inputs. (iv) The
ratio of the exports made from imported inputs and qualifying for exemption from
the export-duty vis-a-vis the exports made from domestic inputs will depend on
the supply capacity of domestic inputs and the amount of expected increase in
exports resulting from the implementation of the SAARC Cumulation System.
This will put the supply curve S3S3 (in the Figure) of our exports to the EU market
a little higher than the one with simple implementation of the SAARC
Cumulation System, SS2.

The resulting gain from trade-creation, Q1Q4Q5, though a little smaller, is
nevertheless positive. There is also short-term savings in terms of input costs
equal to P1Q1Q5P3. Additionally, the net short-term loss from trade-diversion,
P3OE2Q5, and the long term loss in terms of negative effect on the growth of the
backward linkage industries are both escaped. Thus a crafty implementation of the
SAARC Cumulation System will enable Bangladesh to reap the short-term
benefits without surrendering both the short term and long term gains. 
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In concrete terms, the abovementioned ‘crafty implementation’ of the SC may be
interpreted as follows: We have seen that the domestic supply of fabrics for
RMG will stand at roughly 33% of the RMG exports9. So our exporters of
RMG may be granted GSP certificate (Certificate of Origin Form A) for 200
taka worth export produced from imported inputs (fabrics) for every 100 taka
worth export produced from domestic input (fabric). Otherwise, the exports
of RMG (to the EU) produced from imported fabrics may be subjected to an
export tax equal to the amount of GSP benefits (2%, if value-addition is less
than 50%, or 12.8%, if value-addition is more than 50%) in order to qualify
for the Certificate of Origin Form A to be issued by the Government of
Bangladesh. The implementation of the SC in this manner is expected to prevent
the loss of domestic textile production while allowing the RMG exporters to obtain
GSP benefits on exports made from imported fabrics and also make savings in
terms of costs of production from the cheaper imported inputs.

SAARC Cumulation on Non-Textile Exports  

Another argument in favor of implementing the SC will be its possible beneficial
effects on non- textile exports of Bangladesh to the EU market. Recently the EU
has offered that everything but arms (EBA) from the LDCs may enter the EU
market free of duty. This means that the SAARC cumulation rules can be applied
to all sorts of products except the harmful ones like arms, drugs etc..

Table II.5 shows the commodities that are currently exported to the EU countries
and which may benefit from the implementation of SC. Vegetables, fruits, spices,

Abul Kalam Azad : The SAARC Cumulation--Should We Take it or Leave it? 25

TABLE II.5 : Non-Textile Exports to the EU Countries 

Items of Export Country of Exports Value of Exports in 1999-2000
(Thousand US $)

Vegetables UK, Germany, Italy, France, 3657
Netherlands, Switzerland, 
Sweden, Belgium, Greece

Fruits Switzerland
Bicycle UK, Germany, Denmark, 10058

Belgium, Ireland
Stainless steel UK, Germany, Netherlands 734
Tableware
Spices EU countries
Source: EPB, Export Statistics 2000-2001.



bicycle, stainless steel tablewares etc. are presently exported to the EU countries
from Bangladesh. We can import these commodities and parts thereof from India
and other SAARC countries and may re-export them to the EU after full or partial
processing in Bangladesh, taking the advantage of tariff-exemption  given under
the GSP scheme.

2005 and Beyond

The year 2005 will be a milestone in the evolution of the free trade regime
worldwide. The previous 31st night would have seen the end of the MFA and
January 2005 will welcome the return of textile trade within the fold of worldwide
free trade regime envisaged   by the WTO. Good or bad, it is true that Bangladesh
has been one of the beneficiaries of the outgoing MFA regime. The year 2005 will
see an end to such benefits flowing from the MFA. Consequently, Bangladesh will
have to face competition in the international market from all the WTO member
countries – not only from the countries of the SAARC region. Bangladesh will
have to be ready to face fierce competition in all of its exports including the RMG
exports. In that competition, the ‘key’ to success will be the competitive
advantage enjoyed by Bangladeshi producers vis-à-vis their international
counterparts— particularly in India and Pakistan.

Competitive Advantage & Spinning

Available information confirms the common idea that both India and Pakistan
enjoy natural advantage over Bangladesh in producing yarn. This advantage stems
from the supply of raw material (cotton), because both India and Pakistan produce
cotton which Bangladesh imports  from these two countries, among others. Since
the raw materials are the major cost item in the spinning process, accounting for
around 65% of the total yarn costs, Bangladesh will be trailing behind these
countries as far as the production of yarn is concerned. Considering the glut in
yarn supply in the international market, Bangladesh should consider, as a matter
of policy, whether it should try to specialize in yarn production.

Competitive Advantage and Weaving

Weaving is the next higher stage after spinning in the textile production and
therefore involves more processing than yarn production. Following the logic of
Heckscher-Ohlin’s Factor-Endowment Theory, it is in this stage where
Bangladesh can use its cheap labor supply, production skill and ingenuity to
overcome the natural disadvantage in the lower ladder (spinning) of textile
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production. The cost structure of new weaving projects show that in this stage of
production Bangladesh stands at a comparable level with India and Pakistan as far
as the cost of production of fabrics is concerned.

Dumping by India and China

Regarding the Indian and Chinese dumping practices in fabric supply, it may be
pointed out that in the year 2005, MFA will be abolished and redress will be
available from the WTO against ‘harmful’ dumping as both of them are members
of the WTO.

Financial Assistance 

Besides, Bangladesh will be able to provide, if she desires and can afford, indirect
financial support to textile production via incentives to RMG exports and she can
do so without violating the WTO-rule until her per capita income reaches 1000
US dollar benchmark.  

Section III
Conclusions and Recommendations

In the present study, we have examined the past growth and performance of our
RMG and Textile sectors, their present state and future prospects both before and
after the abolition of the MFA in the year 2004. We have also tried to analyze the
impact of the SC on the performance of our RMG and Textile sectors. 

It has been found that the EU takes about 70% of our Knit-RMG exports and more
than 45% our woven RMG exports, which is indicative of the importance of the
EU as a destination of our exports in general and RMG exports in particular.
Again it has been observed that nearly 70% of fabric requirement of our knit-
RMG exports and only about 20% of the fabric requirement of the woven-RMG
exports are met from domestic source thus making them eligible for GSP benefits
offered by the EU.

It has been further observed that if the RMG exports and the domestic supply of
fabrics continue to grow at the current rates, the latter will meet roughly 33% of
the total fabric requirement for the RMG exports in the year 2004.

The theoretical analysis of the impact of the SC has revealed that if the SC is not
implemented, it will deprive Bangladesh from the short term benefits of savings
to be accrued from cheap imported inputs, GSP coverage of RMG exports

Abul Kalam Azad : The SAARC Cumulation--Should We Take it or Leave it? 27



produced from imported fabrics (from SAARC countries) and also from the
additional exports resulting from the additional trade-creation. On the other hand,
the exercise adequately demonstrated that the short term gains from the SC may
be far outweighed by the production-loss due to trade-diversion effects and its
negative impact on the growth of the domestic backward linkage industries to the
RMG sector.

The theoretical exercise further demonstrates that a crafty implementation of the
SC will enable the country to escape the negative trade-diversion loss and its
effect on the growth of the domestic Textile industry. Since the domestic fabric
supply for the export-oriented RMG is projected to stand at roughly 33% of the
total demand, the said crafty implementation of the SC may be designed as
follows: Go  for enforcement of the SC. But exports to the EU of RMG made
of imported fabric and eligible for GSP may be subjected to an export tax
equal to the GSP benefit (2%, if value-addition is less than 50%, or 12.8%, if
value-addition is more than 50%). However, such export taxes may be
waived for 200 taka worth RMG exports for every 100 taka worth exports of
the same produced from domestic fabrics.

As regards the comparative advantage of Bangladesh in RMG and Textile
production vis-a-vis India and Pakistan, it has been pointed out that Bangladesh’s
natural advantage is likely to lie at the upper end of the manufacturing process. So
Bangladesh should do better in specializing in cutting-making (RMG), fabric
processing and weaving instead of spinning, at least initially.

Further it has been shown that Bangladesh’s RMG exports are likely to face stiff
competition in the post-MFA period but Bangladesh, as an LDC, can take the
advantage granted by the WTO of continuing present financial assistance to the
RMG exports till her per capita income level reaches the 1000 US dollar
benchmark.   

Notes

Section   I

1. International Business & Technical Consultants , Inc., ‘Report on Impact of
SAARC Cumulation Agreement on Bangladesh  RMG and Textile sectors and on
the Overall Economy of Bangladesh’, report  submitted to the Ministry of
Commerce, GOB, Dhaka, December, 2000.

2.      Rahman, M  and D. Bhattacharya, ‘Regional Cumulation facility under EC-GSP :
Strategic Response from  Short and Medium term Perspective’,  Center  for  Policy
Dialogue (CPD),  Dhaka, Nov. 2000.
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3. When the product of two or more countries of a regional group are used in
manufacturing a particular commodity, conflict or uncertainties may arise
regarding the originating status of the product. RO specifies the criteria for the
determination of origin of different products in such cases for tariff purpose.

4. The stages of conversion are as follows: 
Stage 1:  conversion of cotton to yarn (spinning)
Stage 2:  conversion of yarn to fabrics (weaving)
Stage 3: conversion of fabric to RMG (cutting & making)  

5. Rahman, M and D Bhattacharya, op. cit., p. 5.

6. Currently, similar regional cumulation are allowed by the EU to countries
belonging to three regional groupings, for instance, the Association of South east
Asian Nations (ASEAN), Central American Common Market (CACOM) and the
Andean group. 

7. The BTMA claims that presently they supply roughly 20% of the fabric required
for woven RMG and about 70% of the fabric requirement  of the  knit RMG.

Section II

1. International Business & Technical Consultants, Inc., and Rahman and
Bhattacharya, op. cit.

2. Rahman & Bhattacharya op. cit. p.11.

3. It should noted that the duty rebate under the GSP is actually received by the
importer of RMG in the importing country. Nevertheless, the effect of the scheme
provides an edge to the Bangladeshi exporters over the potential competitors and
works as a force similar to that causing rightward shift of the supply curve.

4. Domestic fabric supply for RMG, according to BTMA, was about 19% in the year
1999-2000 while the BGMEA claims it to be around 10%. 

5. One study shows that price difference between Chinese fabric and Bangladeshi
fabric is 43 to 51% in some cases. Since India is a rival supplier of China in
Bangladesh, so the price of Indian fabric also should be similarly competitive. Dr.
Martelli Associates, ‘Bangladesh Textile Study’, IFC, Washington, D.C, May 1999. 

6. This is exactly what the MOT apprehends strongly. MOT, ‘Recommendation on the
SAARC cumulation in respect of Five Categories of RMG exports to the EU under
the GSP Scheme’, March 2002.

7. This analysis has been reproduced from Azad, A.K., ‘A Theoretical Note on the
SAARC Cumulation System’, paper presented at XIV Biennial Conference of the
Bangladesh Economic Association held at Dhaka on 18-20 September 2002.
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8. Because of cost advantage resulting from the use of imported inputs and because of
huge supply of inputs (from imports) compared to domestic supply.

9. Although, according to BTMA, the rate of GSP-utilization has been 46% in the
year 2001, around 35% of that took place in the knit-Garments exports. It is the
woven-Garment exports which is our weak point as far as the domestic supply of
fabric is concerned. And here the implementation of SC is likely to yield benefits.   
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Issues and Prospects of Free Trade Agreements for
Bangladesh: Theory and Experience*

Jyoti Prakash Dutta**

1. INTRODUCTION

Regional cooperation or integration, as is often interchangeably used, particularly
in the form of trade–related agreements, either bilateral or multilateral, have now
become more than ever a global phenomenon. In fact, the world now is divided
into several trade blocs. In almost all parts of the globe, Latin and North America,
Western Europe, Africa, Southeast and South Asia; regional cooperation in one
form or another, is at work today with varying degrees of integration of
participating countries, which is usually considered as an important policy option
in a second best world for growth and development. Bangladesh, as a member of
least developed countries, also opted for this popular but not uncontroversial
policy option only very recently in the mid 1980s through taking the initiative of
forming SAARC (South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation) in 1985,
although SAARC is not a trade agreement rather a broad forum for mutual
collaboration in economic, social, cultural, scientific and technical fields. Later,
however, in order to promote cooperation for pursuing common economic
objectives of the region, SAARC countries decided to establish Preferential
Trading Arrangement (PTA) the agreement of which was signed in 1993 as
SAPTA or SAARC Preferential Trading Arrangement (the rounds I, II, and III
have already been implemented in 1995, 1996, and 1998 respectively) and also
embarked upon a program of establishing a Free Trade Area called South Asian
Free Trade Area (SAFTA) by 2001. In order to reap the full benefits of
cooperation through further liberalization of trade, the SAARC Chamber of
Commerce and Industry (SCCI) has recently expressed its interest to form a
SAARC Economic Union by 2008. These are all multilateral initiatives in South
Asia. On the bilateral front, South Asian nations are also engaged in regional

* This paper was presented at the Regional Conferance of Bangladesh Economic Association on
Regional cooperation, Public Expenditure Reforms and Industrialization held in Chittagong
University on 24 December 2003.
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cooperation through creating Free Trade Areas (FTAs) on bilateral basis. For
example, Srilanka and India have signed an agreement on FTA in 1998. Following
the suits of other nations in the region, Bangladesh, very recently, has started
showing her keen interest for bilateral free trade agreements with India, Srilanka
and Pakistan and, with that end in view, has held several rounds of talks with these
countries in the mean time. Her recent initiative to actively participate in the
BIMSTEC (Bangladesh, India, Myanmar, Srilanka and Thailand Economic
Cooperation) through a framework of agreement on FTA to be signed on February
10, 2004 in Bangkok, Thailand, and interest aired in the last OIC summit held in
Malaysia to form an Islamic Common Market are quite indicative of present
regime’s optimistic attitude towards one or other form of regional cooperation as
an effective policy option for harnessing development potentialities of the
country. The main objective of the present paper is to have an overview of the
issues relevant for Bangladesh with respect to regional cooperation particularly in
the form of FTA – both bilateral and multilateral, and the possible benefits and
costs that could emanate from these agreements in the short–run as well as in the
medium and long–run. Accordingly, the paper is structured as follows. Section 2
briefly presents different concepts or dimensions of regional cooperation. Section
3 dwells upon the theory of regional cooperation with special emphasis on FTA
along with some of its major benefits and costs. Section 4 reports some
experience of cooperation from across the globe. Section 5 illustrates the issues
and prospects of SAPTA and SAFTA along with the bilateral talks of Bangladesh
on FTA. Section 6 concludes the paper with some policy suggestions.

2. FORMS OF REGIONAL COOPERATION:

Regional cooperation may assume different forms. The simplest form of
cooperation could begin with a sectoral approach, where contracting countries
could select one or more specific sectors or areas for effective cooperation in the
profiles of production, choice of technology, marketing, government policies, etc.
The process of regional cooperation in Europe, in fact, started in this way
following a proposal of the then French foreign minister, Robert Schuman, for
pooling European coal and steel resources.1 In 1952, European Coal and Steel
Community was established and by the end of 1954 nearly all custom duties,
quota restrictions and other barriers to community trade in coal, coke, pig-iron and
scrap iron had been removed.2

Preferential Trading Arrangements (PTA) can be considered as an offshoot of
this form of cooperation where the contracting countries offer not a single product
or products of a single sector rather a list of products and services in which they
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are willing to provide preferential market access in their economies to other
members of the group. Under this arrangement, the contracting countries need to
arrive at a consensus for the extent of phased reduction in the tariff and non-tariff
barriers on a preferential basis for the suppliers of other member countries. This
product-by-product approach indeed implies a very slow process of cooperation,
which, however, can be hastened by agreeing upon across the board tariff
reduction. 

The PTA is an interim step towards establishing a Free Trade Area (FTA). A
FTA is also considered to be a loose form of cooperation where member countries
agree to remove tariffs and other barriers to trade, while each member country
retains its own commercial policy to countries outside FTA. The aim of FTA is to
partly, or in the end, to totally, eliminate customs duties and restrictions to trade
between them. As each member of a FTA keeps its own custom tariff and
commercial policy in force toward outsiders, rules are needed to determine which
goods inside the area can move freely from one country to another. In other words,
it is basically the rules of origin that are very important for FTA. Examples of
FTAs include the EFTA (European Free Trade Agreement), NAFTA (North
American Free Trade Agreement formed in 1993 by the U.S., Canada and
Mexico), Mercosur (in Latin America formed in 1991 by Argentina, Brazil,
Paraguay & Uruguay), Andean Pact (reactivated as FTA in 1990 by Bolivia,
Colombia, Ecuador, Peru and Venezuela), Group of 3 (G 3 – a FTA includes
Colombia, Mexico and Venezuela), Caricom (in the Caribbean) and AFTA
(ASEAN Free Trade Area established in 1992).

A Customs Union is deeper than FTA with respect to commitments within which
trade restrictions are abolished but which has a concerted commercial policy
towards non-members and common external tariff on imports from them, though
the tariff rates may vary between commodities. 

Even higher order of cooperation is the Common Market in which, in addition
to the common external tariff and the concerted commercial policy of the custom
union, it aims at establishing a unified market area with the free movement of
good, services and factors of production (viz., labor and capital). The European
Common Market until 1992 is a conspicuous example of functional common
market. 

The highest and most organized form of cooperation is the Economic
Community or Economic Union which not only aims at achieving common
external tariff and commercial policy and removal of restrictions on trade of
goods, services and factors of production within the union, but also aims at
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harmonizing agricultural and industrial policies, concerted monetary, fiscal and
exchange rate policies as a step to a common currency and a common central
bank. The European Union is currently passing through such a critical phase of
regional cooperation. 

3. THEORY OF FREE TRADE AGREEMENT

Typically, the stylized analyses based on static models assume that under free
trade agreements all tariff and non-tariff barriers are completely dismantled and
that all the effects of liberalization materialize. They also assume that all other
basic parameters – import and export elasticities, technology, structure of
preferences – remain fixed. In short, demand and supply functions are altered only
by the modified tariff structure. But when partial equilibrium techniques are used,
existing studies, following Jacob Viner (1953)3, estimate trade creation and
trade diversion effects on consumers, producers and government4. Generally
speaking, a FTA or customs union has effects on both the export and import sides.
New export opportunities to partner countries yield net trade-creation effects and
are beneficial; but the net import effects may be ambiguous, and depends, among
others, on the size of the countries and pre-existing trade flows.

Thus the theory of Customs Union, following Viner, and the mainstream
theoretical research on the subject, suggests certain degree of uncertainty of net
gains that might accrue from regional trade agreements particularly FTAs. It is,
therefore, difficult to pass any categorical judgments on the economic impacts of
any kind of trade–related cooperation mentioned in the preceding section. In static
and partial equilibrium settings, the basic concepts of the theory are those of trade
creation and trade diversion. Trade creation affects the economy favorably while
the trade diversion adversely affects the economy. An agreement (a FTA or
Customs Union) is more likely to lead to trade creation if (a) the contacting
countries are actually competitive but potentially complementary, (b) the cost
differentials between the countries in goods they both produce is larger, (c) the
initial tariff differentials between the contacting countries is greater, (d) the
volume of trade originally covered by the contacting countries is larger, and the
losses caused by trade diversion would be smaller if the tariffs to the countries
outside FTA (rest of the world) is smaller5. But the static and partial equilibrium
approaches have their own theoretical pitfalls. The analysis of trade creation and
trade diversion effects in static sense simulates the trade impacts of FTA at a
particular point in time (say a year) and, therefore, is unable to capture the effects
if tariff reductions are phased in over a period (say 10 or 12 years). Again, the
partial equilibrium analysis is only capable of capturing the trade impacts of FTA.
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But, as we all know, FTA will not only affect trade alone; through trade it will also
impact overall growth, income distribution, employment, industrial structure,
technology, foreign direct investment (FDI), etc. Since the empirical foundation
of dynamic analysis is still weak, comparative static analysis using Applied
General Equilibrium (AGE) or Computable General Equilibrium (CGE) models
are largely used in simulating the effects of FTA or Customs Union or any other
form of regional cooperation. Keeping these theoretical loopholes in mind, let us
see what could be the benefits and costs FTA in a competitive situation.    

FTA is generally built on strategic considerations arising from imperfect and
incomplete market at home and abroad, which handicap the spread of efficiency
gains in certain sectors and the development of new productive patterns with
progressively higher degree of value-added. The conventional literature on the
benefits and costs of FTA focuses attention in a framework of competitive
equilibrium. In this framework, FTA is beneficial if the effects of trade creation
(shift toward cheaper sources of supply) are larger than those of trade diversion
(shift toward more costly source of supply). The crucial issue, however, is how
benefits and costs are measured. Apart from trade creation through guaranteed
market access, FTA ensures economic efficiency in different product lines through
raising competition and promoting specialization in regional market, balances
regional investment pattern, creates potential platform for non-traditional
products, helps exploit externalities through providing foreign market as catalyst,
etc. Moreover, in the face of economies of scale, what otherwise would be costly
trade diversion can eventually become a cost-reducing welfare-enhancing effect.
Expansion of regional market can also attract FDI. These, however, are all
potential benefits of FTA rather than guaranteed outcomes, which will ultimately
depend on nature of policy environment under which FTAs operate. The most
frequently cited costs are as follows:6

(a) FTA can divert trade away from possibly more efficient firms, which are
located in non-member countries. This has costs for domestic consumers
and for non-member countries that lose market share. The trade diversion
risks locking the partner economies into patterns of inefficient production.

(b) FTA can improve the terms of trade of member countries at the expense of
non-member countries and give rise to incentives for maintaining or
increasing protection.

(c) While FTA induces FDI in the expanded regional market, it can locate
unevenly and, in the absence of harmonized incentives, may be a source of
competition among partners and thereby may cause fiscal drain. 
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(d) Benefits are often asymmetrically distributed and initially concentrated in
some members while others are dependent on uncertain spillover effects (in
multilateralism).

(e) An explosion of FTA creates a spaghetti pattern of agreements with multiple
hubs and spokes that give rise to distortions of trade, administrative costs,
rent seeking and a difficult to predict distribution of gains among countries.

(f) The emergence of FTA can create defensive reactions, in which a country
joins an agreement not because it is the best option, but because of the real
or potential costs of being left out of an integration process.

(g) Finally, FTA distracts attention from multilateral rounds of liberalization
and delays further unilateral opening.

Before we conclude the section, we want to iterate that evaluating the benefits and
costs of FTA is no easy task. Part of the problem is the nature of the subject matter
because it is a complex general equilibrium phenomenon with dynamic process,
making it difficult to dissect for purposes of causal explanation. Moreover, a
short-run analysis is incomplete because, when an agreement becomes successful,
one expects to see initial costs compensated by benefits that play out over the
medium and long run. Besides, FTA is usually evaluated in the light of what
would have happened in its absence. Moreover, economists are interested in
measuring changes in welfare; given the complications of defining this for a
particular country they often use a proxy expressed in summary statistic reflecting
growth in trade. However, conclusions about FTA rarely are based on the entire
story. Much of the debate centers on static trade creation and trade diversion
effects. This is partly because many economists consider these effects to be the
fundamental dimension for evaluating FTA. One problem, however, is that the
static analysis frequently uses a partial competitive equilibrium framework to
jump to general conclusions about a process that is a general equilibrium
phenomenon. Consequently, dynamic approach is resorted to, which is still weak.
Nevertheless, the models of dynamics are sufficiently specified to suggest that the
benefits behind the dynamics of FTA are potentially large. It is therefore worth the
effort to go beyond static trade creation-diversion analysis (which has its
ambiguous dimensions as well) to begin to better understand, even if only very
imperfectly, the longer-term dynamics. What we should remember is that any sort
of transformation has costs. So FTA will involve some unwanted trade diversion
costs. However, countries justify these costs by the greater benefits that are
expected, which are spread over a longer period of time.

4. EXPERIENCE OF FTA IN OTHER REGIONS
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4.1 Mexico and Latin America

In the 1980s Mexico went through a very acute debt crisis, caused by
macroeconomic imbalances, inefficient policies and highly protected import-
substituting industries. To get rid of these economic ailments, it rapidly started
stabilization and structural adjustment in 1983. It liberalized trade by lowering its
protection rate to a maximum of 20 per cent and completely freed 75 per cent of
its production7. It also opened up its capital market. In 1993, it became the
member of NAFTA (North American Free Trade Area, the other two members are
the United States and Canada) and signed a number of bilateral trade agreements
with many Latin American countries like Chile (1991), Bolivia (1994), Costa
Rica (1994), Colombia (1994), Venezuela (1994), Nicaragua (1998), etc. As a
result of opening up the economy and signing regional trade agreements – both
bilateral and multilateral, massive foreign investment, approximately US$15
billion a year, was attracted to Mexico8. Its industrial production grew rapidly
with widening diversity. Employment in its manufacturing sector increased, and
its industrial production was restructured, not destroyed. In other words, overall
unemployment did not increase because of FTA, as was feared initially, rather it
was observed that more jobs were created in Mexico as a result of accession to
NAFTA. But wage structure followed the same pattern as in the U.S., with higher
wages for skilled workers and stagnating or decreasing wages for unskilled
workers 9 (the Stolper-Samuelson Theorem10).  

Not only Mexico, the 1990s witnessed a wave of regional integration in Latin
America where as many as 15 agreements – FTA and customs union – were
signed. Between 1990 and 1997, the region’s exports expanded by 95 per cent;
imports grew even faster, at 127 per cent11. Imports as a percentage GDP now
equal more than 20 per cent, up from 10 per cent in 199012. Moreover, the region’s
growth of imports has consistently exceeded that recorded at the world level:
according to WTO estimates, the value of world imports grew by an average 7 per
cent a year between 1990 and 1996, compared to 15 per cent for Latin America13. 

4.2 APEC Countries

With the help of an Applied General Equilibrium (AGE) model called Global
Trade Analysis Project (GTAP), Philip D. Adams simulates the effects of trade
liberalization on the APEC countries, taking in the U.S., Japan, Canada, and most
of the South-East Asian nations14. The simulations, using a multi-country AGE
model with 37 commodity types and up to 20 regions of the world, conclude that
at the macroeconomic level, the trade liberalization generates an increase in the

Jyoti Prakash Dutta: Issues and Prospects of Free Trade Agreements for Bangladesh 37



capital stock and hence in real GDP in all regions other than the rest of the world,
which maintains existing barriers to trade. Domestic consumption is assumed to
expand in line with GDP but investment expands with the capital stock, i.e., more
rapidly than GDP. Hence, overall domestic spending in each APEC region
expands more than GDP and their trade balances move towards deficit. Imports
expand sharply when protection is reduced. Exports are stimulated by
depreciations of the real exchange rate. The analysis further observes that the
implications for each region’s industries primarily depend on the extent to which
the trade liberalization exposes the industries to additional import competition
and on industries’ export orientation. Examples of sectors, which are strongly
stimulated by the liberalization, are the agricultural industries of Australia, New
Zealand and Taiwan; and some of the manufacturing sectors (e.g., textiles,
clothing and footwear and chemical products) of South-East Asia. Transport is the
sector, which, overall is adversely affected by trade liberalization15. The paper
finally concludes that trade liberalization offers large long-term benefits in terms
of increased GDP to those which liberalize.

4.3 Morocco and Tunisia

In 1995, Morocco and Tunisia – the first two Arab countries, signed Association
Agreements that committed them to integrate into a FTA with the European Union
(EU). The implementation of the agreements is scheduled to take place over 12
years, and it is still not clear how effective the FTA will be before the time is up.
But the impacts of FTA on the economies of these two North African lower
middle-income countries in the last few years were rather clear, of course in a
comparative static sense. During the period 1990 and 1995, the real GDP growth
rates of Morocco and Tunisia were 1.0 and 4.0 per cent respectively. But between
the period 1995 and 2002, Morocco and Tunisia registered relatively fair growth
rates, which were 3.4 and 5.1 per cent respectively16. The performance in the
foreign sector was also noticeable. The exports/GDP ratio (or export propensity)
of Morocco which was about 26% in 1995, stood at 30% in 2002. The
corresponding figures for Tunisia were 40.5% and 44.3%. More specifically,
export shares in Morocco and Tunisia both increased during the first half of the
1990s, stabilizing afterwards until 2001 when they experienced a significant
rise17. From the data available in the website of the World Bank, it is observed that
trade openness (or trade ratio) in Morocco measured as the sum of real exports
and imports of goods and services as a share of real GDP increased from 58.53%
in 1995 to 64.48% in 2002. The corresponding figures for Tunisia are 86.55% and
94.2%18. Although the FDI figures for Tunisia are not readily available, the World
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Bank data show that the FDI in Morocco in 1992 was U.S.$503 million, which
stood at U.S.$2658 million in 2001. 

However, there are economists who observe no significant correlation between
trade policy reforms of the countries like Mexico, Morocco or Tunisia and their
growth in GDP19. They argue, “ we find little evidence that open trade policies –
in the sense of lowering tariff and non-tariff barriers to trade – are significantly
associated with economic growth”20 Because, according to them, the methods of
ascertaining the link between trade policy and growth have serious shortcomings.
Also there are studies which observe that trade policy reforms had minimal
impacts on employment21.

In spite of this controversy inherent in the subject as mentioned earlier, we can see
that the usual predictions of the static models that FTA would prove costly to
these two countries have been proved unfounded. It should be mentioned here that
Moroccan and Tunisian manufactured goods have had free access to EU markets
since 1976. Thus so long as agriculture is excluded, the proposed FTA offers the
two countries no additional export advantages, while requiring them gradually to
remove their own trade barriers against manufactured goods imported from the
EU. Nevertheless, these two countries have been reaping benefits from the new
opportunities generated by the FTA’s dynamic effects, e.g., increased FDI. Indeed,
estimates indicate that further reforms coupled with more domestic and foreign
investment could make the benefits of FTA outweigh its costs, if any, and increase
employment, income and growth in real terms22.

5. SAARC, SAPTA, SAFTA, BIMSTEC AND BILATERAL FTAS

The idea of South Asian regional cooperation was first proposed by Bangladesh
in 1980 with a view to holding periodic, regional-level consultations among
countries in South Asia on matters of mutual interest and possible cooperation in
economic, social, cultural and other fields. As a result, SAARC formally came
into existence with the adoption of the Charter at its first summit in Dhaka in 1985
(7 – 8 December). In December 1991, the sixth summit held in Colombo approved
the establishment of an Inter-Governmental Group (ICG) to formulate an
agreement to establish a SAPTA (SAARC Preferential Trading Arrangement) by
1997. But well in advance of the date stipulated in Colombo summit, the
framework agreement on SAPTA was finalized in 1993, and formally came into
operation in December 1995. The agreement reflected the desire of the SAARC
countries to promote and sustain mutual trade and economic cooperation within
the SAARC region through exchange of concessions. So far three rounds of talks
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on this agenda have taken place. The first two rounds of trade negotiations under
SAPTA were concluded on product-by-product basis and the third round was
based on chapter-wise. The fourth round has been decided to be held chapter-wise,
sectoral and across the board. The tenth summit held in Colombo in 1998 decided
that in order to accelerate progress in the next round of SAPTA negotiations,
deeper tariff concessions should be extended to products which are being actively
traded, or likely to be traded, among members; that discriminatory practices and
non-tariff barriers should be simultaneously removed on items in respect of which
tariff concessions are granted or have been granted earlier. Measures to remove
tariff and non-tariff barriers and structural impediments should also be taken in
order to move speedily towards the goal of a South Asian Free Trade Area
(SAFTA). SAPTA was, therefore, envisaged primarily as the first step towards the
transition to a SAFTA leading subsequently towards a Customs Union, Common
Market and Economic Union. A Committee of Experts for drafting a
comprehensive treaty framework on SAFTA has already finalized a working draft
following the decision taken in the eleventh SAARC summit held in Katmandu
on 4 to 6 January 2002, which is now under consideration of member states. In
the mean time, bilateral agreements on FTAs between some member countries
have been signed (e.g., India and Sri Lanka) and negotiations for more of such
arrangement are going on between Bangladesh and Sri Lanka, India and Pakistan.
The recent bias of SAARC countries towards bilateral FTAs probably has
emanated from the poor performance of SAPTA (For example, about 95% of total
imports of Bangladesh from India takes place not under SAPTA but under general
rules) and the bleak prospect of multilateral SAFTA. 

The number of products covered and the depth of preferential tariff concessions
agreed in the three rounds of negotiations under SAPTA are shown in Table: 1,
which shows that the concessions covering a total of 4951 products range from
7.5% and 100%.

One of the core principles of the SAPTA agreement is that there should be special
treatment for LDCs through the consideration of additional measures and
reduction of domestic content requirement (i.e., the rules of origin) further so that
the LDCs within SAARC (Bangladesh, Nepal, Bhutan, Maldives) can benefit
equitably from trade liberalization. 

Table 1: Tariff Concessions offered by SAARC Countries
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Country Number of Depth of Tariff concessions
Products

Bangladesh 572 10% and 15%
Bhutan 266 10%, 13%, 15%, 18% and 20%
India 2402 10%, 15%, 20%, 25%, 30%, 40%, 50%,

90% and 100%
Maldives 390 5%, 7.5%, 10% and 15%

Nepal 425 10% and 15%
Pakistan 685 10%, 15%, 20% and 30%
Srilanka 211 10%, 15%, 20%, 30%, 50%, 60% and 75%
TOTAL 4951

Source:  htt:/www.saarcnet.org

Table 2: Revised Rules of Origin

Items Before Before After After
Amendment Amendment Amendment Amendment

Not wholly produced For non- For For non- For 
and obtained LDCs LDCs LDCs LDCs
Domestic value addition in an
exporting country 50% 40% 40% 30%
Maximum input permitted from
non-contracting states 50% 60% 60% 70%
Cumulative Rules of Origin
Aggregate domestic value 60% 50% 50% 40%
addition in an exporting
country including inputs sourced 
from within the SAARC region
Maximum input permitted from
outside the SAARC region 40% 50% 50% 60%

Source: http://www.saarcnet.org

Table: 2 shows the reduction in the rules of origin criteria (both for LDCs and
non-LDCs within SAARC) in terms of the extent of value addition required
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before and after the downward revision in the SAPTA rules of origin. 

Any analysis for expanding trade and economic progress in South Asia must
begin with the recognition and concern that the share of SAARC countries in total
world trade today is less than 1% and that intra-SAARC trade, despite all efforts
on SAPTA tariff concessions and relaxed rules of origin, remains a meager 3% of
their total world trade. This compares poorly with 63.4% for intra-European (EU)
trade, 37.2% for North America (NAFTA), 38.4% for East Asia (ASEAN)23. The
cumulative loss to the region is rather colossal, which is confirmed by the large
amounts of  “unofficial trade” that continues to be traded across the borders of
India and Bangladesh, Nepal, Pakistan and Sri Lanka. A recent survey conducted
by the South Asia Enterprise Development Facility (SAEDF), an organization
supported by the International Finance Corporation  (IFC), reveals that about Rs.
3.42 billion (in Indian currency) of trade takes place between the seven
Northeastern States (NES) of India and Bangladesh of which 43% takes place
through informal trade route24. From the data available in the website of SAARC
(), it can be observed that smaller economies like Nepal, Bangladesh and
Maldives, are having substantial levels of trade with their neighbors. But India
and Pakistan are the only two countries where the export levels to SAARC
countries are much higher than the import levels, i.e., these two countries are
having huge trade surpluses with their SAARC neighbors. Therefore, it is
recognized that in an effort to materialize SAFTA, the base of traded commodities
within SAARC must be enlarged from a meager level of 3% to at least 10% of
their total world trade. Thus multilateral trade liberalization through SAPTA could
not serve the purposes of LDCs like Bangladesh so far. Consequently, the interest
for bilateral FTAs is growing, which are widely considered not as a “stepping
stone” rather as a “stumbling bloc” for multilateral arrangements like SAFTA25.   

Again, Bangladesh along with four other members (India, Myanmar, Sri Lanka
and Thailand) is also supposed to sign a framework of agreement on FTA (BIMST
Economic Cooperation or BIMSTEC) in Bangkok on February 10, 2004,
although Bangladesh, as usual, is less clear about the benefits of the deal. In a
rapidly changing scenario, Thailand, Sri Lanka and India have said that they
would sign the deal whether or not Bangladesh agrees to join such a framework.
Both India and Thailand are in talks to sign a bilateral FTA. In order to improve
bilateral trade with the countries like Myanmar and Thailand, India, bypassing
Bangladesh, has established a new road linkage with Myanmar via Manipur. Sri
Lanka and Thailand are also involved in similar talks while the bilateral FTA
between India and Sri Lanka has proved to be a success. Under the circumstances,
if Bangladesh decides to stay outside this multilateral FTA, there might emerge
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some real or potential costs of being left out in such a regional trade integration
process, as mentioned earlier. 

However, Peter Warr, an Australian consultant of ESCAP, in his recent report
submitted to the Commerce Ministry of GOB has opined that Bangladesh would
not gain much from the FTA with BIMSTEC countries26. National Board of
Revenue is also known to have conducted a similar study in which it was also
observed that Bangladesh would lose revenue, many industries would be forced
to close down leading to huge job losses, and import dependence would increase27.
The basis of this sort of skeptic conclusions regarding BIMSTEC is, however, not
readily known. Probably the frustrating results of SAPTA as well as the unfamiliar
markets, divergent levels of developments and meager volume of trade with
Myanmar and Thailand, are putting brake on Bangladesh initiative to sign a FTA
with these countries. Table: 3 shows that almost three-fourth of the merchandise
exports of Bangladesh goes to Western Europe, North 

Table 3: Direction of Merchandise Exports and imports of
Selected Asian Countries in 2002

Country Western Europe, North Exports to (in %)
Asia Western Europe, North Western Europe, North    

And Central America Asia       And Central America
Myanmar 61.2 29.2 91.6                      3.9
Thailand 51.5 37.6 59.0                    22.7
Bangladesh 6.0 73.6 62.4                    15.5 
Bhutan 88.3 10.0 65.9                    32.6
India 26.9 50.1 25.5                    30.1
Maldives 36.6 62.8 65.2                    13.0 
Nepal 51.3 45.6 60.7                    12.5 
Pakistan 20.2 56.2 31.9                     27.1
Sri Lanka 11.5 70.4 65.3                     19.3

Source:   Key Indicators of Developing Asian and Pacific Countries, 2003,
Asian Development Bank, Tables 21 & 22, pp. 113 & 114.  and Central America,
while more than three-fifth of her imports originates from Asian region.
Apparently Bangladesh is having large trade deficits with Asia as a whole. On the
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other hand, the foreign trade of both Myanmar and Thailand are basically
dependent on Asia. Under such a situation, if the BIMSTEC countries sign a FTA,
it may be difficult for Bangladesh to penetrate the markets of these countries
through competing out the Asian giants. It may also further widen the already
existing trade deficits of Bangladesh with this region. This is, however, an
observation based on static facts. From dynamic viewpoint, the long-run effects
of such FTA may outweigh the short-run costs as observed elsewhere in the globe.

Let us now look at the issues and prospects of bilateral FTAs between
Bangladesh, India, Sri Lanka and Pakistan that are now in the process of laborious
negotiations. Opinions of academics and policy makers are, however, divided in
this respect. Those who are in favor argue that Bangladesh has already opened up
her economy to a great extent including floating her exchange rate with
convertibility in the current account, scaling down her tariff line from 150% in
1992-93 to 32.5% in 2002-03, and reducing the tariff structure from nine steps in
2001-2002 to five steps in 2002-200328. If we consider the trade ratio as the degree
of openness of an economy we see that Bangladesh (42.1) ranked second after Sri
Lanka (88.8), followed by Pakistan (34.5) and India (19.41) in 200029. 

Table  4: GNI, Exports and Imports of Selected 
SAARC Countries, 2002 (in million US $)

Country Gross National Income Total Exports Total Imports
Bangladesh 48617 5617 7968

(8.07) (8.26) (9.33)
India 477368 48430 60540

(79.24) (71.26) (70.89)
Pakistan 60047 9530.7 11107.7

(9.97) (14.02) (13.01)
Sri Lanka 16411 4386.4 5785.4

(2.72) (6.45) (6.77)
TOTAL 602443 67964.1 85401.1

(100) (100) (100)
Notes: Figures in the parentheses indicate percentage of the total. 
Source: Key Indicators of Developing Asian and Pacific Countries, 2003,

So, opening the economy further will not do the harm. They argue that if a small
country like Sri Lanka (having the highest openness), contributing only 2.72% of
total income (GNI) of these four countries, as shown in Table: 4, can benefit from
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an agreement on FTA with a country like India (having about 80% of total
income), then there is no reason of why Bangladesh, contributing 8.07% of total
income would not gain from such an arrangement. 

Asian Development Bank, Country Tables.  To them, if Bangladesh goes into an
agreement on FTA with India or with other SAARC neighbors, colossal damages
to her economy as usually are feared would not likely to happen. In support of
their view they draw the reference of prognosis that was proved groundless in the
case floating versus fixed exchange rate debate.

But those who are against argue that Bangladesh is currently having a very
meager level of trade with these SAARC countries. Moreover, whatever is the
trade volume, she is facing continuous trade deficits with India, Pakistan and Sri
Lanka. As we have already mentioned, only 6% of her total exports in 2002
(Table: 3) was directed to Asia in which the amount directed to these three
SAARC nations was certainly meager. In 1999, the total exports of Bangladesh
were U.S.$4520 million of which only 0.6 per cent was exported to these
countries30. In the same year, total imports were U.S.$8352 million of which,
however, 13.35 per cent originated from these three SAARC nations31. Thus with
the present basket of exports, according to them, if Bangladesh enters into FTAs
with India or Pakistan, the trade balance will further worsen. So, neither the pre-
FTA level of trade nor the existing trade balance scenario immediately provides a
strong basis to argue in favor of bilateral FTAs. Besides, Bangladesh does not
have any prior experience of FTA. If she at all wants to go for such an
arrangement, according to them, she may sign FTAs with small neighbors like
Nepal, Bhutan or Srilanka on experimental basis and closely monitor the
repercussions on her economy. They also frequently cite the security question
particularly with India as an important factor that can undermine the potential
benefits of FTA. Let us now try to put the usual benefits and costs of FTAs
mentioned in section 3 into this perspective. 

First, the benefit of FTA would be small if the pre-existing tariff level were low.
The pre-FTA tariff structure of these countries including Bangladesh indicate that
although, all of these countries have reduced tariff to a considerable extent,
narrowed down the varieties of protection, moved toward fairly uniform tariff
rates and unified exchange rate systems32, yet it is observed that both average
tariff on manufacturing and primary products, and the coverage of QRs, is still
high compared to East Asian countries33. Thus the pre-FTA tariff structure of these
four countries does offer a good ground for FTAs. Moreover, the prevalence of
trade dwindling para-tariff (border charges, fees, etc) and non-tariff (regulations

Jyoti Prakash Dutta: Issues and Prospects of Free Trade Agreements for Bangladesh 45



or practices other than tariff) barriers and other impediments of trade (e.g., anti-
dumping or countervailing tax, etc.) also provides a sound basis for FTAs.   

Table 5: Major Exports by Principal Commodity of 
elected SAARC Countries

Bangladesh India Pakistan Sri Lanka
1 Jute Manufacture 1. Non-metallic 1.Cotton yarn 1.Garments
2. Fish mineral and  Thread 2.Tea
3. Leather manufactures 2.Cotton Cloth 3.Petroleum
4. Raw Jute and mesta 2. Textile yarn, 3.Rice Products
5. Tea fabrics and 4.Leather 4.Rubber

articles, etc 5.Raw Cotton 5.Precious Stones
3. Clothing 6.Desiccated
4. Coffee, tea, Coconut

cocoa, spices 7.Copra
and manufactures 8.Coconut Oil

5. Leather products,
n.e.s.

Source: Key Indicators of Developing Asian and Pacific Countries, 2003, Country Tables,  Asian
Development Bank.

Second, if we look at the composition of major exports and imports of these
countries (Table: 5), we see that in many sectors they are competitive, although in
many sectors again complementarity exists. For example, exports of textiles and
clothing continue dominate total manufacturing exports countries like
Bangladesh, Pakistan and Sri Lanka the shares of which are respectively 76, 78
and 50 percent34. By December 2004, when MFA will be phased out, Bangladesh
will face severe competition with these SAARC members including India. Under
the changed scenario, Bangladesh can try to survive in the tariff/quota-free
international market by importing necessary raw materials from Pakistan or for
that matter, from India, for her RMG industry (the so-called SAARC cumulation)
and regain her lost markets of raw jute, jute goods, tea, etc. Although, countries
like Pakistan, Sri Lanka, India, China, Indonesia, etc. will, as they are now, remain
the big competitors of Bangladesh in this respect, because at that time they will
be able to export RMG without any quota or tariff through converting the fabrics
they export now. Here, however, Bangladesh may enjoy some competitive edge
over other countries with respect to unit labor cost. Third, it is usually argued that
FTAs will adversely affect the existing industrial structure of Bangladesh. But this
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fear also would be misplaced if the scale economies and vertical linkages among
industries were taken into account. It is true that FTAs may lead to losses of some
industries and gains of others. But countries like Bangladesh where labor is
relatively cheap, labor-intensive downstream firms can attract capital-intensive
upstream firms. In other words, agglomeration of vertically linked industries (e.g.
composite textiles and RMG) may offset the potential loss in this respect. Fourth,
if agriculture is included in the FTA and rules of origin are relaxed, many
agricultural and non-traditional products like battery, cosmetics, cement, light
engineering products, spares of machineries and transports, etc. may add to this
list of exports. Fifth, intra-regional investment flow and increased FDI in the
post-FTA regional market can open up new product lines and generate
employment opportunities. Sixth, the fear of fiscal loss also seems to be less
reasonable in view of relatively low volume of imports from the countries under
consideration and already scaled down tariff structure. Nonetheless, whatever loss
would be incurred, it could be compensated by resorting to less distortionary taxes
like VAT. Finally, an analysis of the political economy of FTA particularly with
India suggests that FTA with India might be able to help bridge up the existing
chasms in the relationship between these two countries. Here, however, the
chauvinistic attitude of India should be relinquished and its treatment to
Bangladesh as a LDC must be ensured in conformity with the WTO and SAPTA
rules of business. In her recent talks with Bangladesh on FTA, India is reported to
have demanded transit facilities and withdrawal of bar imposed by Bangladesh on
the import of sugar and yarn from India using the land routes in exchange of 118
products for which Bangladesh wanted tariff-free entry. As a result, the FTA talks
between India and Bangladesh have reached deadlock. It is relevant to mention
here that there are some other lingering issues with India like sharing of the waters
of 54 common rivers, cross-border terrorism, demarcation of territorial boundary,
etc. that have been contributing to worsening political relationship between these
two neighbors. India’s recent initiative to adopt an inter-river linking project will
certainly widen this gap further. We think that many of these bilateral issues are
more political than economic, which can be resolved if a meaningful and effective
FTA is worked out. Because mutually benefiting economic agreements may help
resolve political problems and bring these two countries closer.

It should, however, be remembered that all these issues and prospects of FTAs
discussed above in the context of Bangladesh are probable and based on long-run
assumptions. It is natural that many economic costs, real or monetary, hidden or
overt, may wreak upon the economy immediately but the corresponding benefits
that would ensue may spread over a longer period of time and outweigh these
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costs. Everything, however, depends on the objective conditions under which the
policies pertaining to FTAs operate.

6. POLICY SUGGESTIONS

In order to make FTAs a success, the following policy suggestions may be put
forward:

(a) FTAs should be negotiated and applied on the principles of overall
reciprocity and mutuality of advantages of the contracting nations taking
into account the respective levels of industrial, technological and overall
development.

(b) Preferential measures must be ensured for the LDCs in order to resist the
possibility of unequal distribution of benefits.

(c) Para-tariff, non-tariff and other barriers to trade must be removed.
(d) High-intensity trade items should be identified on priority basis.
(e) Supporting trade-augmenting measures like opening of land routes between

the member countries, improving infrastructural linkages like port,
harmonization of measures and standards, custom valuation system, dispute
settlement procedure, etc. should be enforced and monitored meticulously.   

(f) Proper investment climates (both political and economic) of the contracting
nations should be ensured and their investment policies be harmonized so
that intra-regional and international investments may flow. In this respect,
the ‘Agreement on the Promotion and Protection of Investment’ should be
signed between the SAARC nations.
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Relative Influence of Monetary and Fiscal Policies on
Industrial Output of Bangladesh: A Dynamic Analysis*

Mudabber Ahmed**
Jyoti Prakash Dutta***

1. INTRODUCTION

The share of industrial sector in the GDP of Bangladesh is low (around 15%)1 and
its growth could never achieve a double-digit rate in the last three decades. In the
1970s, 80s and 90s, the actual or compound growth rates of this modern sector
were 8.8%, 2.5% and 7.67% respectively2 Researchers usually tried to assign
either demand or supply related factors for explaining the poor performance of
this sector (Dutta and Ahmed, 1994; Raj, 1976; Bagchi, 1970, etc). But a complete
analysis in this regard should take into cognizance of the monetary and fiscal
policy issues to explain the dynamic behavior of industrial output. The previous
studies also suffer from a major methodological deficiency. Most of these studies
mainly dealt with single equation model and thus important feedback mechanism
was overlooked. Some of these studies also were subject to omitted variables bias.
Studies exploring the relative influence of public policies (monetary and fiscal
policies) on industrial sector are, to the best of our knowledge, rarely available.
The present study is an endeavor towards this unexplored area in the sense that a
dynamic multivariate and multi-equation model is developed in order to isolate
the relative influence of monetary and fiscal policies on industrial output and also
trace the behavior of industrial output over time due to each of the policy shocks. 

Accordingly, the paper is structured as follows: section 2 specifies the model and

* This paper was presented at the Regional Conferance of Bangladesh Economic Association on
Regional cooperation, Public Expenditure Reforms and Industrialization held in Chittagong
University on 24 December 2003.

** Associate Professor, Department of Economics, CU And
*** Professor, Department of Economics, CU
1 Key indicators of developing Asian and Pacific countries, 2003, ADB.
2 Dutta J. P. (1993).



methodology. Section 3 presents a brief discussion about the data set used in the
present paper. Section 4 displays and discusses the empirical findings. Section 5
concludes.

2. METHODOLOGY

The methodology applied in this study is known as Vector Autoregressive (VAR)
model where each of a set of variables is regressed on past values of itself and past
values of all other variables included in the system. As an alternative to traditional
econometric system of equations where variables are generally arbitrarily labeled
as endogenous or exogenous, VAR models have been developed as powerful
multivariate models (Sims, 1980) where no such dichotomy of variables is used.
In these models, all variables are simultaneously included in order to unlock the
dynamic influence of all the variables of the system.  

Since the objective of this paper is to examine the effect of monetary and fiscal
policies on industrial output in a multivariate framework, our model includes two
policy variables, viz. money stock (M) which represents monetary policy and
quarterly development expenditure (QDE) of the government which represents
the fiscal policy and one target variable, viz. industrial production index (IPI).  So
the VAR model with n lags is:

IPIt=                  +                      +                    + eipit

QDEt =                     +                     +                + eqdet

Mt =                  +                     +               + emt

Since in VAR models, estimated coefficients do not provide us with interpretable
economic insights, we, therefore, present two important summary measures,
namely, Forecast Error Variance Decompositions (FEVD) and Impulse
Response Functions (IRF), which capture the dynamic properties of the model.

Variance decompositions measure the quantitative effect that individual shocks
have on all the variables in the system including the shocked variable itself. A
system’s reaction to shock in one of the variables can best be explained by IRF3

3.     DATA
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The data used in this study are taken from the IMF, International Financial
Statistics (IFS) CD-ROM- supplemented by IMF, IFS Yearbook except for QDE.
The QDE figures are taken from the various issues of Statistical Year Book of
Bangladesh. Quarterly observations comprising the period 1975:Q2-2001:Q4 are
used to estimate the model. Where quarterly observations are not available,
figures are obtained by using Lisman and Sandee (1964) method. 

4. RESULTS
The VAR model is estimated with a lag length of 4. To capture dynamics, it is
customary to include 4 lags if the data are quarterly and to include 12 lags if the
data are monthly (Sims, 1986 and 1992; and Christiano et. al. 1994). In principle
there is nothing to prevent us from incorporating a large number of lags in a VAR
model. But as a practical matter degrees of freedom are quickly eroded, as more
lags are included. The simple VAR model is estimated by applying OLS method.

We start our analysis with Forecast Error Variance Decompositions (FEVD).
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Table 1: Variance decompositions for IPI

Steps Explained by innovations in
IPI QDE M

1 100 0 0
2 97.79131 0.661873 1. 546816
3 95.91193 2.283018 1.805052
4 92.52711 3.908352 3.564543
5 93.51659 3.843432 2.639975
6 92.38841 4.072404 3.539184
7 91.97650 4.46365 3.559847
8 91.40982 4.706694 3.883491
9 92.02192 4.554596 3.423483

10 91.23951 4.891516 3.868973
11 90.51544 5.550632 3.933931
12 90.05148 5.997592 3.950931
13 90.26881 6.003349 3.727845
14 89.78888 6.146873 4.064248
15 89.23030 6.573194 4.196504
16 88.87864 6.970295 4.151063
17 88.80059 7.157613 4.041800
18 88.27082 7.440406 4.288778
19 87.64491 7.919398 4.435693
20 87.24301 8.347617 4.409371



Though there is no hard and fast rule regarding the number of steps to be
examined but it should be enough to understand the dynamic interactions among
the variables. We will examine 20 quarters, which is five years worth of steps.

The variance decompositions for series IPI are displayed in table 1. A closer look
at the table reveals the following:

(a) From the beginning to the end, the principal factor driving industrial
output is the industrial output itself contributing 100% in the first
period to 87% in the last period. This result is not surprising as it
reflects effect of all factors other than government policy.

(b) Both fiscal and monetary policies have moderate power in explaining
industrial output.

(c) Contribution of fiscal policy in explaining industrial output is below
1% in the beginning but the long-run effect is moderate explaining
around 8%.

(d) Contribution of fiscal policy in explaining the industrial output is
stronger than monetary policy across the entire time horizon.
For information on the simulated trajectory of industrial output due
to fiscal policy and monetary shocks, we need to look at the impulse
response functions depicted in figures 1 and 2 respectively.

Shock to Fiscal Policy
The impulse response function or the simulated trajectory of industrial output due
to a positive one standard deviation fiscal policy shock shows that industrial
output reaches its peak level at the 4th period followed by a gradual decline up to
8th period.
Then output increases again up to 11th period and stabilizes thereafter. However,
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Bangladesh, a predominantly agrarian society, is striving hard to industrialize the 

economy by mobilizing resource from within and outside its geographic 

boundary. The recent years have seen significant improvement in the relative 

share of industry in the national economy. Relative shares of  industry in Gross 

Domestic Product were 16.3  20.9 and 25.5 percents in the years of 1980, 1990 

and 2002 respectively (ADB, 2003). Industrial growth has also been more or less 

steady despite the ongoing recession in the world economy. The average growth 

rate of industrial output was 6.56 percent during 1997 to 2001 (ADB,2003).  

Hence, forecasting industrial output is an important issue in analyzing the 

economic performance of Bangladesh which is showing a steady improvement in 

the relative share of industrial output in GDP. In fact, this is equally important for 

developed industrialized economies as well as for the LDCs. Actually, industrial 

sector is important in explaining aggregate fluctuation of the economy. In 

addition, forecasts of industrial output can be useful in more general forecasting 

models.  

As far as Bangladesh economy is concerned, to the knowledge of the authors, no 

satisfactory forecasting model for industrial output in Bangladesh has yet been 

developed. At least one attempt however, is made to explain the behavior of the 

industrial output on sector basis (Dutta, 1993), which does not attempt to forecast 

 

 



 

 

the future behavior explicitly and also not substantiated by sophisticated 

econometric analysis. A number of attempts are made for other countries viz. for 

Italy (Bruno & Lupi, 2003), for the UK (Simpson et el, 2000) etc that use mainly 

univariate models and provide satisfactory forecast results. In this light, this paper 

is an attempt to develop a univariate forecasting model for Industrial output in 

Bangladesh. Such a univariate model provides a more sophisticated method of 

extrapolating time series in that they are based on the notion that the series that is 

to be forecasted has been generated by a stochastic process, with a structure that 

can be characterized and described. As we know, a time-series model provides a 

description of the random nature of the process that generates the sample of 

observations under study, which is given not in terms of a cause and effect 

relationship (as would be the case in a regression model) but in terms of how that 

randomness is embodied in the process. Hence, our objective is to develop a 

model that explains the movement of time series data of industrial output in 

Bangladesh by relating it to its past values and to a weighted sum of current and 

lagged random disturbances. 

The structure of the rest of the paper is as follows: the Methodology Section 

explains general ARMA modeling as well as the procedures used to derive the 

particular specifications adopted. The following section tests the stationarity of 

the data series employed. The Model Specification Section intends to select an 

appropriate specification from various rival models. Substantive results are 

presented in the following section that shows both forecast results and their 

forecasting performance. Finally some conclusions are presented. 
 

2. OBJECTIVES AND METHODOLOGY 

The main objective of this study is to specify a short run forecasting model of 

industrial output within the ARMA framework. Our study is based on the 

monthly data of industrial output index of Bangladesh covering the period 

January 1992 to November 2002. These data are taken from the IFS CD Rom 

Version (September 2003). We have chosen 1992 as the starting year to avoid 

any possible structural break due to major political regime change in early 1990s. 

On the other hand we couldn’t use the most recent industrial output data, as data 
were not available beyond November, 2002. We have used the data from January 

1992 to December 2001 for the estimation purpose and the data for remaining 

eleven months for out of sample forecasting purpose. 

An ARMA (Autoregressive-Moving average) model has the general form: 
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where yt is a stationary variable, C is constant and tε is the error term. It can be 

seen from equation [1] that ARMA models consist of two main parts; the first is 

the Autoregressive part (AR) that includes lag values of the dependent variable 

and the second is the Moving Average part that contains the lag values of error 

terms. In fact, AR(p) and MA(q) can be treated as the restricted ARMA model. 

For an AR(p) model ...   ...321 0 ,,for ii ==  and for an MA(q) model 

.   0 iallfor=  The main task of these types of model is to set the appropriate 

lag orders for AR and MA terms. In this paper we will follow standard Box-

Jenkins procedure to specify the appropriate model. This procedure involves the 

following steps: 

Step-1: Check the stationarity of the industrial output series, and, if 

necessary, transform the series to induce stationarity. 

Step-2: From the examination of the data series as well as the 

autocorrelation and partial autocorrelation functions of the series 

(transformed series for nonstationary case) choose a few ARMA 

specifications for estimation and testing in order to arrive at a preferred 

specification with white noise residuals. 

Step-3: Calculate forecasts over a relevant time horizon from the 

preferred specification. 

3. STATIONARITY CHECK 

Figure 1 shows the graph of Industrial output indices for the period between 

1992:01 and 2002:11. 



 

 

Figure 1: Industrial Output Index 
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In the above figure what we notice at the first glance is the presence of a linear 

time trend. Industrial production is increasing over time. However, it is very 

difficult to get any idea about the stationarity of the series from this graph. Like 

many other macroeconomic monthly series, the industrial output series exhibits 

some seasonality. This is evident from the peaks roughly observed in every year 

ending.  

To check the stationarity of the series we will use Augmented Dickey Fuller 

(ADF) test of the unit root. The unit root tests are mainly based on the following 

AR(1) process: 

   
'

t t-1 tY Y t= + X δ+      [2] 

where tX  is the vector of optional exogenous regressors which may consist of a 

constant, or a constant and a trend;   and  δ  are parameters to be estimated, and  

tε  is assumed to be white noise. If 1  , Y is a nonstationary series and the 

variance of Y increases with time and approaches infinity. If 1  , Y is a 

stationary series. Thus, the hypothesis of stationarity can be evaluated by testing 

whether the absolute value of   is strictly less than one.  

The ADF test uses the modified version of [2], which suggests estimating the 

following equation: 



 

 

'

t t-1 1 t 1 2 t 2 q t q tY Y Y Y ... Y− − −  +  +  + +  t= + X δ +        [3] 

where tY  denotes the industrial output and t t t 1Y Y Y − = − , 1 = − and the 

null hypothesis H0: 0 =  is tested against the alternative, H1: 0   based on 

the ADF-t statistic. We will use the critical values provided by Mackinnon (1996) 

to evaluate the null hypothesis. Observing figure 1, we include a constant and 

linear time trend as regressors in the test equation. Lag order (0 in this case) of 

the difference terms is determined by the Modified Akaike Information Criterion 

(MAIC). The result of the ADF unit root test is shown below (t-statistics are 

shown in the parentheses): 

 

 

 

 

The significance of all the coefficients and the value of DW statistic close to 2 

indicate the correct specification of the test equation. The ADF test statistic is 

highly significant. The above results clearly reject the unit root hypothesis. Thus 

we may consider the industrial output series as stationary.  

4. MODEL SPECIFICATION 

Following Box-Jenkins procedure, we first observe autocorrelation and partial 

autocorrelations of the industrial output series. 

Figure 2 shows the autocorrelation function (ACF) and partial autocorrelation 

function (PACF) (up to lag 36) for the industrial output index that covers the 

period 1992:01 to 2001:12. Slowly decaying autocorrelations may give us an 

indication of the nonstationary series. However, the formal ADF test already 

rejected the nonstationarity hypothesis. The wavy pattern of the autocorrelation 

function is an indication of the presence of seasonality in the series.  

 

 

          
t t-1 tY 46.6 0.617Y 0.37trend

          (7.01)  (-7.13)       (6.69)

 − + = +
 

 ADF Test Statistic = -7.13,  P value = 0.000 



 

 

Figure 2: Autocorrelation and Partial Autocorrelation Functions of 

Industrial Output Index 
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The single spike at lag 1 in the partial autocorrelation function suggests an AR(1) 

model. Along with this, positive spike at lag 12 and negative spike at lag 13 hints 

at a multiplicative Seasonal Autoregressive (SAR(12)) model with the following 

specification: 

Model 1:        

 
12

1 t t(1 L)(1 L )Y c  − − = +     [4.1] 

where Yt is the industrial output and t  is the error term. L is the lag operator 

defined as 
i

t t iLY Y         (i 1,2,3,...   ...)−= = . We may rewrite equation [4.1] as 



 

 

12 13

1 1 t t(1 L L L )Y    − − + =      [4.2] 

Now we can see that Model 1 is able to capture the facts of spikes at lag 1, 12 and 

13 of the PACF. Thus we start our experimentation of the model building with 

equation [4.1], the result of which is reported here: 

 

   Estimated Model 1:  

  
12

1 t t(1 L)(1 L )Y c  − − = +  

 Estimates Std. Error t-Statistic Prob. 

C 149.7392 13.67209 10.95218 0.0000 

1  0.349226 0.093125 3.750068 0.0003 

  0.827484 0.050212 16.47982 0.0000 

Adj R2 = 0.86,    

Q Stat for Residuals (p Values are shown in parentheses):  

Lag 6: 5.50     Lag 12: 20.699    Lag 18: 35.738     Lag 24: 49.64 

         (0.239)              (0.023)              (0.003)                (0.001)  

       

All the estimated coefficients are highly significant. High value of R2 also 

suggests very good fit of the model. However, these are not enough to find an 

appropriate model unless the estimated residuals turn out to be white noise. We 

were particularly interested in checking the serial correlation left in the residuals. 

To perform this, we calculate the Ljung-Box Q statistics from the 

autocorrelations and partial autocorrelations of the residual series up to 24 lags. If 

the estimated residuals are serially uncorrelated, the Q statistic for any specific 

lags should be insignificant. Here we report Q statistics for lags 6, 12, 18 and 24. 

We find that Q statistic is decisively significant at lags 12, 18 and 24, which is an 

indication of the presence of serial correlation in the residuals. It implies that 

model represented in equation [4.1] is not adequate and we need to look for a 

little more complicated model. 

If we look at the ACF of the industrial production series, we may observe the 

slowly decaying autocorrelations with the relative peak at lag 12. Thus we may 



 

 

want to include an MA term with single lag 12 along with the AR(1) and 

SAR(12) in our model. This model can be represented as: 

Model 2:                                     

 
12 12

1 t 1 t(1 L)(1 L )Y c (1 L )   − − = + +   [5] 

 The result of which is shown below: 

 Estimated Model 2:  

   
12 12

1 t 1 t(1 L)(1 L )Y c (1 L )   − − = + +  

 Estimates  Std. Error t-Statistic Prob. 

C 943.2226 2845.279 0.331504 0.7409 

1  0.364892 0.091959 3.967986 0.0001 

  0.991984 0.027448 36.14060 0.0000 

1  -0.896867 0.023559 -38.06874 0.0000 

Adj R2 = 0.8919          

Q Stat for Residuals (p Values are shown in parentheses): 

Lag 6: 8.443       Lag 12: 14.23       Lag 18: 18.808       Lag 24: 33.56 

         (0.038)                 (0.114)                 (0.223)                  (0.04) 

 

Q Stat for Squared Residuals (p Values are shown in parentheses): 

Lag 6: 9.526      Lag 12: 13.00       Lag 18: 18.881       Lag 24: 22.086 

         (0.023)                (0.163)                 (0.219)                  (0.395) 

 

 

Compared with the previous model, we can see that estimation of equation [5] 

gives relatively larger coefficients for AR and SAR terms. Nevertheless, all the 

coefficients are highly significant. The significant Q-stats for the residual at lag 6 

and 24, however, still indicate the serial correlation in the residuals. Again, this 

suggests need for re-specification of the model. 

We may now look again at the wavy seasonal pattern of the ACF of the industrial 

output series. It can be seen that every wave has the duration of about six months. 

Thus we introduce multiplicative Seasonal MA term (SMA (12)) along with 



 

 

MA(6) term and multiplicative Seasonal AR (SAR(12)) with AR(1) term in our 

new specification, which can be shown as: 

Model 3:     

 
12 6 12

1 t 1 t(1 L)(1 L )Y c (1 L )(1 L )    − − = + + +   

 [6] 

the estimation results of which are shown below: 

Estimated Model 3:  
12 6 12

1 t 1 t(1 L)(1 L )Y c (1 L )(1 L )    − − = + + +  

 Estimates Std. Error t-Statistic Prob. 

C 1708.259 8959.224 0.190670 0.8492 

1  0.365602 0.092180 3.966170 0.0001 

  0.995816 0.023481 42.40898 0.0000 

1  -0.178433 0.095791 -1.862734 0.0654 

  -0.890753 0.024360 -36.56691 0.0000 

Adj R2 = 0.8957           Q Stat for Residuals (p Values are shown in 

parentheses): 

Lag 6: 1.125       Lag 12: 7.06       Lag 18: 11.489       Lag 24: 27.041 

          (0.57)                 (0.53)                  (0.647)                  (0.134) 

 

Q Stat for Squared Residuals (p Values are shown in parentheses): 

Lag 6: 7.039      Lag 12: 11.45       Lag 18: 19.72       Lag 24: 25.81 

         (0.03)                (0.177)                 (0.139)                 (0.172) 

 

 

This model apparently produces better results. All the ARMA coefficients are 

reasonably significant. Q statistics for the residuals (up to 24 lags) are all 

insignificant, which indicates no serial correlation in the estimated residuals. 

However we may have to deal with different kind of problem indicated by the Q 

statistics of the squared residuals. We see that the Q statistic for the estimated 

squared residual is significant at lag 6. Although not reported here, lag 5 and 7 

also show the significant (at 5% level) Q statistics. This implies the variances of 

the residuals are serially correlated. Stated differently, this may be an indication 



 

 

of the ARCH (Autoregressive Conditional Heteroscedasticity) effect. A series is 

said to have an ARCH effect if its unconditional (long run) variance is constant 

but there are periods in which the variance is relatively high / low. In the graph of 

the industrial output indices in figure 1, we may observe the smaller fluctuations 

of the series prior to the year 1994. There is, however, much more certain 

statistical test for ARCH effect, which is known as ARCH-LM test. In terms of 

the previous model we perform this LM test, and with lag 1, the result is shown 

below: 

 

 

 

 

 

We can reject the null hypothesis of no ARCH at 6% level of significance. 

Thus we may need to incorporate this ARCH effect in our ARMA model 

(equation 5). After some experimentation with the order of ARCH process, we 

finally specify the following generalized ARCH (GARCH, in short) model: 

Model 4: 

12 6 12

1 t 1 t

2 2 2

t 0 1 t 1 2 t 1 3 t

(1 L)(1 L )Y c (1 L )(1 L )

b b b b Y

    

  − −

− − = + + +

= + + +
 [7] 

where 
2

t  denotes the conditional variance of the residual. According to our 

specification, the main difference between model 3 and 4 is that model 3 assumes 

constant variance for the residual but model 4 assumes that the variance of the 

estimated residuals is a function of the news about the volatility of the series in 

the previous period (
2

t 1 − ), last period’s forecast variance ( 2

t 1 − ) and current level 

of Y.  The result of the estimation of this model is shown below. As before all the 

ARMA coefficients are found significant. Now the constant term also turns out to 

be significant which was insignificant in the model with no accommodation for 

ARCH. The coefficients in the variance equation are all also significant. Most 

ARCH LM (1) Test for Model 3: 

2 2

t t 1
ˆ ˆ31.54 0.179
       (0.00)  (0.0651) 
        

  −= +
 

F Statistic = 3.4749 (0.0651)  

nR2 = 3.4272 (0.0641) 



 

 

importantly,  Q statistics for residuals as well as for the squared residuals at any 

lag are insignificant at conventional 5% level. 

Estimated Model 4:        

12 6 12

1 t 1 t

2 2 2

t 0 1 t 1 2 t 1 3 t

(1 L)(1 L )Y c (1 L )(1 L )

b b b b Y

    

  − −

− − = + + +

= + + +
 

 

 Estimates Std. Error z-Statistic Prob.  

C 229.4776 41.19560 5.570439 0.0000 

1  0.472526 0.112462 4.201641 0.0000 

  0.927319 0.026550 34.92758 0.0000 

1  -0.198338 0.105113 -1.886895 0.0592 

  -0.535471 0.089619 -5.974940 0.0000 

        Variance Equation 

b0 318.0190 96.85419 3.283483 0.0010 

b1 0.259426 0.132282 1.961165 0.0499 

b2 -0.694004 0.162457 -4.271923 0.0000 

b3 -1.990113 0.672988 -2.957128 0.0031 

 

Adj R2 = 0.8695                        DW : 2.04 

 

Q Stat for Residuals (p Values are shown in parentheses): 

Lag 6: 3.78       Lag 12: 7.47       Lag 18: 18.62       Lag 24: 28.352 

          (0.15)                (0.48)                (0.18)                  (0.101) 

 

Q Stat for Squared Residuals (p Values are shown in parentheses): 

Lag 6: 4.88       Lag 12: 10.032       Lag 18: 19.996       Lag 24: 24.00 

         (0.09)                 (0.263)                 (0.130)                 (0.242) 

 

 



 

 

The formal ARCH LM test could not reject the no ARCH hypothesis for any lag 

specification (not reported here). Although this model is a quite good one, we can 

still try to find some better model, as some of the Q stats for residuals and 

squared residuals in this model are only marginally insignificant. 

In search of a better model we may return to the model 3 (equation 6) and try to 

incorporate ARCH specification in this model. Note that the calculated Q 

statistics for squared residuals in model 3 are found significant for the lags 4 to 

10. These might be the indication of the presence of ARCH effect.  The formal 

ARCH LM (1) test on this model shows the presence of ARCH effect at 10% 

level of significance. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The suggested GARCH model is: 

12 12

1 t 1 t

2 2 2

t 0 1 t 1 2 t 1 3 t

(1 L)(1 L )Y c (1 L )

b b b b Y

   

  − −

− − = + +

= + + +
    [8] 

ARCH LM (1) Test for Model 2: 

2 2

t t 1
ˆ ˆ33.65 0.163
       (0.00)  (0.0949) 
        

  −= +
 

F Statistic = 2.8409 (0.0949)        nR2 = 2.8186 (0.0931) 

p-values are in parentheses 

 

 



 

 

The result of the estimation is shown below: 

 

Estimated Model 5:  

12 12

1 t 1 t

2 2 2

t 0 1 t 1 2 t 1 3 t

(1 L)(1 L )Y c (1 L )

b b b b Y

   

  − −

− − = + +

= + + +
 

 Estimate Std. Error z-Statistic Prob.  

C 238.6053 51.59849 4.624270 0.0000 

1  0.516633 0.115334 4.479460 0.0000 

  0.928115 0.031024 29.91637 0.0000 

1  -0.565369 0.095167 -5.940813 0.0000 

        Variance Equation 

B0 334.2981 102.2236 3.270262 0.0011 

B1 0.240220 0.102809 2.336577 0.0195 

b2 -0.721578 0.154760 -4.662564 0.0000 

b3 -2.059769 0.708525 -2.907125 0.0036 

 

Adj R2 = 0.86                     DW = 2.08 

 

Q Stat for Residuals (p Values are shown in parentheses): 

Lag 6: 5.23       Lag 12: 8.18       Lag 18: 17.14       Lag 24: 24.74 

          (0.16)                (0.52)                (0.311)                 (0.258) 

 

Q Stat for Squared Residuals (p Values are shown in parentheses): 

Lag 6: 1.38       Lag 12: 10.429       Lag 18: 19.104       Lag 24: 26.32 

         (0.71)                 (0.317)                 (0.209)                 (0.195) 

 

 

Obviously this model produces the best results so far. All the coefficients in 

ARMA and variance equations are significant. Moreover, the Q statistics of the 

estimated residuals and squared residuals up to lag 24 are not significant at any 

reasonable level of significance. Another advantage of this model over model 4 is 

that this is more parsimonious. However, ultimate model selection will be done 



 

 

based on the forecasting ability of the model. In the next section we will examine 

the forecasting ability of these two models. 

5. FORECASTING 

We have so far introduced five ARMA models for the industrial output of 

Bangladesh. It is already shown that the first three models could not pass the 

diagnostic tests. Model 4 and 5 are the preferred ones where we assume a 

GARCH (1,1,Y) process for the error variance. In model 4 we include a constant, 

AR(1), multiplicative SAR for lag 12 and MA({12}) as regressors. In model 5 we 

retain AR(1) and SAR({12}) and also include MA({6}) with multiplicative 

SMA({12}). It is found that estimated coefficients and their standard errors are 

similar in these two models. It can be noted that these models can explain about 

86% of the total variation in industrial output index. 

As noted earlier, we have estimated these models using the data that cover the 

period between 1992:01 and 2001:12. We retain remaining samples between 

2002:01 and 2002:11 for out of sample forecasting. In the following figures we 

have shown the dynamically forecasted values of industrial output index for these 

eleven months.  



 

 

Figure 3: Forecast of Industrial Production based on Model 4 
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Figure 4: Forecast of Industrial Production based on Model 5 
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The two figures are almost identical. Both the forecasted series roughly mimic 

the actual series. On average, both models under-predict the industrial production 

in the first and third quarters and over-predict in the remaining two quarters. 

However, these two models exhibit slight differences in the magnitudes of the 

forecast errors. The forecasting evaluation based on various forecasting error 

criteria is summarized in the following table: 

 Forecast Evaluation: 

 Model 4 Model 5 

Root Mean Squared Error 4.717268 4.305568 

Mean Absolute Error 3.419541 3.189317 

Mean Absolute Percentage Error 2.293223 2.138738 

Theil Inequality Coefficient 0.015951 0.014500 

Proportions of 

Mean Squared 

Error 

Bias Proportion 0.097331 0.003878 

Variance Proportion 0.000450 0.002392 

Covariance Proportion 0.902219 0.993730 

 

In terms of all basic criteria it is evident that model 5 produces the smaller 

forecast errors. Mean squared error, Mean absolute error and Mean absolute 

percentage error are slightly bigger in model 4. Theil inequality coefficients are 

very close to zero in both model indicating almost perfect fit.  

We also report the components of total mean squared for both models. The bias 

proportion tells us how far the mean of the forecast is from the mean of the actual 

series. The variance proportion tells us how far the variation of the forecast is 

from the variation of the actual series. The covariance proportion measures the 

remaining unsystematic forecasting errors. Note that the bias, variance, and 

covariance proportions add up to one. If the forecast is "good", the bias and 

variance proportions should be small so that most of the bias should be 

concentrated on the covariance proportions. Here we observe that in model 4 bias 

and variance proportions account for about 10 percent, whereas in model 5, these 

two proportions account for only 1 percent. Particularly the bias proportion is 

relatively large (about 9%) in model 4, which indicates that mean of the forecasts 

does a poor job of tracking the mean of the dependent variable. On the contrary, 

in model 5 most of the errors (about 99%) come from the unsystematic sources, 

indicating very good forecast performance. Thus we may treat model 5 as our 

desired forecasting model. 



 

 

6.       CONCLUSION 

In this paper we tried to develop a short run forecasting model of industrial 

production for Bangladesh using the information about the history of industrial 

production. In attempting to do so we introduced several ARMA models and 

based on some diagnostic tests we finally chose two models for forecasting. We 

then showed that between these two models, one model is preferred over another 

for forecasting purpose. Our preferred model suggests an ARMA specification 

with multiplicative seasonal autoregressive term. This model implies that we can 

forecast the industrial output series; at least for few months ahead using the 

information about last month’s industrial output, seasonal variation in the series 

and shocks occurred in the same period of last year. There may exist many other 

variables, which can be used for forecasting industrial output. However, our 

analysis shows that information regarding the history of industrial output alone 

can be very useful in predicting the future values of the series. 
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