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ABSTRACT

Having with the objectives of understanding the effects of foreign trade on the economic devel-
opment process of Nepal, this paper attempts to deal the role and the impact of export and
import along with many other pertinent factors. The determining factorsthat have been consid-
ered along with export are: capital stock, labor force, average propensity to save (APS), relative
price index (RPI), ratio of government development expenditure to GDP. Moreover, GDP, PCI,
and growth rate of GDP are the assumed devel opment indices. These macro variablesareintro-
duced through the application of various econometric models. The empirical results have been
estimated by applying annual data for the period of 1974/'75 to 2002/'03. The different models
in linear and log-linear forms have justified that exports growth leads to economic growth.
Therefore, the policy of adequate investment in export oriented industries that embody a 'proper
mix' of export promotion and import substitutions is suggested.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT IS THE process of economic and socia transformation.
This process often follows a well-ordered sequence and exhibits common characteristics
across countries (Thirlwall 1999). Despite of many constraints- stagnant social and eco-
nomic situations- urgent economic development isthe quest of every nation (Todaro 1997).
In the course of struggling with the negative effects of internal and external forces!, many
countries have been incapable of solving ill socio-economic rigidities and still economi-
cally weak to find their development path. Consequently, they are driven in quicksand of
poverty, unemployment, inequality and socioeconomic unrest.

Foreign trade is considered as an essential factor for accelerating the path of eco-
nomic development. Most countries are involved into foreign trade to create employment,
raise propensity to save, increase foreign exchange earning, and raise the productivity of
investment moving from less productive use to high productive use (Hussain 1996). Be-
cause of the benefits of openness, it is settled as the integral part of every country. For
developing countries, tradeisthe primary vehiclefor realizing the benefits of globalization.
Import brings additional competition and variety of domestic markets benefiting the con-
sumers. Benefiting business, foreign trade gives firms access to improved capital inputs
such as machine, tools, boosting productivity aswell. Foreign trade encouragesthe redistri-
bution of labor and capital to relatively more productive sectors. In particular, it has con-
tributed to the ongoing shift of some manufacturing and service activitiesfrom industrial to
developing countries providing new opportunities for growth (WDR 1999/2000).

World Development Report (1999/2000) highlightsthat the trade of goods and serv-
ices has grown twice asfast as global GDPinthe 1990's and the share attributabl e to devel -
oping countries has climbed from 23 to 29 per cent. The explosive growth of information

! Internal forces are supposed to be poverty, unemployment, illiteracy, terrorism, political instability, geographi-
cal rigidities, socio-economic unrest etc., External forces are foreign invasion, foreign policies, peripheral loca-
tion, fixation of quotas etc.
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and communication technology by 25 per cent between the period 1994- 1997 alone has
offered another opportunity for developing countries.

Nepal, adevel oping country, has profound potential on information technology, which
may solve the problem of landlockedness and trade and tariff barrier. The opportunities on
garments, carpets and other agriculture and service related productions and good access to
herbal production and Ayurvedic medicines can not be overlooked.

Nepalese foreign trade performance has so far been poor. Several factors seem to be
responsible, and of these, its landlockedness is one of the major causes for Nepal's weak
production base, which is eventually linked with the growth of exports and imports of tech-
nology and raw material. Not only the open border with India but also the limited transit
facilitiesin one or other way have constrained its trade with overseas countries. Since tran-
sit through chinaisvirtually impractical, Indiais only economically viable for all commer-
cial flows. Indeed, no country intheworld (excluding Bhutan) is so hopel ess dependent on
the availability of transit facilities from asingle country as Nepal (Poudyal 1998). Histori-
cally, it is evidenced from almost all trade and transit treaties between these two countries
that the transit facilities had in the past always been provided by India in exchange for
Nepal's acceptance in giving incentives to Indian goods in Nepalese territories. For this
reason, Nepal's trade, especially import trade, in the past virtually had confined to India
Trade with only one partner leaving the options on the basis of comparative advantage
virtually obstruct the flow of benefitswhich is expected to accrue from free trade (Poudyal
98). Naturally, in such asituation, neither foreign trade nor the economy can be expected to
have speedy growth.

Foreign trade has however, been rendered due weight in al the periodic plans be-
cause of the adverse balance of payment (BOP) position. Realizing that the composition of
exports be changed by identifying new exportable, the Ninth Periodic Plan too (1997/'98-
2001/'02) discouraged the import of luxury goods and called for an adequate supply of
necessities at reasonabl e prices. The huge stress has been placed on industrialization through
export promotion and import substitution.

Nepal, an agro-based economy, has more than 80 per cent of its people engaged on
agriculture profession and the contribution of the agriculture sector to the total GDP consti-
tutes more than 40 per cent (CBS 1999). Since Nepal is least developed in industrial raw
materials and highly equipped machinery, there is minimum chance of cost-effectiveness.
Small domestic market seems to be an obstacle to economic growth. The world market is
then the only readily available way to exploit resources.

The basic problem which arises in managing the world market is environment in-
cluding different national policies, business customs and practices along with different po-
litical and legal formalities and practices, different monetary units, different levels of tech-
nology, different cultural and social practices (Shrestha 1994). Therefore, quite different
from that of the United States, Japan and European markets, the plan and programs that
Nepal prepares, may beineffective to cope with the different levels of uncertainly encoun-
tered in foreign market. Habeler concludes that international trade has made a tremendous
contribution to the development of less developed countries in the 19" and 20" centuries
and can be expected to make an equally big contribution in the future (Habeler 1959).

Counted in a least developed country of the world, Nepal is bounded on the vicious
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circle of poverty because lumpy amount of people insist in the agricultural professional
where the marginal productivity of labor is zero?. To shift the burden from high to low den-
sity sector, foreign trade plays the vita role. The same is expected in specialization in pro-
duction, division of labor, and increase in the national income. Foreign trade also widensthe
market and increases the inducement to invest income and saving viamore efficient resource
allocation. The benefitsfrom foreign trade in Nepal may be noted as following. Firstly, trade
provides materials, means (capital goods, machinery and raw- and semi-finished materials)
indispensable for economic development. Secondly, trade is the means and vehicle for the
dissemination of technological knowledge, the transmission of ideas, for the importation of
know-how, skill, managerial talents and entrepreneurship. Thirdly, trade is the vehicle for
the international movement and capital especialy from the developed to underdevel oped
countries. Fourthly, free intervention trade is the best antimonopoly policy and best guaran-
tee for the maintenance at a healthy degree of free competition (Meier 1975).

The present study aims to analyze the effects of foreign trade on economic devel op-
ment process of Nepal. Thus, a question arises, whether foreign trade plays significant role
in the course of economic development or not?

1. Delimitation of the Study

Leaving the earlier period from 1974/'75, this study covers the period FY 1974/75 to FY
2002/2003 because of the inconsistency of the consumer price index. Only quantifiable
variables have been given due consideration to analyze the direct effects of trade on the
economic development. Indicators like PQLI, Basic need, HDI can be used as dependent
variables to measure the devel opment process of a country but the data are unavailable in
accordance. Accordingly, GDPand PCI are only accepted as the major dependent variables
for measuring the economic development process.

2. Theoretical Framework

The problemsof underdevel opment are mostly related to poverty, unemployment, low quality
of people's lives, low level of capital formation, limited choices of people and mainly of
low level of income. Economic devel opment has however, attracted the attention of econo-
mists right from Adam Smith down to Marx and Keynes, yet found mainly interested in the
static problems and largely related to the Western European framework. It ishowever, espe-
cially after the Second World War that economists started devoting their attention towards
analyzing the problems of underdeveloped countries and formulating theories and models
of development®. Most development economists are almost unanimous in their view that
capital isan essential factor in promoting economic development. Their interest in the eco-

2TheTheory of Unlimited Supplies of Labour propounded by W.A. Lewis: 1950 statesthat APL determinesthe
wages of labor not by MPL. The surplus labor in traditional sector can be shifted from agriculture to other
sectors without reducing the total production.

3Harrod — Domar regard capital asamajor factor in the development process. Lewis approaches the problem of
underdevel opment from the standpoint of technical dualism, disguised unemployment and unlimited supply of
labour. Nurkse (1953) identifies alow productive efficiency as amajor cause of economic underdevel opment.
Rosensetin — Rodan (1961) has developed a big push version of the theory of balanced growth. Hirschman
(1958) and Streeten (1959) maintain that growth islargely a function of induced decision making. These theo-
ries, by and large, have devel oped the proposition that capital is a prerequisite of sustained growth.
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nomics of development has been further stimulated by the wave of political resurgence that
swept the Asian and African nations as they threw off the colonial yoke after the Second
World War. The view regarding the concept of development indicators has differed. Other
than Gross National Product (GNP), Simon Kuznets (1955), Meier and Baldwin (1960)
supposed NI as a basic indicator of economic development. Economists like Benjamin
Higgins(1999), Harvey Leibenstein (1957), W. Arthur Lewis (1961) and Jacob Viner (1977)
take PCI as an indicator of economic development. Presently, human development index
(HDI> 0.80) is supposed to be a better indicator.

A great controversy however, liesin regard to the selection of indicators; attentions
arelaidin accordancetotheavailability of data. Infact, economic development istheresult
of secular changeinlong run. Gold and silver, to Mercantilists, makes acountry in well-off
situation; increase in national production, to Classicists, is because of profit motive. J.S.
Mill (1848) adopts co-operativeto increase the welfare of the society and view that laborers
overcome from different kinds of domination via co-operative. Marx (1977) advocates so-
cialism asan essential factor for raising maximum welfare. The concept of National Income
or Per Capita Income has nevertheless ruled for many years, the now, more emphasis has
been given to non-income criteria like basic needs criteria, physical quality of life index-
PQL1, and Human Development Index-HDI.

Economic development is the process whereby the real per capitaincome of acoun-
try increases over along period of time-subject to the stipul ations that the number of people
below an "absolute poverty ling' does not increase, and that the distribution of income does
not become more unequal (Meier 1963; Baron 1957).

Kuznets (1955), Meier and Baldwin (1960), Meade (1972) all have used NI as an
appropriate measure of economic development, since per-capitaincome depends upon the
national income. Prof. Meade expects per capitaincome as the proper medium for provid-
ing welfare. Nevertheless, Ahluwalia and et. a (1976) disagree and state “ growth rate of
GNP initself is a mideading indicator of development since it is heavily weighted by the
income shares of therich." Though controversial, MorrisD. Morris (1979) too asserts Gross
National Product (GNP) as the most widely accepted measure of progress.

Modern economists confront with trickle down effect in uplifting the poor so the
non-income indicators like physical quality of lifeindex (PQLI) isfocused. MorrisD. Mor-
ris combines three component indicators of infant mortality, life expectancy at age one and
basic literacy at age 15 to measure performance in meeting the most basic needs of the
people. Thisindex represents awide range of indicators such as health, education, drinking
water, nutrition and sanitation. Though the index is criticized for using arbitrary weights,
the PQLI can be used to identify particular regions of under-development and groups of
society suffering from the improper socia policy. Wherever immediate action is required
state can take up such policies that increase the PQL rapidly along with economic growth.

Basic-needs criterion, a substitute of the per capitaincome, is another yardstick of
development, which focuses on alleviation of poverty by providing basic human needs to
the poor. The direct provision of health, education, food, water, sanitation and housing
affects poverty in ashorter period and with fewer monetary resourcesthan NI and PCI. Life
expectancy at birth, literacy, calorie supply per head, infant mortality and percentage of
population with access to potable water, infant mortality and percentage of population with
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access to sanitation, and housing are the social indicators for Hicks and Streeten.

The HDI isasimple average of life expectancy index, educational attainment index,
and the adjusted real GDP per capitaindex.

In itself controversial, foreign trade, as advocated by Physiocrates, is a necessary
evil because to them both foreign as well as domestic trade produce no real wealth (Roll
1973). Classicist and Neo-classicists regard foreign trade as an engine of growth. Adam
Smith's model* of foreign trade postulates the existence of ideal land and labor before a
country is opened to world market, his imagination of international man also justify the
viability of foreign trade in economic development of any country. In general, classical
economists considered comparative advantages as determining the pattern of trade with
widening of market, induced innovations, and increase productivity.

Modern economists too pleaded for the gain from the trade, not only changein re-
source allocation but in continuous impact on economic development of anation. It stimu-
lates for changing productivity of the economy. Staple's Demand-motored model® and
Corden's Supply-motored model® both reveal the positive relation of trade and develop-
ment emphasi zing that the direct gain comes form international specialization.

A country in long run tends to specialize in the production and export of those com-
moditiesin which it has comparative advantage (Ricardo 1917). In fact, Eli Heckscher and
Bertil Ohlin in Factor Proportion Theory state that the comparative cost differences arise
because of two reasons: i. different goods require different inputs, ii, different countries
have different factor endowments.

Testing the 'Factor Proportion Theory' empirically, Leontief in 1953 reached the para-
doxical conclusion that the United States was the most capital-abundant country in the
world. Leontief paradox however, was criticized on the methodological and statistical
grounds; various economists applied the model in their study. Tatemoto and Ichimurd dis-
covered Japan as an exporter of capital - intensive and importer of labor - intensive com-
maodities. Stolper and Roskamp concluded that East Germany alabour - intensive country's
exports were capital - intensive relative to its imports. Wahl found Canadian exports as
capital - intensive relative to the imports. Indian exports were labor-intensiverelative to its
imports. Nevertheless, Indian exportsto the United States were capital-intensive relative to
imports. Baldwin found that the U.S. import competing sector was 27 per cent more capital -
intensive relative to the U.S. export sector (Qtd. Chacholiades 1978).

Linder's Representative - Demand Hypothesis' states that the income growth affects
demand and trade. A rise in per capita income shifts a nation's representative demand pat-
tern towards luxuries that the nation can afford. This new concentration of demand for

4The model popularly known as "vent for Surplus Theory” assumes resources are not fully employed prior to
trade and that are increased without a decrease in domestic production with the result that trade raised the level
of economic activity. For detail see"Aninquiry into the Nature and causes of the wealth of Nations” ed. Edwin
Canaan (1976) p- 415.

5 Staple's Demand Motored model postulates that with discovery of aprimary product in which the country has
acomparative advantage, or with an increase in the demand for its comparative advantage commaodity, thereis
an expansion of aresource-based export commodity; this, in turn induces rates of growth of aggregate and per
capitaincome (Qtd. Meier 1995).

& W. Max Corden’s model emphasizes growth in factor supplies and productivity. After a country is opened to
world trade, five effects may appear i.e. impact effect, capital accumulation effect, substitution effect, income-
distribution effect and factor-weight effect.
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affordable luxury manufacturers causes producers to come up with even more impressive
improvements in the technology of supplying those goodsin particular (Davis 1985).

Krueger (1978) econometrically tested two hypotheses (1) more liberalized regimes
result in higher rates of growth of exports; and (2) more liberalized trade sector has a posi-
tive effect on aggregate growth’. In the later case, Krueger opines two channels through
which openness positively affects growth i. direct effects that operate via dynamic advan-
tages including higher capacity utilization and more efficient investment projects; and ii,
indirect effects that work through exports: more liberalized economies have faster growth
of exports and these, in turn, result in more rapidly growing GNP. Krueger estimated the
following equation on pooled data for traditional and non-traditional exports.

logX,=a, +glogREERX +rT +adT+adT+ad+ad+u,
Krueger also estimated areal GNP equation on time series for each individual country:

logGNP,=b +b T +b,logX +b,d T +Db,dT+E,

Theresults strongly confirmed that amore depreciated REERX hasapositive impact
on non-traditional exports; traditional exports however, did not appear to be sensitive to
real exchange rate changes. For both types of exports, the coefficient of d, - the dummy
variablefor Phases |V and V- was significantly positive, suggesting that the moveto amore
'liberalized' regime also have a positive effect on exports growth. In terms of their relative
contributions to export growth, real exchange rate changes appeared to be substantially
more important than movements in the liberalization ladder. With respect to GNP growth,
the estimates provided strong evidence in favor of an indirect effect of liberalization on
growth: higher exportspositively affected GNP growth. Shrestha (1981) suggested the need
of trade diversification to grab the opportunities of export market. The contribution of process-
ing industrieslikerice, flour and jute millswaslower than 1.6 per cent of GDP. The gains of
trade in terms of introduction of technology were quite low. Continuous rising trend of
trade deficit through little change has occurred in export trade.

Tyler (1981) gives empirical evidence demonstrating a cross-country association
between export performance and GNP growth. Tyler explains GNP growth with the help of
a Cobb-Douglas production function incorporating three productive factorsi.e. labor, capi-
tal and exports:

Yi=AKALP X’

Exportsare al so considered because there are scal e-effects and externalities associated with
export production and scales. Tyler's regression estimates made with the entire middle
income developing country sample disclose that both capital stock and exports make con-
siderable contribution to GDP growth.

Pokherel (1982) findsthat the volume of imports from other countries was galloping
year after year while volume of export was not increased in the same direction. The study
was able to show the significant relationship between the growth of Nepalese overseas
trade and the growth of her GDP, growth of Nepal ese exportsto overseas and growth of her
import from overseas. Ligal (1983) considers asimple Keynesian macro framework to show
" A liberalized regime is one that had reduced the extent of anti-exports bias.

8 Because of export market competition, non-exported products may tend to be produced more efficiently.
Moreover, allocation gains may be captured through greater export activity. LDCs can achieve a wider use of

abundant labour resource and afuller use of existing capacity with increased international specialization along
comparative advantage (Tyler 1981-125)
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therel ationship between GDPand other related variables. Beta co-efficient® is used to deter-
mine the importance of government expenditure on imports, prices and money supply and
Hansen Sabilization Index!® has been used to measure the stabilizing or destabilizing char-
acter of expenditure policy. The application of multiple regressionsjustified the significant
government expenditure with negative and insignificant coefficient of GDP along with in-
significant domestic price level. Feder (1983) provides the formal model to show signifi-
cant relationship between exports and growth of GDPi.e., y = N+X, where X is exports
sectors and N is non-exports sectors. Then N is defined as N = F (K",L", X) and X is
defined as X = G (KX, L¥), where K" and L' are capital and labour used ini (i=N,X) sectors.
Assuming marginal productivity of labor equal to B(y/L) where 3 is constant; Feder derives
the following equation for the rate of growth of GDP:

(yiy) = a(llY) + BL/IL) + {Fx+ (d (1+9))} (X/X) 12 where(1/Y) istheinvestment ratio,

L/L isgrowth rate of labor force and (X/ X] growth rate of export, (1+0) = (G, /F,) =(G/

F)and G , F_aremarginal productivity of labour and G, , F, arethe marginal productivity
of capital. Feder uses a sample of 31 semi-industrialized countries and estimates that the
marginal factor productivity in exports sectors are higher than in the non-export sector.
Kovouss (1984) showstheeffect of export growth on total factor productivity through
aninter country regression analysis by the application of asimple production function:
Y. =FI[K,L,t] )
Assuming disembodied technical progress, the elasticity of output with respect to capital
and labor force is constant and technical change (Hicks-neutral) and its rate remains un-
changed. The growth rate of GNP may be expressed as:
RY=a+ bRK + cRL e (D)
The hypothesis, that export expansion increases the growth of total factor productivity, can
beintroduced in the model assuming the rate of technical change as alinear function of the
growth rate of exports (RX). Hence,
RY=a+ bRK + cRL + dRX e e e (rry
Kavoussi considers average annual growth rates of GNP, capital stock, labour force
and exports between 1960 and 1978 for estimating (1) and (I11) models. In both low-and
middle-income countries, the coefficient of RX ispositive and highly significant, indicating

9 Beta co-€fficient of government expenditures is defined as Beta g=bg (Qg/Qz), where bg=regression co-
efficient of government expenditure on price or money supply or imports, Qg= standard deviation of G
Qz=standard deviation of B M or Ms.
t t
t
01(1->274/22;).100, where Yz = sum of Mor P or M

1 Export contributes to aggregate output in two fundamental ways: first it is assumed that the exports sector
generates positive externalities on non exports sectors, through more efficient management styles and improved
production techniques. Second, there is a productivity differential in favour of the exports sector.

2 Derived from y=N+X, N=F (K", L", X), X=G (K*, L*) and the assumption that FL = B(y/L), where B is
constant and o equalsto F, . 19
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the major role of export expansion in influencing the growth of total factor productivity.
Since alarger percentage of exports in middle-income countries is composed of manufac-
tured products, the higher coefficient of RX in this sub sample means that the effect of
manufactured exports on factor productivity is greater than that of primary products. To
provethis, the coefficient of RX isexpressed asalinear function of the commodity compo-
sition of exports.

RY=a+ bRK + cRL + (d, + d, MX) RX e e (V)
where, MX represents the share of manufactured goods in total merchandise exports, d1is
the coefficient of RX when d, is zero (that is, exports comprise only primary goods, and not
manufactured goods) the share of manufactured goods in total exports (at the end of the
period) is zero and d, + d, MX is the coefficient of RX when the share of manufactured
goodsin total exportsisMX per cent.
For estimating d, and d, equation IV is expressed as.

RY=a+ bRK + cRL + d, RX+ d, MRX e (V)
where, MRX = (MX) (RX)

Theresults reveal that the impact of commodity composition of exportsis quite dif-
ferent among low and middle-income countries. Furthermore, export expansion onthe growth
of total factor productivity has been very sensitive to the share of manufactured goods in
total exports for middle-income countries.

Applying the production function approach with the growth rate of export, Balassa
(1985) introduced per capita income to show the impact of the level of development on
economic growth. Taking into account 43 countries that were adversely affected by exter-
nal shocks after 1973, the coefficient of the growth rate of export (X /X,) was experienced
higher during the period 1973-79 than to the earlier.

As others, Ram (1985) also tested the production function framework on 73 coun-
tries for te periods 1960-70 and 1970-77 and found that the coefficient of growth rate of
export was significantly positive and remained higher in lateral period. In addition, Ram
(1987) urther applied the af orementi oned approach on time series and cross sectional data by
dividing the sample populationinto "beforeoil shock” and " after oil shock”; and between low
and middle-income countries. In vast majority of cases the estimated coefficient of export
growth for the 1973 - '82 periods was found smaller than those were for earlier period.

Applying the Keynesian model, Khanal (1988) arrives at the necessity of adopting
strong discretionary and control measures (different tariff and taxation measures accompa-
nied by foreign exchange regulation). Gray and Singer (1988) used Kavoussi's expots de-
composition technique and found Spearmans' rank coefficient as positive and significant
for countries facing above the average of world demand whereas insignificant for those
facing below the world demand conditions. Commenting the work of Balassa, Rana (1988)
considers balanced sample of 43 nations for before and after 1973. All the estimates of the
growth rate of export were significantly positive and smaller for post-1973 period than
those for earlier period.

Inhisstudy 'Foreign Trade, Aid and Devel opment in Nepal' Poudyal (1988) analyses
the relationship between GDP and investment, GDP and foreign aid, and import and GDP
with the framework of Almond Polynomial lag scheme. These relations are expected to
follow aninverted U-typelag pattern. In the case of imports, the behavior out of equilibrium
is also examined in the framework of a partial adjustment model, corresponding to a
geometrically declining lag structure. Considering the study period, 1964 /'65 to 1981/'82,
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the import equation in the linear form is expressed as:
M=a+aY+a(P/P), +U,wheea>0,ax<0.

The same equation has been also tested on logarithmic and lagged forms. The two-
gap model and different structural equations were set out to deal with the problem of con-
straintsfor devel opment process of Nepal alike:

* * *
Y, = YO(1+r*)t, X, =X, 1+ e and My =1

The forecasts with the help of Two-Gap model have justified that the trade gap
would be the binding constraint in Nepal's devel opment all through the next 15 years.

Kohli and Singh (1989) have used Feder's model to see the relationship between export
growth and GDP growth considering 41 countries as the sample for the period 1960 to '70
and 1970 to '81. Coefficient of the growth rate of export has been found as significant for
the period 1960 - '70 and insignificant for the period 1970 - '81. In the process of analyzing
the relationship between export and growth process of Nepal, Regmi (1998) concludes that
export plays atremendous role of expanding the pace of economic development in general
and create to robust industrial sector in particular. The unsuccessful ness of the government
policiesled Devkota (2000) to suggest the government to increase export by mobilizing the
domestic resources. Mainly concentrated on impact of exchange rate change on foreign
trade balance, due consideration has been given onto import and export functions® in two
categoriesi.e. Indiaand rest of theworld. In fact, Nepal ese exchange rate deval uation is not
the proper method of correcting the trade deficit (Garanja2000). Moreover, Poudyal (1998)
examines theimpact of foreign trade on economic growth of Nepal. Export / GDP, Import /
GDP, Balance/ GDP and Export / Import ratios have been used to analyze the condition of
trade of Nepal since 1974 / 75 to 1994 / 95. Growth of GDP at market price has been an
important indicator to observe economic growth of a country. The concept of multiplier,
K= 1/ (mps+ mpm)* dx, isused and derived 1.47. The multiplier effect of the export trade
seemsweak in Nepal because of adversetermsof trade. The multiplier effects on the output
growth haverevealed foreign trade as adecisive player in the process of economic devel op-
ment of the country. Furthermore, author gives remarks that Nepal's foreign trade has tre-
mendously been suffering from growing trade deficit, which can have negativeimpact onthe

3 M=f (NGDP, REER, M, ), and Xt=f (NGDP,REER,Xt-1 where NGDPis Nominal Gross Domestic Product,
REER isReal Effective Exchange Rate, M, isimportsintheyear t, X isexportsintheyeartand X jand M, are
exports and importsin the year t-1.

4 Chenery (1960) defines import substitution as the difference between growth in output with no changein the
import-ratio and the actual growth. The magnitude of import substitution between two periods1and 2 1S=I S=

n i n i n i n i n i

$Q,/ XS, |- LQi/Xs |.Ts

(i:1Q2 i=1 2) (ilel i=1 )izl 2
n

50

1S=

% Desal (1969) says two types of import substitution measures prevail (a) those referring to some notion of
optimality, and, (b) those that are purely descriptive of changes in the actual pattern of imports and domestic
production.

16 Fane (1973) portalsimport substitution for industry is evaluated in two parts: (a) import substation within the
industry (Mi) and the extracontribution, M isgrowth inindustry | toimport substitution, Therefore, M™=M+M..
For details see Pant (1994), Trade and development. 21
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economy as awhole. Pant (1994) takes concern with the import substitution measures of
Chenery,* Desai,*® and Fane'®. At the juncture of the analysis, the study has found signifi-
cant impact of manufactured export on the economic devel opment process of Nepal . Greater
technological progressisrequired for total export growth to enhancethetotal factor produc-
tivity regardless of the composition of exports. Theimport substitution policy adapted by the
government demands overall evaluation and analysis. While concluding, Pant firmly speaks
that the Nepal ese policy makers should devel op atrade strategy that embodiesa'proper mix'
of the export promotion and import substitution.

3. Research M ethodology

A research design isthe arrangement of conditionsfor collection and analysis of data
in amanner that aimsto combine relevance to the research purpose with economy in proce-
dure (Selltitz, and et a 1976). It isaknown fact that the econometric analysis of the Nepa-
lese economy is severely inhibited by a wide range of scientific data deficiencies. Asin
many developing countries but probably even more in Nepal, planning is severely handi-
capped by the dependable data in sufficient quantity (Barkay 1982). In view of the poor
database, arigorous quantitative analysis of the macro-economic relationship for the Nepa-
lese economy may not be feasible and even justified. However, a beginning, howsoever
inadequate, must be made somewhere with whatever data it is possible to compile. How-
ever as an aternative, though not a satisfactory way to do, value of relevant variables are
converted to constant prices by means of single GDP deflator.

This study is based on secondary data sources. Various published reports, surveys,
bulletins and journalswere consulted to collect the data. Important among them are Economic
Surveys 1998/99 and 2003/04, NRB’s Quarterly Economic Bulletin, 2002, various Censuses,
International Financial Statistical Year Book, 1987 and Economic & Poalitical Weekly 2004,
CBS'sStatistical Year Books. Absence of datatempted the researchersto apply the methods
of datafilling i.e., extrapolation & intrapolation.

Considerable effort has been made to standardize the data, but full comparability
cannot be assured, and care must be taken in interpreting the indicators. Statistical systems
in many developing economies are still weak; statistical methods, coverage, practices and
definitionsdiffer widely; and cross-country and inter-temporal comparisonsinvolve complex
technical and conceptual problems that cannot be unequivocally resolved (WDR 2003).
Models

Due consideration has been given to the model sapplied by Tyler (1981), Feder (1983)
Balassa (1985) so asto click therel ationship between export expansion and economic growth
alongwith thelinear and log-linear forms of theimport function. The model of Tyler (1981),
based on a Cabb-Douglas production function considers the factors such as GDP, capital
(K), and labor (L) and exports (X). It also comprises factors like annual growth rate of
capital (GRK), labor (GRL) exports (GRX) and manufactured exports (GRXM) asindepen-
dent variables. Per Capita Income (PCl), Annual growth of GNP (GRY) have also been
employed as dependent variables. Replacing saving instead of capital employsthe models of
Balassa (1985) and Tyler (1981). The models of various forms are listed as follows:

O Linear Form: GDP= A+ aK + BL + xX
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a>0, B>0,x>0
GDP=A+aS+ BL + xX
a>0, B>0, x>0
PCI=A+a K+ BL + xX
a>0, >0, c>0
M= n,+ n APS + n, GDEGDPR+ n, RPI.
n>0,n>0n<0
O Log-Linear Form: INnGDP = InA+ alnK+BInL+xInX.

a.>0, 3>0, x>0
INGDP=InA+ alnStBInL+xIn X

a.>0, 3>0, x>0
INPCl =InA+ alnK+BInL+ xInX

a.>0, 3>0, x>0

InM = Inn,+ n InAPS+ n,In GDEGDPR +n, In RPI.
n>0, n>0, n,<0
[0 Growth Rate Form: GRY =A+ a GRK + b GRL + ¢ GRX.
a.>0, >0, x>0
0 Cobb-Douglas Form: GDP=AK" L” X g
GDP=AS'L” X
PCI=A K" L” X
Feder’s (1983) model is considered to show the relationship between growth rate of export
and growth rate of GDP, which is expressed as:
[J GRY = A+a RIGDPR+ BGRL+ {Fx+ (& (1+09))} xGr.
Where & and Fx signify the coefficient of productivity differential and export related
externalities respectively.

Furthermore, the linear and log-linear model s are employed to see the relationship of
importsto aggregate private spending (APS), ratio to government devel opment expenditure
to GDP (GDEGDPR), foreign aid (FAID), GDP, population, and relative price Index of
Nepal to India (RP!).

4. Empirical Results

Foreign trade, as an engine of growth during 20thcentury, has not been so popular. In
fact, the implementation of industrialization policies then was of limited degree of
international openness. The Import Substitution Industrialization (1SI) strategy of Raul
Pervish (1950) and Hans Singer (1950) emerged as viable. Indeed, the debt crisisunleashed
in 1982 played a consequentia role in reshaping policy views regarding development
strategies, growth policy and long-term growth. In this regard Edwards (1993) remarks
“1n the 1980s, economists dealing with poorer nations began to recommend, with increas-
ing insistence, the development strategies based on market oriented reforms that included
as a fundamental component, the reduction of trade barriers and the opening of interna-
tional trade to foreign competition” .

Although, East Asian countries seem to be successful in the field of development
through foreign trade still controversiesremain. In thejudgement of the beneficial effects of
foreign trade, most empirical studies are found to be directed to the direct impact of export
growth in national income and saving. The studies of Krueger (1978), Tyler (1981), Feder
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(1983), Balassa (1985), Gray and Singer (1988), Kohli and Singh (1989), Esfahani (1991),
Kovoussi (1984) sought the direct impact of export growth on output growth in a country.

The answer of the query setsforth the issue, do countrieswith rapidly growing export,
have a higher rate of aggregate growth, or is it that faster growing countries have more
dynamic export sector? Bearing this in mind, Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and annual
percentage growth rate of Gross Domestic Product (GRY) at current as well as constant
prices are assumed as dependent variables. Capital (K), Labor (L), Export (X), annual
percentage growth of capital (GRK), annual percentage growth of labor (GRL), annual
percentage growth of export (GRX) and annual percentage growth of manufacturing export
(GRXM) both in current and constant prices are applied as independent variables. The
results of the linear and the log-linear models are stated as:

GDP_=-75931.4+ 2.270K_+ 13866.910L + 2.087X_ e e e (L)
(0.273) (3329.584)  (0.434)
8.315**  4.165*** 4.803***
R?=0.996, SEE = 9611.215, F = 1910.085, DW = 1.896
In GDP_=2.619+0.539In K +0.890InL +0.191In X_. S (7))
(0.414) (0.414) (0.0412)
5.960***  2.151** 4.620%**
R?=0.998, SEE = 0.05415, F = 4176.262, DW =1.519
The examinations of the commonly used regressionsin fact, confirm apriori notionin
termsof both sign and magnitude. The coefficientsof capital, labor and export play dominant
roleinraising current level of grossdomestic product (GDP). Insofar asexport isconcerned,
the log-linear equation shows that, other things remaining same, export leads to increase
GDPby 19.1 per cent. The absence of serial correlation (DW> upper limitsd = 1.42) along
with the fulfillment of all the statistics, justify the reliability and the validity of the models.
Inthe course of analysis, the samelog-linear model in constant price, has detected the serial
correlation and is excluded from the test.'” Similar results are observed when export is
included in the Cobb-Douglas form. The results are expressed in the following equation.
GDP_=13.7219 K (-7 | 2439 X (1210 . (13
The eff|C| ency parameter and elagticity coefficientsare bothin posmvesgn and magnitude
that refer to the validity of the model. Along with capital and labor, export elasticity seems
to be more sensitive (e >1.21). A hundred per cent change in export leads to 121 per cent
changein GDP. The Cobb-Douglasmodel exhibitsthe higher elasticity of independent vari-
ables than log-linear one. In the same framework of the model, saving has been replaced
instead of capital and the results are:
GDP_=-134296 + 2.608 S + 23056.952 L + 2.998X_ S ¢ )
(0.908)  (5274.746) (0.851)
2.872%** 4. 371*** 3.522%**
R?=0.988, F = 669.113, SEE = 16173.816, DW = 0.989

Although, the aforementioned model seems to be good fit, it is not free from serial

7 InGDPr=5.862 + 0.127 InKr + 0.993 InL + 0.165 | nXr
1.743** 5.525%**  7.884***
R?=0.994, SEE=0.02966, F=1493.446, DW= 1.026
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correlation and bears large standard of error. Therefore, auto-correlation needs to be cor-
rected. Even after applying remedial measures, the model inheritsserial correlation and there-
fore excluded. In the constant price data, same model has been computed and the results
obtained are:
GDP, =-13562.4+0.605S + 4651.201 L + 1.808 X S € B5))
(0.415) (366.849)  (0.377)
1.457 12.679***  4.798***
R?=0.991, F = 920.343, SEE = 0.169, DW = 0.697
Thereliability and validity of the model is higher in constant price because of higher
R? and lower SEE. The sign and magnitude of the model is according to the hypothesis, t
and F statistics are significant for labor and export, but t-value is insignificant for saving.
After the treatment of serial correlation, the following result is obtained.

GDP, =-811253+ 0.331S + 6437.882L + 1.056 X T ¢ X5))
(0.325)  (463.965),  (0.359)
1.019 13.876*** 2.940* **
R?2=0.971, F=276.917, SEE = 709.82, DW = 1.698
Though, the explanatory power of the model decreases dightly and SEE is higher
than equation (1.5), the model can be said good fit since it is free from serial correlation.
The results depict that labor force and exports are highly significant in determining real
GDP of Nepal. The positive coefficient of saving however, remains as insignificant, does
not violate the assumption of the model. The marginal propensity to export is more than
unity but of saving less. The results of log-linear form may be expressed as.

N

In GDP, =6.863 + 0.0153InS + 1.632InL + 0.0996X e ()
R (0.024) . (0.113) ,  (0.027),
0.636 14.423%%*  3.734%**

R?=0.973, F = 289.691, SEE = 0.0635, DW = 1.549

Higher R? and lower SEE confirm that log-linear model is more reliable than linear
one similar to the earlier models. The coefficient of saving is insignificant. Labor force
(e=1.632) is found more el astic than exports (e = 0.0996). Positive sign and magnitude of
the coefficients, lower error and highly significant t-values depict that export ismoreviable
factor to determine the real GDP of Nepal. The Cobb-Douglas form as expressed

GDP, =956.231 S 019 | G149 X (1109 O ()
inthe equation 1.8, no doubt envisages el asticity coefficients and efficiency parameter both
in positive sign and magnitude that revealsthe validity of themodel. Elasticity coefficient of
exportisgreater than unity (e=1.10). It depicts one per cent changein export leadsto 1.1 per
cent change in GDP. The Cobb-Douglas model shows the higher elasticity of independent
variables than log-linear model.

Assuming per capita income as one of the indicators of development, the aforesaid
models have been reexamined where; labor, capital and exportsare considered asindependent
variables. Theresultsare giveninthe Table. 1
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Table1: Regression Results: 1974/’ 75 to 2002/ 003
2

Equ. Depen Intercept  Regression Coefficients R F SEE DWW
dsents
19 PCI,  -5772.086 1110.051L 0.0889K, ~ 0.0541X 0991 93648 574.42 081
(198.996) (0.016) (0.026)
5.58*** 5.45%** 2.09***

110 PCl 541905 2367941  00341K. 00725 0980 40814 35390 169
(322142)  (0014)  (0.021)
735100 A28 34300
|

111 'InPCl 1599 1821l 0317InK,  0143InX, 099 82351 009 191
(0.458) (0067)  (0038)
39727k A0+ 37380

Notes: *** referssignificant at 1% level of significance** referssignificant at 5% level of significance * refers
significant at 10% level of significance. " refers model in first difference form.

The linear model (1.9) needs further process of evaluation due to the presence of
auto- correlation though all the statistics are significant with positive sign and magnitude
except DW test. Theregression model 1.10 reveals correct Durbin Watson value, higher R?,
lower SEE in comparison to the equation (1.9) signifying the reliability and validity. Labor
and exports are significant at 1 percent and capital on 5 per cent level of significance.
Circumstancesthrow light on the fact that labor, capital, and exportsall confer positiverole
in determining per capital income of Nepal. In view of the result of the log-linear model
(1.11), theelasticity of labor has been found more than unity. However, of capital and exports,
the elasticity coefficients exhibit to increase in per capital income by about 32 and 14 per
cent, respectively. Similar to the earlier application, the Cobb-Douglasform of model provides
the following results.

PCl =4.9481 L6178 K373 X (1159 N % 1)

The efficiency parameters and elasticity coefficients both have positive signs. This
confirms the validity of the model. The elasticity coefficient of export greater than unity
showsthat aunit increase to exports|eadsto increase per capitaincome by more than unity.
Thus, it isevident that export has significant role in raising per capitaincome of Nepal.
Thetemptation of testing the hypothesisin the framework of growth rate equation remained
further. Annual percentage growth rate of labor (GRL), capital (GRK) and annual percentage
growth rate of export (GRX) at current price have been taken as independent variables. The
regression results in both current and constant prices are as follows:

GRY_=13.158 - 1.433 GRL _+ 0.0585 GRK_+ 0.109GRX _ P i i)
(1.479) (0.081) (0.037)
- 0.969 0.725 2.926***
R? = 0.329, SEE = 4.7652, F = 4.086, DW = 1.519
GRY =3.892-0.163 GRL - 0.011GRK + 0.084 GRX N I )
(0.0683) (0.041) (0.019)
-0.238 -0.275 4.396***

R?=0.443, F = 6.628, SEE = 2.2214, DW = 2.279

Negative coefficient of GRL _seems to be plausible in the context of growing
unemployment in the country, which means highly growing labor force leads a decrease in
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GDP growth, quite similar to the theory derived by Lewis (1961). Positive but insignificant
coefficient indicates that the growth of capital stock does not have considerable effect on the
percentage growth of income. The ineffectiveness of the rate of growth of capital seemsto be
dueto the capital dependency towardsforeign countries. The positive coefficient and significant
t-value of GRX . or, the export expansion hassignificant effect in the growth of GDP. However,
the explained percent of variation (R? =0.33) seemsto beless, F-valuesignificant at 5 per cent
level, less SEE and the absence of auto correl ation showsthe greater reliability of the sampling
distribution. Asfar asthe growth rate of incomeis concerned, the model isto be considered as
agrain of salt. In constant price data, the same model turnsto be different and the explanatory
power of the model has increased to 44 per cent. Despite the negative sign and magnitude,
however, insignificant impact of the growth rate of labor and capital, growth rate of exports
has been found positive and significant in raising GDP of Nepal.

Although, primary exports and manufacturing exports confluence, the study
incorporates manufactured exports to show the impact on economic growth. The following
result isobtained by regressing GDP growth with growth of capital, labor and manufactured
exports at current price.

GRY.= 14.611 - 1.701 GRL + 0.033 GRK_+ 0.059 GRXM_ e e (L15)
(1.622) (0.095) (0.036)
-1.049  0.358 1.672*

R?=0.190, SEE = 5.236, F = 1.952, DW = 1.80
With the replacement of manufactured exports growth, only 19 per cent of the variance in
income growth rates is explained by the rates of growth of capital stock, labor force, and
manufactured exports. With the assumption of Hicks neutral technological progress, the
constant in the regression estimates presents an estimate of annual average technological
progress (Tyler 1981). Itisobserved that thetechnological progressis measured highinthe
equation where manufactured export has been included.
As the capital and exports have been replaced by investment GDP ratio (i.e. average
propensity to invest) and the product of export growth and export GDP ratio (i.e. XG) in
current price data the model turns as:
GRY =A+ aRIGDPR + BGRL + [F, + (d1+9)] XG, cee e . (116)
Instead of export growth, the product of export growth and the ratio of exportsto GDP, that
is, XG isintroduced to separate the effect of exports on economic growth into two parts:
productivity differential dueto difference between exports and non-exports and externalities
generated by exports. Capital growth is replaced by the average propensity to invest in
constant price, which is more plausible to determine GDP growth. The presence of the
export’sgrowth term on theright hand side of the equation (1.16) distinguishesthisexpression
from a straightforward growth accounting equation. It is noticed that in the absence of
productivity differential (d = 0) and of export related externalities (Fx = 0), the GRX term
disappears, and equation revertsto aneoclassical growth equation.®® Theresultsrestated as:

GRY, = 3.593 + 0.0042 RIGDPR- 0.0807 GRL + 0.0087 XG, e (117)
(0.210) (1.339) (0.003)
0.020 -0.018 2.983%**

R?2=0.272, SEE = 2.5391, F = 3.119, DW = 2.438
BGRY =A + aRIGDPR + BGRL + [FX + (8/1+3)] GRX. XGDPR.
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In aforementioned model, the main hypothesisbeing tested iswhether the coefficient
of XG, variableissignificantly positive as suggested by theory or not. Though the explained
percent of variation is low, all other necessary statistics reveal reliability of the model to
some extent. The positive and significant coefficient of XGr tellsthe truth that the marginal
factor productivity ishigher in the export sector than in non-export sector. The cause behind
this could be the more competitive environment in which export oriented firms operate
(Feder 1983). Not only negative but also insignificant coefficient of the growth rate of
labor force entails that it is unimportant factor in determining the growth rate of annual
income. However, positive in sign and magnitude, RIGDPR demonstrates insignificant
impact of investment GDP ratio on economic growth of Nepal. At this conjecture, it is
concluded that thelinear and log-linear forms of the modelshave yiel ded satisfactory results.
Therefore, beside labor and capital growth, exports are highly associated with that of GDP
of Nepal.

Thestudy of foreign tradeisincomplete until addressing import. Nepal, adevel oping
country has greater weightage of import than export. It isgeneraly stated that the import of
more goods and services does more harmsthan goodsin view of the assumption of favorable
bal ance of trade. This statement creates doubt and isinapplicablefully to country like Nepal.
Since Nepal’smajor exportsisdetermined by importation of good and services, for example,
the garment and carpet industries. Similar situation does exist for tourism. An attempt also
has been made to test the import function of Nepal in linear and log linear form both in
current and constant price data.

In the models, all the variables have been considered in current as well as constant
prices. Average private spending [APS = GDP-G- (X-M)], the ratio of government
development expenditure to GDP (GDEGDP), foreign aid (FAID), population (POP), time
(T), and relative price index (RPI= wholesale priceindex of India/Consumer price index of
Nepal) are taken asindependents. It isimportant to state that the application of the multiple
regression on forward criterion has removed the predictors such as RPI, GDEGDP and
population. In fact, the tolerance factor for removed variables is found low which in turn
has yielded high value inflated factor. The results are asfollows.

Table 2: Linear Regression Models of Current Prices (1974/' 75-2002/' 03)

Equ. Depen Intercept  Regression Coefficients of R? F SEE D.W
APS GDP FAID Time

118 M -5178.72  0.308
(0.005) 0992 3410.7 379%6.5 21
58.40* **

119 M -474352  0.619 -0.307
(0.079) (-0.078) 0995 2619.7 3067.6 21
7.8x** -3.919%**

120 M -3898.09  0.760 -0.484 0.978
(0.070) (0.073) (0.227) 0997 29265 23723 21
10.92%**  -6.609***  4,299***

121 M -785.19  0.761 -0.453 0.883 -485.19
(0.055) (0.059) (0.182) (122.11) 0.998 3497.1 18804 2.1
13.78***  -7.72***  AB5*** -3 97***

Notes: Figuresin parentheses and asterisk state the same meanings as explained in Table.1
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Theresults explicitly state that Aggregate Private Spending (APS) and foreign aid
(FAID) aresignificant at 1 per cent leve of significance throughout the equationsin Table
2. It highlightsthat aggregate private spending and foreign aid both have positive and signifi-
cant rolein raising theimports of Nepal. Contrary to this, GDP and the time factors seem to
be significant with negative sign. All the factors are found to be working according to the
hypotheses. One may justify now that raising GDPisthe most pertinent policy to be adopted
by Nepal. The exclusion of theratio of government devel opment expenditureto GDP means
that government devel opment expenditure excessively contains the non-productive and re-
curring expenditure. The RPI on the other hand, however, seemsto be negatively significant
at 1 per cent leve of significancein the single equation system?®® theforward criterion method
itself removed due to low tolerance factor. However, with time, the coefficient of relative
price index (-1.6 p.c.p.@)® is negatively significant at 1 per cent level of significance, the
whole sale price index of India (WPIi) is positively associated to time by 7.5 pc.pa?. In-
stead, the time variable is being accepted that exhibits a declining trend in imports as time
passes on. This shows that substitution between the Indian and Nepal ese goods through the
price effect are unimportant for Nepal. Satisfactory DW, 99 per cent of the explained per-
cent of variation, and all other statistics except the SEE justified the greater extent of the
validity of themodel. Therefore, the aforementioned analysis of the model help to deducethe
fact that the aggregate private spending and the amount of the foreign aid are the most
pertinent predictors that raise the amount of importsto Nepal.

Though the equation on constant prices has also been run with forward criterion
method, and the derived results are according to the proposed hypotheses, inconclusive d-w
persists. The explanatory power of the model is good enough (99%). At the sametime, low
SEE confirms the validity of the model. Aggregate private spending, GDP and FAID al
confer significant role in determining the imports level of Nepal. Results of the equation
1.22 thus, indicate that all the independents play substantial role in expanding imports of
Nepal.

Mr =-2452.62 + 0.78APSr — 0.48 GDPr + 0.655FAIDr e (122)
(.055) (0.06) (0.21)
14.14%%*  -7.83%*%*%  3.07%**
R? = 0.995, F = 1549.7, SEE = 316.97, DW = 1.6

Furthermore, an effort is made to test the import function in the log-linear form by
applying the aforementioned variables but the resultsin demonstration have not been signifi-
cantly different. The X- ray scrutiny of the model too has delineated thetruth that aggregate
private spending seems to be the important import-increasing factor than to the ratio of
devel opment expenditure to GDP and therelative price index.

5. Summary and Conclusions
The effects of export expansion to economic growth are observed by applying a number of
modelsin both constant and current prices. Inthe course of analysis, most models of current
19 M= 270586.2- 277670 RPI ... R2=0.64, see=25690.7, F=48.07, DW=0.282

- 6.934***

2 RP|=1.048048(T)*%
2L WP|i=84.448(T)10%
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price dataarefound valid rather than the model s of constant price data. Variousformsof the
models like, linear, log-linear, Cobb-Douglas and growth rate are applied where capital,
labor and export have been observed significant in both linear and log-linear forms. Moreover,
the same factors however showed less validity and reliability of the model when fitted in
growth rate form. At the same time growth rate of labor has remained negative and
insignificant but capital has remained positive with insignificant t-value. Contrary to this,
export is positive as well as highly significant. Replacement of export to manufactured
export, the degree of association further comes down. The inclusion of average propensity
toinvest, the product of export growth and ratio of exportsto GDP (XG)) raised the explained
per cent of variation. The propensity to invest has remained as insignificant where as XGr
ispositive aswell as significant. The replacement of capital to saving remainsinsignificant
with positive sign.

Themodelsinlinear, log-linear and in thefirst differenceform, all have justified that
along with labor and capital, export expansion is also the major determining factor for
raising per capitaincomeof Nepal. In regard to import function, among variousindependents,
APS and FAID are the most import increasing factors.

To sum up, the results justify exports growth leads to economic growth. Private
spending is the most import-increasing factor than government spending. The remarkable
conclusion that may be drawn isthat the substitution between the I ndian goods and Nepal ese
goods through price effect is highly considerable.

From the foregoing discussion, following suggestions require careful consideration
for policy formulation. Nepal'sforeign trade hastremendously been suffering from successive
deficit which can have negative effect on foreign currency reserve of the country and thereby
invite macro economic instability. | nefficient management of the growing population may
invite disaster to the economic growth of country inlong run. Theimport substitution policy
demandsan overall evaluation so that industries only competitivein theinternational markets
are selected for promotion. Therefore, government should encourage the policy of adequate
investment in export oriented industries that embodies a ‘ proper mix’ of export promation
and import substitutions.
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