
Bhaskara Rao, B.; Sharma, Kanhaiya Lal; Singh, Rup; Lata, Nalini

Working Paper

A survey of growth and development issues of the Pacific
islands

WIDER Research Paper, No. 2007/34

Provided in Cooperation with:
United Nations University (UNU), World Institute for Development Economics Research (WIDER)

Suggested Citation: Bhaskara Rao, B.; Sharma, Kanhaiya Lal; Singh, Rup; Lata, Nalini (2007) : A survey
of growth and development issues of the Pacific islands, WIDER Research Paper, No. 2007/34, ISBN
9291909777=978-92-9190-977-3, The United Nations University World Institute for Development
Economics Research (UNU-WIDER), Helsinki

This Version is available at:
https://hdl.handle.net/10419/63538

Standard-Nutzungsbedingungen:

Die Dokumente auf EconStor dürfen zu eigenen wissenschaftlichen
Zwecken und zum Privatgebrauch gespeichert und kopiert werden.

Sie dürfen die Dokumente nicht für öffentliche oder kommerzielle
Zwecke vervielfältigen, öffentlich ausstellen, öffentlich zugänglich
machen, vertreiben oder anderweitig nutzen.

Sofern die Verfasser die Dokumente unter Open-Content-Lizenzen
(insbesondere CC-Lizenzen) zur Verfügung gestellt haben sollten,
gelten abweichend von diesen Nutzungsbedingungen die in der dort
genannten Lizenz gewährten Nutzungsrechte.

Terms of use:

Documents in EconStor may be saved and copied for your personal
and scholarly purposes.

You are not to copy documents for public or commercial purposes, to
exhibit the documents publicly, to make them publicly available on the
internet, or to distribute or otherwise use the documents in public.

If the documents have been made available under an Open Content
Licence (especially Creative Commons Licences), you may exercise
further usage rights as specified in the indicated licence.

https://www.econstor.eu/
https://www.zbw.eu/
http://www.zbw.eu/
https://hdl.handle.net/10419/63538
https://www.econstor.eu/
https://www.leibniz-gemeinschaft.de/


 

 

Copyright  ©  UNU-WIDER 2007 
* School of Economics, University of the South Pacific, Suva, Fiji; corresponding author: 
sharma_kl@asp.ac.fj 
This study has been prepared within the UNU-WIDER project on Fragility and Development, directed by 
Mark McGillivray and Amelia Santos-Paulino. 
UNU-WIDER gratefully acknowledges the financial contributions to the project by the Australian 
Agency for International Development (AusAID), the Finnish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, and the UK 
Department for International Development—DFID. 

UNU-WIDER also acknowledges the financial contributions to the research programme by the 
governments of Denmark (Royal Ministry of Foreign Affairs), Norway (Royal Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs), and Sweden (Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency—Sida). 

ISSN 1810-2611 ISBN 92-9190-977-7 ISBN 13 978-92-9190-977-3 

Research Paper No. 2007/34 
 
A Survey of Growth and Development 
Issues of the Pacific Islands 
 
B. Bhaskara Rao, Kanhaiya Lal Sharma, 
Rup Singh and Nalini Lata* 
 
June 2007 
 

Abstract 

This paper is a survey of some key variables with an international dimension and 
implications for growth and development policies in selected Pacific island countries. 
Results from a simple growth accounting exercise show that factor accumulation is the 
most dominant growth factor and that the contribution of total factor productivity is 
negligible. Therefore, increasing the investment rate to improve growth rate is a 
pragmatic medium-term policy option. Further, econometric analysis shows that foreign 
aid has a negligible effect on output and growth in Fiji, Solomon Islands and Papua 
New Guinea. 
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1 Introduction 

The Pacific island countries (PICs) share common problems with many developing 
countries, but there are some special economic problems that are unique to the PICs. 
These include diseconomies of scale in production and exchange of goods and 
services, high vulnerability to natural disasters and remoteness from major ports and 
export markets. Further, these countries concentrate on the production of a few 
primary commodities due to narrow resource bases and limited production facilities. 
The PICs are highly dependent on imports of both intermediate and finished goods, 
while diversification in exports is limited. Most of the PICs have experienced, on 
average, low growth in output over the past decade and their growth rates have 
shown large variations. Trade deficits have been increasing due to declining exports 
and increasing imports, causing an increase in external debt. Following an 
integration into the global economy, these now face new challenges due to limited 
resources, poor management skills and technology. Therefore, aid and migrant 
remittances have become important to fill the increasing trade deficits. Direct 
foreign investment (FDI) also plays an important role, especially if such investments 
reduce imports and increase exports through capacity-building.  

In this paper, we first survey some factors that are generally believed to be growth 
improving and to create an environment for growth. These are foreign aid, foreign 
direct investment, trade, migration, remittances and external debt. Our sample of 
counties consists of the Fiji Islands, Papua New Guinea (PNG), Solomon Islands, 
Samoa, Tonga, and Vanuatu. A growth accounting exercise is conducted to 
determine the relative importance of factor accumulation versus factor productivity 
in these PICs which, we believe, has implications for policies based on the aforesaid 
growth factors. It is observed that growth in these countries is dominated by factor 
accumulation. Therefore, we conduct a simulation study with the Sato (1963) closed 
form solution for output in the Solow (1956) model to show that increasing the 
investment ratio is a pragmatic medium-term growth policy option in counties like 
Fiji, Solomon Islands and PNG, because its growth effects persist for well over a 
decade. Finally, some econometric tests on the significance of aid for output and/or 
growth are conducted on a selective basis due to data limitations and the scope of 
this paper. Our econometric results show that aggregate aid has either insignificant 
or negative growth effects in Fiji, Solomon Islands and PNG. 

The paper is structured as follows: in section 2, we summarize the basic 
characteristics and trends in the performance of the selected PICs. Section 3 surveys 
the key developments in the aforesaid growth factors. Section 4 presents our 
findings based on the growth accounting exercise. Conclusions and policy 
recommendations, together with limitations, are in the final section 5. Our sample 
period for most countries is 1975-2003 and the major sources of data are the 
International Financial Statistics of the International Monetary Fund, World Bank’s 
World Development Indicators, the United Nations’ and the Asian Development 
Bank’s databases.  
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2 Performance in the selected PICs 

2.1 A brief background of the Pacific islands 

The entire group of PICs is spread over 30 million km2 of the Pacific Ocean but less 
than 2 per cent of the land area is inhabited. These islands differ widely in size, 
population, economic activities and resource endowments. Table 1 shows some of the 
key indicators. The Melanesian group of countries (namely, Fiji, PNG, Solomon and 
Vanuatu) are larger in size in comparison to the Polynesians (Cook Islands, Samoa and 
Tonga), where land sizes vary from 200 km2 to 3,000 km2. Accordingly, population 
density is higher in Polynesia which is more urbanized and has a higher literacy rate 
than the Melanesians. The PICs can be categorized as the middle-income group of 
countries. Per capita GDP ranges from a low of US$513 in the Solomon to a high of 
US$7,500 in the Cook Islands. However, of the Melanesians, Fiji ranks the highest, at 
around US$3,000. Fiji, PNG and Vanuatu have experienced average annual growth 
rates of 2.6 per cent to 3.6 per cent while the Cook Islands, Samoa and Tonga grew at 
around 2.5 per cent per annum. However, the Solomon Islands recorded an annual 
growth of less than 1 per cent due to political upheaval in the 1990s. Nonetheless, these 
growth rates are less than the average rate of growth of 3.8 per cent achieved by 
countries in the middle income group. However, the Commonwealth of Australia (2006) 
report on the Pacific shows that during the years 2002-05, there has been an 
improvement in the economic performance of the PICs, particularly in Samoa and the 
Cook Islands.  

Table 1 
Basic characteristics of Pacific island countries, 2004 
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Fiji 18.3 840  1.0 52 93 3098 1.6 

PNG 462.2 5800 2.5 13 57 695 1.0 

Solomon Islands 28.4 521 2.8 17 30 513 -1.9 

Vanuatu 12.2 213 2.7 23 34 1472 0.0 

Cook Islands 0.2 20 0.6* 70* 94 7549** 1.8* 

Samoa 2.9 181 0.8 22 99 2030 1.6 

Tonga 0.6 102 0.4 34 99 2087 2.2 
        
Low income – – 2.0 31 61 536 2.6 

Middle income – – 1.1 53 91 2305 2.7 

Upper middle income     – – 0.9 72 94 5189 1.4 

Notes: Growth rates are annual averages and * indicates figures in 2001 and ** in 2003.  

Source: Rappaport, Muteba and Therattil (1971) for land area data; all other data obtained from 
Commonwealth of Australia (2006: 18). 

3 Developments in growth factors 

In this section, we survey developments in the major growth factors which are thought 
to have an international dimension.  
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3.1 Foreign aid  

The effectiveness of foreign aid on economic growth is controversial in spite of a large 
number of empirical studies. White (1992) and Hansen and Tarp (2000) provide good 
surveys of aid literature and explain the macroeconomic impact of foreign aid. While 
White (1992) selects dual gap models, Hansen and Tarp (2000) extensively examine the 
literature based on the controversial findings of Burnside and Dollar (2000).  

The World Bank report (1998) concludes that aid is important for two reasons, first that 
there is a role for financial transfers from the rich to poor counties and second, effective 
aid supports institutional development and policy reforms. Burnside and Dollar (2000) 
examine the relationships between foreign aid, economic policies and the rate of per 
capita output growth using a panel of 56 countries over the period 1970 to 1993. They 
find that aid has a positive effect on growth in developing countries that have credible 
macroeconomic and trade policies but has little effect in countries with poor policies. 
Subsequently Easterly, Levine and Roodman (2003) examine the robustness of the 
Burnside and Dollar (2000) results with alternative definitions of aid and good policies 
and with sample period extended to 1996. They find that the Burnside and Dollar 
conclusion that aid promotes growth in a good policy environment is not robust to the 
inclusion of new data or alternative definitions of ‘aid’, ‘policy’ or ‘growth’. However, 
they emphasize that their findings do not imply that aid is ineffective but that adding 
additional data to the Burnside and Dollar study raises new doubts about the 
effectiveness of aid and policymakers should be less optimistic about Burnside-Dollar 
findings.  

Rajan and Subramanian (2005) apply a panel approach and find little evidence between 
aid and growth. Their findings support the conclusions of Easterly, Levine and 
Roodman (2003). They further argue that aid does not work in more favourable 
geographical environments, nor are certain forms of aid better than others. Therefore, 
they seem to indicate that aid-growth relationship is weak. However, in a recent study, 
Karras (2006) using annual data from 1960 to 1997 for a sample of 71 aid-receiving 
developing economies shows that the effect of aid on economic growth is significantly 
positive and permanent. Similarly, Radelet, Clemens and Bhavnani (2005) examine the 
aid-growth nexus using aid flows into 67 countries between 1974 and 2001 and 
conclude that what matters for growth is the type of aid. Their results show that aid for 
disaster management, emergencies and humanitarian relief efforts, including food, has a 
negative relationship with growth, while aid for environmental conservation, democratic 
reforms, strengthening health and education status affects growth positively.1  

One of the weaknesses in the aforesaid studies based on cross-section data is that they 
have limitations for country-specific policies. It is also hard to provide any rationale for 
the numerous specifications used in these empirical works which are essentially based 
on the reduced form equations. Easterly, Levine and Roodman (2003: 2) observe that: 
‘This literature has the usual limitations of how to choose the appropriate specification 
without clear guidance from theory, which often means there are more plausible 
specifications than there are data points in the sample’. 

                                                 
1  According to Radelet, Clemens and Bhavnani (2005) aid for building infrastructure (roads, irrigation 

systems, electricity generators and ports) tends to affect growth rates fairly quickly. They also argue 
that in countries with better institutions, aid shows a stronger relationship.  
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There are a limited number of studies available on aid and growth for the PICs. We 
briefly describe their conclusions here but shall examine the details later in this paper. 
Gounder (2001) estimates a relationship between the various forms of foreign aid (grant 
aid, loans and technical cooperation) and economic growth for Fiji for the period 1968 
to 1996. She shows that total aid as well as its components has a significant impact on 
growth in Fiji. Similar observations are made by Jayaraman and Choong (2006) who 
argue that aid seems to have a significant long-run effect on Fiji’s output. However, 
Feeny (2005) finds little evidence that total aid has contributed to economic growth in 
PNG although there is weak evidence that project aid has an effect on growth. Rao and 
Takuria (2006) find that aid seems to have a negative growth effect in Kiribati because 
(i) aid seems to have created a dependence culture and (ii) aid money is spent mostly on 
consumption goods which consequently creates little capacity in the economy. Hughes 
(2003) identifies inappropriate economic policies, aid spending on consumption rather 
than investment and misused funds, as the main reasons for the failing impact of aid on 
growth. In light of these observations, it can be concluded that the relationship between 
aid and growth is controversial and in our view the transmission mechanism of aid 
seems to be a secondary issue.  

The average aid as a proportion of income in our sample of countries is given in 
Figure 1. Clearly, the aid ratio indicates a downward trend, and over the sample period, 
the average aid ratio has declined by 0.1 percentage point annually. On average, while it 
was around 19 per cent until the end of 1980s, it declined sharply to around 15 per cent 
in the 1990s. This may have some implications for the PICs since they are in their initial 
stages of development and are mostly fragile economies.2  

 
Figure 1 

Aid as a proportion of GNI (sample average) 
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Source: Authors’ computations based on data from the World Development Indicators and the UN 

website. The linear trend line is plotted using the available data. 

 

                                                 
2  GNI instead of GDP figures are used due to the lack of consistent data on the aid-to-GDP ratio for all 

the sample countries.  
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3.2 Foreign direct investment 

Foreign direct investment (FDI) is considered as a catalyst for growth, capital 
accumulation and technological progress. De Mello (1997) surveys FDI in developing 
countries and notes that its effects on output depend on the FDI spillovers, increasing 
returns and value-addition by the domestic firms. Further, FDI is considered as growth 
enhancing in the long run through knowledge transfer and improved management skills. 
In a similar study for the East Asian region, Hill and Athukorala (1998) survey foreign 
investment focusing on three key issues: (i) impact of the economic crisis of the 1990s; 
(ii) the links between FDI and trade, and (iii) technology transfer and adaptation. They 
conclude that FDI continues to play a pivotal role in economic transformation in the 
region. Schneider and Frey (1985), using a sample of 80 developing countries, conclude 
that FDI is simultaneously determined by both economic and political factors—the two 
most important economic factors are the level of development (as measured by per 
capita real GNP) and the balance of payments. The crucial political variables are foreign 
aid (bilateral and multilateral) and political instability. Factors like GDP growth, level 
of worker skills, inflation and wage costs are found to be less important. Parry (1988) 
examines the role of foreign investment in the South Pacific nations. He argues that FDI 
has been the main driver in the development of mining, forestry and timber processing, 
fisheries, tourism, financial and retailing services in the region. Jayaraman (1998) 
suggests that FDI may be considered as an alternative to foreign aid in the PICs and 
argues that PICs have already initiated several economic reforms to increase the 
efficiency of FDI. However, some sensitive issues related to land tenure and property 
rights are yet to be resolved in order to see the full effect of FDI in these countries.   

Gani (1999), using data from 1976 to 1995, examines the contributions of FDI on Fiji’s 
growth rate. His empirical tests show that there is a positive relationship between FDI 
and growth in Fiji and therefore policies to increase the flow of FDI should be 
considered seriously. He argues that market size, openness policy and real exchange rate 
are crucial determinants of FDI inflows into Fiji. Undertaking a study on improving 
growth prospects in the Pacific, the ADB (1998) finds that the contributing factors for 
the region’s low FDI are: (i) law and order problems, (ii) insecurity of property rights,  
(iii) highly regulated investment regimes, (iv) high transportation costs and  
(v) uncompetitive unit labour costs. 

Against this background, some important issues in FDI can be noted. These are: (i) FDI 
does not seem to have a direct link with growth; this actually depends on whether it 
builds capacity in the receipt economy; (ii) the impact of FDI is realized through an 
increase in productivity of sectors like agriculture, forestry, fisheries and tourism in the 
PICs and (iii) FDI flows may remain low in light of the significant hindrances such as 
law and order problems, insecurity of property rights, lack of infrastructure and high 
costs of doing business in the PICs. 

Due to the unavailability of data for all countries under review, the ratio of FDI to GDP 
for selected sample counties is shown in Figure 2. The trends indicate that FDI flows 
have declined sharply in the recent years relative to the late 1980s and 1990s period. On 
average, it was around 3.5 per cent in the early 1980s, but increased to around 5 per cent 
in the mid 1980 to the end of 1990s. However, it again declined almost to negligible 
rates after 2000. In the case of Vanuatu and Solomon, it showed negative rates for this 
period, indicating a net outflow. Similar observations were made for Fiji following the 
1987 political crisis and the devaluation of the currency in 1998.  
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Figure 2 
FDI/GDP ratio 
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Source: Authors’ computations using data from the World Development Indicators, ADB (2006a), and the 

UN website. 

3.3 Migration  

Studies of the impact of migration on economic growth are limited. However, Moody 
(2006) argues that migration has a significant impact on labour productivity and 
utilization, although she does not formally test its effects on growth. The World Bank 
(2006) indicates that international migration poses both opportunities and challenges 
and may therefore have either negative or positive effects on growth. It argues that 
while migrant remittances are generally beneficial, the migration of skill can retard 
economic and social development in small and isolated countries. Athukorala (2006) 
examines emerging patterns of labour migration in the East Asian region from the 
perspective of labour-importing countries. He finds evidence that migration is becoming 
an important factor in economic growth and the structural transformation of the high 
performing Asian countries. The study argues that there is a strong case for including 
migration on the agenda of regional trading agreements or other regional cooperation 
initiatives in order to devise regional and country specific solutions to political 
opposition of foreign workers because labour flows impinge much more directly on 
national sovereignty and identity than foreign trade or investment.  

Some specific issues in the PICs can be noted from the limited number of studies that 
are available. Bertram and Watters (1985) and Bertram (1997) evaluate the emergence 
of the system of migration, remittances, aid and bureaucracy (MIRAB ) in five small 
PICs, namely, the Cook Islands, Niue, Tokelau, Tuvalu and Kiribati, where remittances 
are seen as a major source of income. This follows the opening of the New Zealand 
labour market to some of these countries since the 1950s. Appleyard and Stahl (1995) 
survey migration in the PICs and note that there has been an increase in the disparity of 
earnings and employment opportunities in the PICs relative to industrial countries such 
as New Zealand, the USA and Australia. The authors argue that Australia could assist 
counties like Tonga, Western Samoa, Kiribati and Tuvalu by granting limited temporary 
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access to its labour market. Recently, New Zealand has responded favourably to 
temporary employment in the horticulture sector from some of the PICs.  

The Asia Pacific Migration Research Network (APMRN) report (1997) analyses the 
trends in migration from Fiji and its contributing factors over the period 1962-94. It 
shows that during the review period, nearly 141,000 people (around 30 per cent of Fiji’s 
population in 1966 or 15 per cent in 2005) had left Fiji mainly for Australia, New 
Zealand, the USA and Canada.3 It notes that emigrants from Fiji are mostly Indo-Fijians 
but in the recent years, a noticeable number of indigenous Fijians are also migrating. 
Factors leading to migration are political uncertainties, lack of security on land issues as 
well as pull factors such as better education for children and higher incomes and 
standards of living abroad. Connell (2002) argues that apart from those mentioned in the 
APMRN report, natural hazards and radical changes in expectations over what 
constitutes a satisfactory standard of living, a desirable occupation or a suitable mix of 
accessible services and amenities determine migration from the PICs. 

Mohanty (2006) argues that while migration leads to brain-drain and loss of 
productivity, it also represents an opportunity to ease the pressure of the surplus labour 
in developing countries. However, he states that while this may reduce unemployment 
to some extent, it also leads to additional costs in terms of training and replacing the 
loss of skilled labour. He labels Kiribati and Tuvalu as the few countries in the world 
where local population is trained for working overseas, especially in New Zealand. Firth 
(2005) states that while migration is significant in Fiji, it is low in Papua New Guinea, 
Solomon Islands and Vanuatu because the standards of education and skills required by 
recipient countries are not adequately matched by migrants from these counties. He 
notes, however, that there is significant inter-island migration as well.  

Some important issues pertaining to migration from the PICs can be noted:  

i) The persistent pull and push factors that drive migration are political problems, 
higher earning opportunities, better standards of living and education in the 
destination countries.  

ii) Migration benefits the counties through remittances and absorption of excess 
labour; and  

iii) Migration tends to be harmful especially in smaller countries because it is 
difficult to replace human capital.  

Thus in general, we can say that migration is seen as a hindrance to growth in the 
countries of origin. Figure 3 shows the trends in net migration from four PICs. It may be 
noted that migration has declined sharply since the early 1970s, when in 1974 it reached 
a record high at around 100 per 1,000 people, after which it started its downward trend. 
Although there was another peak in 1980, it has declined by around 0.16 per cent per 
annum since then. However, in the recent years, net average migration seems to have 
stabilized. 

 
                                                 
3  According to Firth (2005), most of the migrants left Fiji following the 1987 political crisis. Tapuaiga 

and Chand (2004) argue that Fiji lost one-fifth of its labourforce over the period 1990-99. Tonga, 
Cook Islands and Samoa had also experienced massive migration in the 1990s. 
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Figure 3 
Average migration 
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3.4  Remittances  

Remittances are flow of incomes from migrants to families back home. Generally, it is 
agreed that these remittances help reduce poverty in the income-recipient countries. The 
officially recorded remittances received by developing countries in 2003 amounted to 
US$93 billion, second to the FDI which was close to US$133 billion.4 Studies indicate 
that there seems to be a weak positive relationship between remittances and economic 
growth. This is because, generally, remittances tend to be used for consumption and to 
some extent for investment, see Hertlein and Vadean (2006). Solimano (2004) states that 
remittances bring foreign exchange and can provide finance for capital formation to 
support growth in the recipient countries (also see Ratha 2004). In a report on Bangladesh, 
the ADB (2006a) observes that following an increase in remittances, there was a 
turnaround in the current account balance from a deficit in 2005 to surplus in 2006.  

Studies on the PICs highlight a mixed importance of remittance. Bertram and Watters 
(1985) find that the impact of remittances is small on the average per capita incomes. 
However, in its recent assessment of the Fiji economy, ADB (2005) argues that activity 
in Fiji is mostly stimulated by private consumption which in turn is underpinned by 
private remittance inflows. This effect, however, may be short-lived as Fraenkel (2006) 
finds evidence of ‘remittance decay’ in Tonga, Samoa, Marshalls and in the Cook 
Islands. In addition to these inconclusive findings, there are some problems in recording 
remittance data as well. Brown (1995) suggests that remittances can be classified as 
official and unofficial transfers and there are reasons why estimates of remittances tend 

                                                 
4  Ratha’s (2004) observation, based on Solimano (2004), is that in per capita terms, developing 

countries received 65 per cent of the world’s remittances in 2001. 
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to be both inaccurate and inconsistent. He argues that these anomalies are due to 
definition problems,5 noting that remittances are a major source of foreign exchange 
and incomes for households in the PICs. He argues that remittances are greater for 
Tonga and Western Samoa than their total export earnings. In these economies, 
domestic consumption expenditure is significantly greater than GDP, hence a negative 
domestic savings rate. However, savings tends to be positive and the savings-investment 
gap appears much smaller when GNP figures are considered. This is possibly due to 
large amount of remittances inflow. His survey of Tonga also reveals that a significant 
part of remittances is used for investment purposes, such as housing or in agriculture. 
Moreover, remittances in kind are usually found to be in the form of investment goods 
including building materials, light machinery and vehicles. However, for the PICs as a 
whole, remittances make only a scant contribution to savings and investment because 
they are primarily a source for immediate consumption. As Connell and Brown (2005) 
point out, remittances are mainly used to purchase food items, goods such as outboard 
motors, housing, airfares, education and even investment in some of the PICs.  

In a recent article, Brown and Connell (2006) survey the migration status of doctors and 
nurses from Fiji, Tonga and Samoa and show that overall, remittance levels appear to be 
higher among these households. However, they observe that the propensity to remit 
tends to decline faster in the medical professionals compared to other remitters. Taomia 
(2006), in examining the impact of remittance on the development of Tuvalu, argues 
that remittances together with foreign aid have been useful in maintaining the balance of 
payments. He finds that both GDP and remittances follow similar increasing trends and 
thus concludes that remittances have an effect on Tuvalu’s economy. Therefore, 
migration and remittances are considered to be vital elements of Tuvalu’s development. 

Figure 4 
Ratio of remittances to GDP 
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5  The UN (2005) report also observes that there is no international framework for collecting data on 

remittances from household surveys. Therefore, the concepts and methodologies applied to data are 
not uniform across all countries.  
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Some issues arising from the above survey are noteworthy:  

— While remittances are one important advantage of migration, it seems that they 
create inefficiencies and dependence in most island economies. Further, 
remittances have also been seen as a disincentive to work, leading to low 
productivity.  

— While the effects of remittances on economic growth and other variables are 
difficult to test formally, obtaining reliable data on remittances is a problem.  

The flows of remittances as a proportion to GDP in our sample of the PICs are given in 
Figure 4. As can be seen, while the ratio of remittances to GDP is high in Tonga and 
Samoa, it is low in the others, especially in Fiji and PNG. In all countries, excluding 
Samoa, remittances have declined since 1995 by about 1.3 per cent per annum. In the 
recent years, on average, remittances as a ratio of GDP are fairly low. 

3.5 External debt 

It is well-known that excessive indebtedness tends to be a major impediment to 
economic growth and stability in developing countries. Sachs (1998) analyses economic 
growth in countries classified by the World Bank as those suffering from debt service 
difficulties and notes that they have fallen far short of the growth in countries without 
debt service problems. According to the World Bank (2001), high levels of external 
debt are increasingly recognized as a serious constraint on the ability of poor countries 
in pursuing sustainable development and reducing poverty.  

Presbitero (2005) applies an econometric analysis for 152 developing countries over the 
period of 1977 to 2002 and finds a negative relationship between external debt and 
economic growth as well as debt service and investment. The effects are also noted to 
be stronger in the low-income countries. He concludes that for these countries, a debt 
reduction from a debt-to-exports ratio of 200 to 150 adds more than 1 per cent to the 
growth rate of per capita outputs in the heavily indebted poor countries (HIPCs). 
Further, according to Presbitero, a reduction in the debt service ratio can be twice as 
effective as an equal increase in foreign aid. Clements, Bhattacharya and Ngu Yen 
(2005), using data for the period 1977-99 for 55 low-income countries, attempt to 
determine whether debt relief can boost growth in poor countries. They note that while 
high levels of debt can depress economic growth in these countries, external debt slows 
growth only after its face value reaches a threshold level estimated to be around 50 per 
cent of GDP or net present value of 20-25 per cent of GDP. They claim that a 
substantial reduction in external debt projected for HIPCs can directly add 0.8 per cent 
to 1.1 per cent to their per capita growth rates. They also find that external debt affects 
growth indirectly through its impact on public investment resulting from the cost of debt 
serving. Their results indicate that on average, a 1 per cent debt-service increase as a 
share of GDP reduces public investment by about 2 per cent. Schclarek (2004) explores 
the relationship between debt and growth for 59 developing and 24 industrial countries. 
The results show a negative and significant relationship between total external debt and 
economic growth for developing countries. For industrial countries, high debt levels are 
not necessarily associated with lower GDP growth rates. 

Unfortunately, studies on external debt and growth focussing on the PICs are 
unavailable to us for review. However, from our survey above, we can conclude that 
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(i) there exists a negative and significant relationship between foreign debt and 
economic growth and (ii) that debt service reduces the availability of funds for public 
investment, hence indirectly affects growth. Debt ratios of the selected PICs are given in 
Figure 5 and it can be seen that in general, debt ratios have increased by twofold since 
1975. It was significantly high in Samoa in 1992 but has declined since then. A notable 
trend is found in Fiji where the debt ratio was 5 per cent of GDP in the 1970s, but 
increased to around 38 per cent in the 1980s. However, since 1987, it has been declining 
by around 1.4 percentage points annually.  

Figure 5 
Debt ratio 
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3.6 Trade  

Until the 1970s, import substitution and industrialization strategies were dominant in 
developing countries. However, since the late 1980s and 1990s, trade liberalization or 
outward orientation has been advocated as the engine of growth and development. The 
links between trade and growth have been the subject of many empirical studies. 
Michalopoulos and Jay (1973) use the aggregate production function approach for 39 
countries, together with exports as an auxiliary variable and find that GNP growth was 
significantly correlated to the growth rate of exports. Similar observations are made by 
Michaely (1977) for 41 countries over the period 1950-73. Saggi (2002) surveys the 
recent trade literature on international technology transfers, paying particular attention 
to the role of FDI and argues that trade encourages growth only if knowledge spillovers 
are international in scope. However, empirical evidence on the scope of knowledge 
spillovers (national versus international) is ambiguous. 

Frankel and Romer (1999) examine the correlation between trade and income but 
cannot identify the direction of causation between the two, as trade volumes are not 
determined exogenously. As a result, the correlation between trade and income cannot 
identify the effect of trade. The paper addresses this problem by focusing on the 
component of trade that is due to geographical factors. The results are consistent across 
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the samples and specifications, to confirm that a rise of 1 percentage point in the ratio of 
trade to GDP increases income per person by at least half a per cent. This is due to the 
accumulation of physical and human capital, and by increasing output for given levels 
of capital. The results also suggest that within-country trade raises income. There are 
two important caveats to these conclusions. First, the effects are not estimated with 
great precision and second, they cannot be applied without qualification to the effects of 
trade policies.  

Baldwin (2003) surveys the relationship between openness and growth, highlighting an 
important study by Rodriguez and Rodrik (2001). Their study criticizes the conclusions 
of a number of multi-country statistical studies that openness is associated with higher 
growth rates. Rodriguez and Rodrik conclude that openness simply in the sense of 
liberal trade policies do not guarantee faster growth. Baldwin argues that a key reason 
for the disagreement among economists seems to relate to differences in what is meant 
by the concept of openness. Harrison (1996) uses a variety of openness measures to test 
the association between openness and growth. Although the correlation across different 
types of openness is not strong, there is generally a positive association between growth 
and different measures of openness.  

During the past ten years, the PICs have also adopted trade liberalization policies as the 
appropriate strategy for economic growth. Most of them are now signatories to several 
overlapping regional and international agreements, encompassing trade, aid and 
investment. These agreements are seen as instruments for accelerating their economic 
development, create employment, increase incomes as well as the standard of living 
(Narsey 2004). The regional trade agreements are: the Pacific Island Countries Trade 
Agreement (PICTA), the Pacific Agreement on Closer Economic Relations (PACER), 
which includes Australia and New Zealand. The trade aspects of Cotonou Agreement 
are in the process of being negotiated with the European Union, in the form of economic 
partnership agreements which are expected to come into effect after 2007. Narsey 
expresses his concerns about the liberalization of trade within the Pacific countries, as 
well as for what he terms the ‘weak bargaining positions’ of PICs. He adds that the 
monopolies (rather than consumers) will be the main beneficiaries of trade 
liberalization. According to Narsey, Pacific governments had not analysed the long-term 
viability of industries affected by PICTA and had not really examined the implications 
of PACER and WTO compliance and how these would affect Pacific communities. 
Prasad (2002) points out that trade liberalization must accompany other reforms so that 
the benefits of trade liberalization are not lost in the process. He adds that the 
constraints for most of the Pacific Islands are institutional such as uncertainty of land 
rights, lack of good governance, lack of infrastructure, lack of appropriate legislation 
and efficient judicial system. Tapuaiga and Chand (2004) explain that in the short term, 
there are likely to be some adverse effects from liberalization created in the process of 
reallocating of resources from less productive to more productive sectors in the PICs. 
These are likely to be in the form of dismantling of some industries, job losses and loss 
of tariff revenue. They argue that PICs have the potential to promote industries such as 
ICT where geographical barrier is not a disadvantage. The average growth in trade 
ratios (ratio of the sum of exports and imports to GDP) of our sample of PICs is given in 
Figure 6. While trade picked up sharply in 1983, it has been quite volatile until 1987. 
Since then, there has been a slow growth in trade in the PICs averaging less than 1 per 
cent per annum.  
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Figure 6 
Growth in trade 
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4 Empirical findings  

4.1 Introduction  

Country-specific econometric studies on the determinants of growth with implications 
for policy are relatively few or nonexistent for many PICs. The few studies that do exist 
for PNG and Fiji seem to have several limitations and are in need of further attention. In 
this section, we shall use a methodological approach which we believe is useful for 
formulating policies to improve the growth rate of the PICs. From a policy perspective 
we think that it is desirable to distinguish between factors that have only level effects 
from those with permanent growth effects. In between these two, there are factors (e.g., 
investment ratio), which have not only permanent level effect but also growth effects for 
a number of periods.6 However, depending on whether the endogenous or exogenous 
growth model is used, their effects may differ. Variables like the investment ratio will 
have permanent growth effects in the endogenous growth models but such effects 
eventually converge to zero in the exogenous growth models. The balance of evidence 
with timeseries data seems to favour the exogenous growth models; see Jones (1995). 
The aforesaid threefold distinction is especially useful for formulating policies for 
growth in the PICs and similar countries where nearly 100 per cent of output growth is 
due to factor accumulation. In such countries, it is difficult to implement institutional 
reforms fairly quickly for improving their long-run growth rates. In contrast some 
policies, like improvements in health, education, investment and export ratios, seem to 
be relatively less difficult to implement. Although their growth effects seem to be small, 
these effects can be quickly realized. 

                                                 
6  Some factors, like capital per worker, generally have both long-run permanent level effects as well as 

short-run growth effects. The latter effects can last only few years while the long-run growth effects of 
investment seem to spread over a number of decades.  
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In what follows we first perform a standard growth accounting exercise to understand 
the relative importance of factor accumulation and technical progress for the growth rate 
of output. This is useful for selecting appropriate growth policies from available options 
and also for identifying polices that need attention by the international agencies and 
aid-giving countries.7 For example, if about 90 per cent of growth is due to factor 
accumulation and policymakers target higher growth rates, say for the next 5 or 10 
years, perhaps it is pragmatic to improve the investment ratio rather than contemplate 
institutional reforms which need considerable political will to implement and may take 
over a decade to produce any significant effects. This does not mean that such reforms 
should be postponed. Policymakers should consider policies that have a quick effect on 
growth as well as those that are difficult to implement immediately and need longer 
periods to have significant effects. The fact that growth rates can be improved in the 
short and medium terms may induce the PICs to become more interested in institutional 
reforms in an improved economic environment. Therefore, we take the view that in the 
developing countries—and especially in the PICs—policies that have quick growth 
effects deserve attention. The growth accounting exercise will give some insights into 
such policy choices. 

4.2  Growth accounting 

We now conduct a standard growth accounting exercise for each of the six countries 
with the stylized values for the factor shares of 0.3 for capital and 0.7 for labour. The 
capital stock series are estimated with the perpetual inventory method, with the 
assumption that the depreciation rate is 4 per cent and the initial stock of capital is 1.25 
times the level of GDP. The results of our growth accounting exercise are summarized 
in Table 2.8 Except in Fiji where total factor productivity (TFP) growth is positive and 
small, the entire growth in output in the other countries seems to be due to factor 
accumulation.9 The average growth rate in Fiji is about 2.3 per cent and in Solomon 
Islands it is 1 per cent higher. However, the coefficients of variation indicate that 
fluctuations in the growth rates in all the island countries are much higher than in Fiji. 
Such large fluctuations indicate predominance of the primary sector in the economy and 

                                                 
7  Hoover and Perez (2004) note that there are more than 80 such potential growth factors which have 

been used in various studies with cross-section data. However, for country-specific timeseries studies, 
such growth factors may be limited because of the lack of data on most of these variables. 
Furthermore, it is difficult to get any meaningful results on the effects of even a few growth factors 
when data are available on an annual basis for 30 or 40 years because of co-linearity between these 
variables.  

8 An alternative to the growth accounting exercise is to estimate a standard Cobb-Douglas production 
function based on the standard assumptions that there are constant returns, technology is Hicks neutral 
and the stock of knowledge grows over time at a constant rate. This method of getting an insight into 
the issues is a stochastic approach to the standard non-stochastic growth accounting exercise.  

9  These findings are not surprising. Young (1995), for example, finds that much of the growth in the 
East Asian economies was due to factor accumulation. Factor accumulation during 1966-90 
contributed 105 per cent to growth in Singapore, 88 per cent in South Korea, 80 per cent in Taiwan 
and 70 per cent in Hong Kong.  
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various large and significant positive and negative shocks. In this respect, Fiji seems to 
have coped with various shocks better than the other countries.10  

Nevertheless, it is possible to improve the growth rates in the medium term of 5 to 10 
years and in the long run of over 10 years and beyond. For example, Fiji is already 
targeting a 5 per cent growth rate by improving the investment ratio from about 15 per 
cent to 25 per cent over the next few years. The targeted investment ratio for 2007 is 18 
per cent. Given the above growth accounting results that factor accumulation has 
contributed 95 per cent to Fiji’s growth rate, improving investment ratio to achieve a 
higher growth rate seems to be a pragmatic medium-term policy option. Similar 
observations are valid for Solomon Islands where 100 per cent of the growth rate is due 
to factor accumulation. Export promotion polices may help to improve growth rates 
over shorter periods, but they are unlikely to have large permanent growth effects in 
countries where the backward and forward linkage effects are small. 

Table 2 
Growth accounting, 1972-2003/4 

Country 
Average rate of 
growth of GDP

Coefficient of 
variation 

Growth due to factor 
accumulation TFP 

Investment ratio 
(1999-2003) 

      
PNG 0.010 5.314 0.010 

(100%) 
0.000 
(0%) 

0.17 

Fiji 0.023 0.343 0.022 
(95%) 

0.001 
(5%) 

0.13 

Solomon Islands 0.033* 1.060 0.034 
(100%) 

-0.001 
(0%) 

0.19 

Samoa 0.010 4.109 0.010 
(103%) 

-0.000 
(-3%) 

0.40 

Tonga 0.054 9.340 0.035 
(98%) 

0.035 
(2%) 

0.21 

Vanuatu 0.010 5.970 0.011 
(104%) 

-0.042 
(-4%) 

0.30 

Note: * Although the mean growth rate for the Solomon Islands from 1970 to 2003 was positive and 
high, from 1995 to 2003 this was -0.014. 

4.3 Some dynamic simulations  

We now perform simulations with the Sato (1963) closed form solution for output in the 
Solow (1956) model. This is useful for understanding how the dynamic effects of 
improved investment ratios would evolve and how long these growth effects can be 
sustained. The Sato closed form solution for output is given as follows: 

                                                 
10 A better estimate of such random shocks can be made by estimating the production functions 

mentioned in the earlier footnote. No doubt, a part of these large variations in the growth rate of 
output may be due to missing variables and structural breaks in the data, etc. Nevertheless, we expect 
that the standard errors of these regression equations will be relatively large, even after allowing for 
missing variables and structural breaks, indicating that the effects of random shocks on the growth rate 
(or level of output) in these island countries are large. 
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where Y is output, s  is investment ratio, A0 is the stock of knowledge at the beginning 
of the period, L0 is employment at the beginning of the period, α is the exponent of capital 
in the standard Cobb-Douglas production function with constant returns and Hicks neutral 
technology, (1 )( )n gλ α δ= − + + , n is the growth of employment, g is the growth rate of 
technical progress, δ is the rate of depreciation of capital and 0t T=  is time.  

Although this equation looks formidable, the effects of an increase in the investment 
ratio (s) on the growth rate of output can be simulated with Excel or a symbolic 
mathematics programme like Maple or Mathematica. The initial stock of knowledge 
(A0), labour (L0) and output (Y0) are set to unity because our objective is to compute the 
effects of a change in the investment ratio on the growth rate of output. The share of 
profits (α) is assumed to be 0.3, the rate of technical progress (g) is set at a slightly 
higher value of 0.01 and the rate of growth of employment (n) is assumed to be 0.024. 
These values imply that in the initial period (t=0), output in equation (2) is unity, which 
is the assumed value.  

These assumptions about the parameters and variables are close to their values in Fiji 
although the value for g is set higher at 1 per cent. This latter assumption is not important 
for the simulation results and only implies a higher steady state growth at 2.5 per cent and 
in per worker terms growth rate of 1 per cent. No matter what value the investment ratio 
takes, it does not have any effect on these steady state growth rates. Higher investment 
rates have significant growth effects only during the transition period of the economy 
from one steady state to another. It is these transition effects we are interested in because 
this transition period seems to be pretty long in the calendar terms. 

Figure 7 shows the additional growth effects (in excess of the assumed 2.5 per cent 
equilibrium rate) of an increase in the investment ratio by 3 per cent from 15 per cent to 
 

Figure 7 
Growth effects of s = 0.18 
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18 per cent for periods 2 to 20. It is assumed that the 18 per cent investment rate is 
sustained during these years. The average additional growth effect of the 3 per cent 
increase in the investment ratio in the first five periods is 2.4 per cent, implying that the 
actual average rate of growth of total output would be almost 5 per cent. These 
additional growth effects are significantly more than zero even after 20 periods. The 
average additional growth effect over 15 periods is 1.64 per cent. 

Figure 8 shows the additional growth effects of increasing the investment ratio, from 15 
per cent to 18 per cent in the first year, then to 21 per cent in the second year and finally 
to 25 per cent in the third year. The average additional growth rate in the first five 
periods is almost 3 per cent, raising the actual growth rate of output to 5.5 per cent. 
Even after 15 periods, the average additional growth rate is 2.5 per cent. 

These simulation results imply that many developing countries, including the PICs, can 
increase their growth rates for substantial periods of 10-15 years by increasing the 
investment ratio. However, this does not mean that there is no need to implement 
policies to raise their long-term growth rates through institutional reforms, learning by 
doing, human capital formation, improved health, greater openness and a myriad of 
growth improving factors which are identified as growth enhancing variables in the 
endogenous growth models. According to our understanding, it takes time and political 
will to implement some of these policies. However, raising the investment rate is 
relatively easy and therefore seems to be a pragmatic medium-term policy option. 
Countries where this is a useful medium-term option include Fiji, Solomon Islands and 
PNG. In the other four countries, where investment ratio is already high, there is some 
scope in Tonga to further increase the investment ratio by 3 or 4 percentage points. 

Some standard policy measures for increasing the investment rate include tax 
concessions such as tax holidays, especially for the export oriented industries, double  
 

Figure 8 
Staggered increase in s 
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depreciation allowances and low interest rate on loans for rural investments. Such 
policy measures have been successfully implemented in countries such as India. 
However, given the special problems of the PICs, e.g., law and order problems, small 
internal markets, remote location and lack of satisfactory property rights, infrastructure 
and management skills, etc., it is necessary to consider how investment, especially FDI, 
can be increased. Tax concessions and low interest rate loans may be effective in the 
PICs with larger populations and diverse resources like the PNG and Fiji. However, 
increasing investment rates in the smaller countries needs special attention to identify 
the industries in which they have significant relative cost advantages. For example 
while it may not be feasible to establish firms to assemble consumer electronic goods in 
Kiribati, it may be advantageous to establish small- to medium-sized units to process 
fish products and more efficient plants to extract coconut oil. Therefore, we take the 
view that it is important to give attention to the identification of industries in which 
PICs have comparative cost advantage. 

4.4 Further policy implications 

We note that the impacts of an increased investment ratio on the rate of output growth 
are substantial and last over a decade. Against this backdrop, it would be useful to 
examine the growth effects of a few other factors, e.g., overseas development aid, FDI, 
trade, foreign debt, remittances and migration. We have already reviewed trends in 
these variables. Some important issues worthy of further investigation are: 

— Through what channels do these factors impinge on the growth rate or the level 
of output? 

— Are their effects transitory or permanent? 

— If they have only transitory effects, how long do they last?, and 

— Do some of these variables, e.g., aid, have only negligible or even negative 
growth effects?11 

The answers to all these questions are difficult without the use of proper econometric 
techniques, a task beyond the scope of this paper.  

However, we shall briefly review the available empirical works on the effects of aid on 
the growth of PICs. In a comprehensive study using the bounds test approach, with 
several exogenous variables and proxies for policy environment but without an aid-
policy interactive term, Fenny (2005) finds that aid does not have a significant growth 
effect in PNG. However, he notes that project aid is effective and its coefficient of about 
1.3 is significant at the 10 per cent level. Rao and Takuria (2006) use a modified Solow 
(1956) output equation and observe that aid actually has a negative growth effect in 
Kiribati. In contrast, Jayaraman and Choong (2006), using a variant of the Burnside-
Dollar specification and an aid-policy interactive term, note that aid has a positive effect 
on the growth rate in Fiji but this is subject to diminishing returns. The main weakness 
in their work, as observed in Rao and Takuria (2006), is that because of an algebraic 

                                                 
11  That aid has been counterproductive in the PICs is very convincingly argued by Hughes (2003). There 

is now some empirical support for her observations. 
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error they find that a 1 per cent increase in aid causes growth to increase by 300 per 
cent. Needless to say, this is implausible.  

Grounder (2001) estimates an aid-growth relationship for the period 1968 to 1996 using 
the autoregressive distributed lag (ARDL) approach. Although she uses the Solow 
(1956) model and shows some awareness that the estimated equation is a production 
function, she adds a number of other variables, following Khan and Reinhart (1990), by 
treating them as shift variables. Furthermore, in spite of her elaborate attempt, there 
seems to be some confusion on the derivation of her long-run determinants of growth 
because in the Solow model the only long-run determinant of the growth rate of per 
worker income is the growth rate of technical progress. It is also not clear how her error 
correction term (ECM) is specified and estimated because no details are given. In spite 
of these limitations, her results show that aid in total, as well as in its various forms, has 
a significant impact on the growth rate in Fiji. Because of the aforesaid weaknesses, it is 
difficult to accept her findings on the effects of aid on growth. 

In another interesting but a critical analytical study, Hughes (2003) argues that the main 
reasons for the failure of aid to improve growth are inappropriate economic policies, 
misallocation (aid used for consumption rather than investment in infrastructure) and 
other misuse of funds. Subsequent empirical work by Fenny (2005) and Rao and 
Takuria (2006), which are more systematic, support Hughes’ conclusions. 

The conclusion we may draw from this brief review is that there is no evidence to 
support the assumption that aid has any significant effects on the levels or the rate of 
growth rates of output in the PICs. However, FDI, trade, foreign debt, remittances and 
migration may have some short-run effects on the growth rates, when they promote an 
increase in the investment ratios. Further work is necessary to determine the 
significance of these effects.  

5 Summary and conclusion 

In this paper, we have surveyed the major variables affecting output and growth rates in 
selected PICs and note that aid does not seem to have any significant effect on output 
and growth. We find that FDI may not have a direct link with growth unless it actually 
builds capacity in the recipient economy. Second, the impact of FDI in the PICs is more 
profound in some sectors, but FDI flows may remain low in view of the PICs’ law and 
order problems, insecurity of property rights, lack of infrastructure and high business 
costs. On the part of migration, we note that the factors that drive migration are partly 
due to political problems as well as higher earning opportunities and better standards of 
living and education in the destination countries. Further, migration is beneficial to the 
PICs through remittances and absorption of excess labour, but tends to be harmful 
especially in the smaller countries where it is difficult to replace human capital. We also 
find that remittances seem to create inefficiencies, a dependence culture and 
disincentive to work, leading in the PICs to low productivity. Further, obtaining reliable 
data on remittances is a problem. We also note that a negative relationship seems to 
exist between foreign debt and economic growth, and issues of trade arrangement and 
the bargaining powers of the PICs are important. From our empirical investigations, we 
can say that factor accumulation is the most dominant growth factor in these countries 
and that the contribution of total factor productivity is small. Overseas development aid 
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has a negligible or a negative growth effect in Fiji, Solomon Islands and Papua New 
Guinea. Finally, we cannot claim that our conclusions are definitive because of data 
limitations and because our survey of a limited number of quantitative and regression 
results on the effects of aid on output and growth indicated that they have some 
drawbacks. Nevertheless, we hope that our paper has provided a few useful 
methodological guidelines for further work on the growth of the PICs. 

References 

APMRM (Asia Pacific Migration Research Network) (1997). ‘Migration Issues in the 
Asia Pacific: Issue Paper from Fiji’. APMRN Secretariat, NSW. 

Appleyard, R., and C. Stahl (1995). South Pacific Migration: New Zealand Experience 
and Implications for Australia, The University of Western Australia, AusAID. 

ADB (Asian Development Bank) (1998). Improving Growth Prospects in the Pacific. 
Manila: ADB.  

ADB (Asian Development Bank) (2005). ‘Macroeconomic Assessment of 2004: Fiji 
Islands’. Available at: www.adb.org. 

ADB (Asian Development Bank) (2006a). ‘Quarterly Economic Update, Bangladesh’. 
News and Events. Available at: www.adb.org.  

ADB (Asian Development Bank) (2006b). Key Indicators 2006. Manila: ABD 

Athukorala, P. (2006). ‘International Labour Migration in East Asia: Trends, Patterns 
and Policy Issues’. Asian-Pacific Economic Literature, 20 (1): 18-39.  

Baldwin, R. (2003). ‘Openness and Growth: What is the Empirical Relationship?’. 
NBER Working Paper No. 9578. Cambridge, MA: National Bureau of Economic 
Research.  

Bertram, G. (1997). ‘The MIRAB Model Twelve Years On’. The Contemporary Pacific 
11 (1):105-38. 

Bertram, G., and F. Watters (1985). ‘The MIRAB Economy in South Pacific 
Microstates’. Asia Pacific Viewpoint, 26 (3): 497-519. 

Brown, R. (1995). ‘Consumption and Investments from Migrants’ Remittances in the 
South Pacific’. International Migration Papers No. 2. Geneva: ILO. 

Brown, R., and J. Connell (2006). ‘Occupational-Specific Analysis of Migration and 
Remittance Behaviour: Pacific Island Nurses in Australia and New Zealand’. Asia 
Pacific Viewpoint, 47 (1): 135-50. 

Burnside, C., and D. Dollar (2000). ‘Aid, Policies, and Growth’. The American 
Economic Review, 90 (4): 847-68. 

Clements, B., R. Bhattacharya, and T. NguYen (2005). Can Debt Relief Boost Growth 
in Poor Countries?. IMF Economic Issues No. 34. Washington, DC: IMF.  

Commonwealth of Australia (2006). Pacific 2020: Challenges and Opportunities for 
Growth. AusAID, May. 

Connell, J. (2002). Migration in Pacific Island Countries and Territories’. Asian 
Population Studies Series No. 160. Bangkok: UN-ESCAP. 



 21

Connell, J., and R. Brown (2005). Remittances in the Pacific: An Overview. Manila: 
ADB. 

De Mello, L. (Jr.) (1997). Foreign Direct Investment in Developing Countries: A 
Selective Survey’. The Journal of Development Studies, 34 (1): 1-34. 

Easterly, W., R. Levine, and D. Roodman (2003). ‘New Data, New Doubts: A 
Comment on Burnside and Dollar’s “Aid, Policies, and Growth” ’. NBER Working 
Papers No. 9846. Cambridge, MA: National Bureau of Economic Research 

Feeny, S. (2005). ‘The Impact of Foreign Aid on Economic Growth in Papua New 
Guinea’. The Journal of Development Studies, 41 (6): 1092-117. 

Firth, S. (2005). ‘The Impact of Globalization on the Pacific Islands’. ILO Briefing 
Paper presented at the South–East Asia and the Pacific Subregional Tripartite Forum 
on Decent Work, 5-8April, Melbourne. 

Frankel, J., and D. Romer (1999). ‘Does Trade Cause Growth?’ The American 
Economic Review, 89 (3): 379-99. 

Fraenkel, J. (2006). ‘Beyond MIRAB: Do Aid and Remittances Crowd Out Export 
Growth in Pacific Micro Economies?’ Asia Pacific Viewpoint, 47 (1):15-30. 

Gani, A. (1999). ‘Foreign Direct Investment in Fiji’. Pacific Economic Bulletin, 14 (1): 
87-92. 

Gounder, R. (2001). ‘Aid–Growth Nexus: Empirical Evidence from Fiji’. Applied 
Economics, 33 (8):1009-19. 

Hansen, H., and F. Tarp (2000). ‘Aid Effectiveness Disputed’. Journal of International 
Development, 12 (3): 375-98. 

Harrison, A. (1996). ‘Openness and Growth: A Time-series, Cross-country Analysis for 
Developing Countries’. Journal of Development Economics, 48 (2): 419-47. 

Hertlein, S., and F. Vadean (2006). ‘Remittances—A Bridge between Migration and 
Development Focus’. HWWI Migration Policy Brief No. 5. Hamburg: Hamburg 
Institute of International Economics. 

Hill, H., and P. Athukorala (1998). ‘Foreign Investment in East Asia: A Survey’. Asian-
Pacific Economic Literature, 12 (2): 23-50. 

Hoover, K., and S. Perez (2004). ‘Truth and Robustness in Cross-country Growth 
Regressions’. Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, 66 (5): 765-98. 

Hughes, H. (2003). ‘Aid has Failed the Pacific’. Issue Analysis No. 30. Sydney: The 
Centre for Independent Studies. 

IMF (various years). International Financial Statistics. Washington, DC: IMF. 

Jayaraman, T. (1998). ‘Foreign Direct Investment as an Alternative to Foreign Aid to 
South Pacific Island Countries’. Journal of the South Pacific Society, 21(3-4): 29-44.  

Jayaraman, T., and C. Choong (2006). ‘Aid and Economic Growth in Pacific Islands: 
An Empirical Study of Aid Effectiveness in Fiji’. Working Paper No. 15/2006. Suva: 
School of Economics, University of the South Pacific. 

Jones, C. (1995). ‘Time Series Tests of Endogenous Growth Models’. The Quarterly 
Journal of Economics, 110 (2): 495-525. 



 22

Karras, G. (2006). ‘Foreign Aid and Long-run Economic Growth: Empirical Evidence 
for a Panel of Developing Countries’. Journal of International Development, 18 (1): 
15-28.  

Khan, M., and C. Reinhart (1990). ‘Private Investment and Economic Growth in 
Developing Countries’. World Development, 18 (1): 19-27.  

Michaely, M. (1977). ‘Exports and Growth: An Empirical Investigation’. Journal of 
Development Economics, 4 (1): 49-53. 

Michalopoulos, C., and K. Jay (1973). ‘Growth of Exports and Income in the 
Developing World: A Neoclassical View’. AID Discussion Paper No. 28. 
Washington, DC: Agency for International Development. 

Mohanty, M. (2006). ‘Globalization, New Labour Migration and Development in Fiji 
Islands’. Paper presented at State, Society and Governance in Melanesia Project 
Conference on Globalization, Governance and the Pacific Islands, 25-27 October, 
Canberra.  

Moody, C. (2006). ‘Migration and Economic Growth: A 21st Century Perspective’. 
New Zealand Treasury Working Paper No. 06/02. Wellington: New Zealand 
Treasury.  

Narsey, W. (2004). ‘PICTA, PACER, and EPAs: Where Are We Going? Tales of Fags, 
Booze and Rugby’. Working Paper No .06/2004. Suva: School of Economics, The 
University of the South Pacific. 

Parry, T. (1988). ‘Foreign Investment and Industry in the Pacific Islands’. The Journal 
of Developing Areas, 22 (2): 381-400. 

Prasad, B. (2002). ‘Trade Liberalization in the South Pacific Forum Island Countries: A 
Panacea for Economic and Social Ills’. Working Paper No. 03/2002. Suva: School of 
Economics, The University of the South Pacific. 

Presbitero, A. (2005). ‘The Debt–Growth Nexus: A Dynamic Panel Data Estimation’. 
Working Paper No. 243. Ancona: Università Politecnica delle Marche. 

Radelet, S., M. Clemens, and Bhavnani (2005). ‘Aid and Growth’. Finance and 
Development, 42 (3). 

Rajan, R., and A. Subramanian (2005). ‘Aid and Growth: What Does the Cross-Country 
Evidence Really Show?’ IMF Working Paper No. 127. Washington, DC: IMF. 

Rao, B., and T. Takuria (2006). ‘The Effects of Exports, Aid and Remittances on 
Output: The Case of Kiribati’. Working Paper No. 31/2006. Suva: School of 
Economics, University of the South Pacific. 

Rappaport, J., E. Muteba, and J. Therattil (1971). ‘Small States and Territories: Status 
and Problems’. New York: Arno Press for the United Nations, 34-35. 

Ratha, D. (2004). ‘Understanding the Importance of Remittances’. Washington, DC: 
Migration Information Source. Available at: www.migrationinformation.org/ 
Feature/display.cfm?ID=256 

Rodriguez, F., and D. Rodrik (2001). ‘Trade Policy and Economic Growth: A Skeptic’s 
guide to the Cross-national Evidence’. In B. Bernanke, and K. Rogoff (eds), 
Macroeconomic Annul 2000. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press for NBER. 



 23

Sachs, J. (1998). ‘External Debt, Structural Adjustment and Economic Growth’. In 
International Monetary and Financial Issues for the 1990s, vol. IX. Geneva: 
UNCTAD. 

Saggi, K. (2002). ‘Trade, Foreign Direct Investment, and International Technology 
Transfer: A Survey’. The World Bank Research Observer, 17 (2): 191-235.  

Sato, R. (1963). ‘Fiscal Policy in a Neo-Classical Growth Model: An Analysis of Time 
Required for Equilibrium Adjustment’. Review of Economic Studies, 30 (1): 16-23.  

Schclarek, A. (2004). ‘Debt and Economic Growth in Developing and Industrial 
Countries’. Working Paper No. 2005(34) Lund: Department of Economics, Lund 
University.  

Schneider, F., and B. Frey (1985). ‘Economic and Political Determinants of Foreign 
Direct Investment’. World Development, 13 (2): 161-75. 

Solimano, A. (2004). ‘Remittances by Emigrants: Issues and Evidence’. 
Macroeconomia de Desarollo 26. New York: EC. 

Solow, R. (1956). ‘A Contribution to the Theory of Economic Growth’. Quarterly 
Journal of Economics, 71 (1): 65-94. 

Taomia, F. (2006). ‘Remittances and Development in Tuvalu’. Paper presented at the 
Regional Conference on Institutions, Globalization and their Impacts on Labour 
Markets in Pacific Island Countries, 17-19 October, Suva. 

Tapuiaga, E., and U. Chand (2004). ‘Trade Liberalization: Prospects and Problems for 
Small Developing South Pacific Island Economies’. Working Paper No. 14/2004. 
Suva: School of Economics, The University of the South Pacific. 

UN (2005). ‘International Working Group on Improving Data on Remittances Interim 
Report’. Meeting of the Technical Subgroup on Movement of Persons-Mode 4, New 
York. 

White, H. (1992). ‘The Macroeconomic Impact of Development Aid: A Critical 
Survey’. The Journal of Development Studies, 28 (2): 163-240. 

World Bank (various years). World Development Indicators. Washington, DC: World 
Bank. 

World Bank (1998). Assessing Aid: What Works, What Doesn’t and Why. New York: 
Oxford University Press for the World Bank. 

World Bank (2001). ‘Debt Extracts from Key Publications’. Available 
at: www.21.ca/debt/tp.htm  

World Bank, (2004). Effects of International Migration on Economic and Social 
Development. New York: UN Statistics Division.  

World Bank (2006). ‘Effects of International Migration on Economic and Social 
Development’. Remarks by Francois Bourguignon at the United Nations High Level 
Dialogue on International Migration and Development, 14-15 September, New York. 

Young, A. (1995). ‘The Tyranny of Numbers: Confronting the Statistical Realities of 
the East Asian Growth Experience’. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 110 (3): 641-
80. 


