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Table 7.1 Compariscn of Old Dependency Studies and
New Dependency Studies

Old Dependency Studies New Dependency Studics

Similarities
focus of research - Third World same
development
level of analysis national level same
key concepts core-periphery, same
dependency
policy implications dependency harmful same

to development



Differences

methodology high-level abstraction, ~ historical-structural,
focus on general focus on concrete
pattern of dependency situation of
dependency
key factors emphasis on external; emphasis on internal:
unequal exchange, class conflict, the state
colonialism | o

nature of dependency ‘F mostly an economic N gf‘l mostly a sociopolitical

phenomencn phenomenon
dependency and mutually exclusive: can coexist:
development lead only to associated-dependent

underdevelopment development
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FIGURE 1.1. Imports and Exports as a Percentage of GDP in Various Countrics in
2001. International trade (imports and exports) is even more important to most other
smaller industrial and developing countries than it is to the United States.

Source: International Monetary Fund, International Financial Statistics (Washington, 120 August 2002)
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FIGURE 1.2, Growth of World Production and Trade, 1990-2001 (annual percentage
Clanges), International trade grew much faster than world production from 1990 to 2001,
except in 2001, when piodig “ﬂ” grew slightly but trade declined,



Od konce druhé svétové vilky, kdy se vytvéfi a prohlubuje mnohostranny obchod-
 nf systém, nabyvaji stile vétdi dileZitosti smlouvy mnohostranné, které vytvifeji
i rdmec pro dvoustrannd a vicestrannd ujedndni.

V dobé absence mnohostranné smluvni Upravy pravidel svétového obchodu byla
mezindrodni obchodni politika zaloZena na dvoustrannych obchodnich dohodich.
Predmetem jejich uprav byly otizky celni, celné techmcke, devizové, dopravni
a Cetné dalsi.
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® Efektivita alokace vyrobnich zdrojii v rimci celosvétovych moZnosti jejich
alternativniho vyuZivini. Prvofadé misto zde bude mit produktivita prace a vyba-
venost dané zemé vyrobnimi zdroji.

® Redistribuce diichodd a bohatstvi v zdvislosti na alternativach obchodovéni

§ jinymi zemémi. Analyza toho, kdo na obchodé ziskdvd nebo ztrici, je uréité

zdvainym poznanim.




® Riist domaci ekonomiky, a to v zdvislosti na vyvoji ekonomickych potencidlil na
strané nabidky a poptivky v jinych zemich. To souvisi se schopnosti pruzné se pii-
zplsobovat vnéj$im podnétim a nabizet svétu takovy servis, z néhoZ zemi plyne
dlouhodoby prospéch.

® Mechanismus fungovani trhu a strategie triniho vyjednavani. Ta zdleZi na tom,
jak se skuteény trh odlifuje od pravidel perfektni konkurence, napfiklad zda pod-
1éhd rostoucim vynosim z rozsahu, kartelové dominanci, necenové konkurenci,
diferenciaci vyrobki atd.
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® Instituciondlni usporadani dané zemé a jeho vliv na mezindrodni obchod. Mize
to byt rozdilnd hospodafska politika (dané, cla, vy§e kurzu), odli§nd Groven hos-
poddfské integrace § jinymi zemémi, organizovanost domdcich lobbistd proti kon-
kurenci cizich firem nebo riiznd droven trini sily mezinarodnich kartelovych spo-

jenectvi a stitd. . '
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Obr. 1.2: Hranice vyrobnich moZnosti a alokace v¥roby a spotfeby
(v podminkidch klesajicich vynosd z rozsahu a oteviené ekonomiky)
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I. Viechny ekonomické subjekty (vyrobei i spotfebitelé) se chovaji ekonomicky
raciondlné (tj. jako homo economicus) a rozhoduji se jen na zdklads redlnych
relativnich cen.

2. Existuji jen dvé pomyslné zemé, A a B, a jen dvé pomyslné komodity, z a b; ty
pojmenujeme ,Zelezo” a ,brambory*” a budeme je méfit ve fyzickych jednot-
kach, napiiklad v centech a tunich.

3. Vyrobni faktory jsou ve svém poétu omezeny, nicméné existuje jejich perfekt-
ni mobilita mezi odvétvimi, zatimco jejich volny pohyb mezi zemémi neni

dovolen.
N




. Neménné technologie vyroby vykazuji konstantni vynosy z rozsahu.

3. Preference viech spotfebiteld jsou homogennf a indiferenéni kfivky jejich spo-
tiebitelského uZitku jsou identické.

6. Ekonomiky jsou pod tlakem perfektni konkurence, informace jsou okamzité
a volné dostupné a pfi vyrobé nedochdzi k externalitim.

7. Banéry obchodu neexistuji a transakéni ndklady obchodu jsou nulové.

8. Vyvozy a dovozy jsou v rovnovize, tj. saldo obchodni bilance Jje nulové,

9. Pracovni sila je jedinym vyrobnim faktorem, ktery uréuje niklady a (fyzickou)

produktivitu.







£ e e WAL 2 YTODKU Je toho zreymym dokladem.

Netarifni opatfeni majf riizné formy a lze je obti#ng vymezit jinak, neZ jako opat-
reni jind neZ celni, tarifni. Udelem netarifnich obchodnépolitickych opatfeni J& TOV-
néZ ochrana vyrobniho odvétyi, popr. domécf ekonomiky jako celky. Nelze vsak fici,
ze by byl na urcity jev & situaci zpiisobujici djmu vyrobnimu odvétvi vizdn urcity
druh netarifniho opatfent, Vyqmku tvof{ opatieni antidum pingovd a vyrovndvaci, kde
Je charakter opatfeni vymezen mezindrodni smlouvoy,

LW | ] "




Mezi netarifnf opatfeni patii 7€jmena:

H Eaail & ' & ] ] o - ; - - g1

| ) dovozni pr.tmz:m, kterou je ¢4stka vybirand pfi dovozy vyrobki nad rimec béj-

n€ho cla a stanovend procentem z celni hodnoty vyrobku: |
b) dovoznl depozitum, JimZ je finanéni

III:|.r"'| X 1 o .
Castka sloZend pfi dovozu bezdrogng

B epocitun sloz CZurocngé |
U urcencho penézniho dstavu na st E

2 celnf hod ‘ dnovenou dobu a ve vydi stanoveng procentem
- ceint hodnoty. Po uplynuti stanovené Ihiity Je depozitum vriceno:

C} 'Ffﬂldﬂwfﬂf Vevary geha davars Fiaed o fo o 3.



) sledovdn vivozu nebo dovogy, Kierym je veden{ evidence objemu vyvozu nebo
dovozu vyrobki ve dvou pffpadech:

- v pripadé, 3e existuji informace svédéici o moznosti poskozeni vyrobniho odvél-

Vi, @ proto je tieha zji¥fovat situaci ng trhu a jeji vyvo,

=V pripadg, Ze to vyzaduje mezindrodni smlouva;

d) mnoZstevni omezeni vvozu ¢i dovozu, Kterym Jé stanoveni mnojstvi vyrobki
mnoZstevné nebo hodnotove), kieré J& moZno vyvézt nebo dovézt ve stanoveném obdo-
. Po vyCerpdni stanoveného mnostyi je dalsf dovoz nebo vyvoz vyrobku zakdzin:

e) antidumpingové clo, které Je ddvkou vybiranou z dovozy vyrobkd, ktery zpfso-

uje Gjmu a u nsho? se prokdZe, Ze je nutno vyrovnat rozdfl mez; vyyozni cenou
‘norméInf hodnotou:




wyrovndvact opatreni, Kterym je divka vybirani z dovozu subvencovanych
2 bkii 4 jehoZ Gcelem je vyrovndni rozdilu vzniklého poskytnutim subvence;
'g) minimdlni cena, jiZ se rozumi spodni hranice ceny, klerou miZe vyvozce poZa-
dovat za sviij vyrobek. V pfipadé, Ze minimdlni cenu nedodr?i, zavidi stit dovozu
farifni ¢i netarifni opatfeni (kvantitativni restrikce), podle rezimu, ktery uplatiuje;

:. stdtni obchodni podniky, kterym stit, ktery je zfidi nebo udriuje, udéli takové

wysady, Ze vzniknou vizné piekazky obchodu,







V poloviné Sedesdtych let, kdy doglo k masivi prezentac

rozvojovych zemi, dolo
ke dvéma zévaznym uddlostem. V roce 1965 b
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4 vénovanou problematice obchody s rOZVOJOVY-
prve sesla Konference OSN pro obchod a 10Zv0)

leti tezistém snah 1éto skupiny zem g poli-

.

IV, nazvanou Obchod a rozvo;
| mi zemémi. V roce 1964 se DO
- (UNCTAD), kter se stala pro dal3f deseti
;- ticky orientovanym forem jejich ndzord.
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"r"I":""t.p' I TR YLl L) odec d D,
Zatim Jsme mell moZnost rozpoznat pét efektf ze specializace a obchodu:
. komoditdm s komparativni vyhodou se otevird nové poptévka,

2. ceny vyviZenych komodit se se znatnou pravdépodobnosti zvyi,
3. ceny dovaZenych komodit jsou obvykle nizsi,

4, zmény v cendch vedou k realokaci zdroj,

3. Zivotnf droveri vlivem zlepieni sménnych relaci v zemi roste.

T 18l rmonaled Tad o . -
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LaKladni pfedpoklady a Jejich interpretace

PrestoZe ricardovsky mode] Komparativni vyhody zfistiva uZ od roku 1817
nepostradatelnym ndstrojem obchodn; logiky, ne viichni ekonomové s shoduji na |
mm,. ze rozdily v technologické vyspélost jsou prvofadym faktorem k Vysvétleni 1
fnr:mmimdnf smény. Je moZné, Ze to, co J& povazovino za technické zaostdvini e 3 :-:
jen odrazem rozdilné vybavenosti zeme rlznymi vyrobnimi faktory napfiklad Iivzi{:; -:
kym kapitdlem, Jidskym kapitdlem nebo pracovni silou, | 2

Er!lrll"l'l.' +"||'."|. '|r'rr|.-|..-.|..__-_a. 1
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jicf zemé by byla schopna vyspéleti virobu imitovat a rozdily vyrovnat. § napaden
nesoustiedovat se tolik na odligné efektivnosti {pmdu]{tivitﬂ vyrob v riiznych
zernf¢l1, ale zabyvat se vice faktory, kter stoji v pozadi za témito rozdily, prigli Své-
dové E. Heckscher a B. Ohlin v létech 1919, respektive 1933, Jejich Een;'ie vybave-
nosti ﬂvfﬂktﬂrﬂ\*fﬂh proporci doznala od téch dob mnoha obmén 1 Je povazovina al
do soucasné doby za zdklad vysvétleni meziodvétvového obchodu, V nékterych pfi-

faderh ca Anlanca dalinme’ e ¥ Tae ' .



-~V TERIEryen pri
en zvlditnim pripadem modely
Lypy modelt jsou pak modely komparativnj
Heckscherova-Ohlinova [ypu jsou modely kompara-

padech se dokonce dokazuje, 7e Ricardiv model €]
Heckscherova a Ohlinova. Ricardovské

vyhody v nékladech a modely
tivni v¥hody ve faktorech,

r i
11u' veratlant madale wewo?



“J e prule U Y AL EIEKIVIOST Y
Heckschertiv-Ohlinfy te
V¥Tobé a ve vyvozu prikla

Yroby a v niZd{ Zivotni drovnj.
orém ze svich predpokladi V¥voZuje, 7e zemé se ve
néji ke specializaci na komodity, jejichz vyroba je
narocnd na ten faktor, Jimz jsou tyto zemé relativng lépe vybaveny, U dovozu je
Specializace zaméfena na Komodity, jejichZ viroba je ndroéna na relativné nedos
statkovy faktor, Vysvétleni téchto tvrzeni provedeme na dvou grafech. Obrazek 1.10
volné navazuje na predesly graf, ktery roz8ifuje na dvé zemé: A g B,

N
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. Stolperiv-Samuelsoniiy teorém Fika, Ze zvydeni svétové ceny urcité komodity
" vede ke zvyseni ceny toho faktoru, na ktery je jeho vyroba relativng naroénéjsi,
. 2 sniZuje cenu faktoru, na ktery je tato vyroba méné ndrotng, Jinak feéeno,
~ pokud se v B zvy¥ vyvozni cena brambor (komodita ndroénd na prici a nendrotns na
.;;-:' kapitd]), redlné mzdy v B vzrostou, zatimeo redlné vynosy kapitilu se snij.

3 Ekonomickd interpretace tohnto ievn ia wfaimd. mentt. -
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Jmﬂ? formou necelni ochrany proti dovozy jsou dobrovolnd omezeni exportu |
t.%{v.llrhﬂ (voluntary export restraints). VER 1501 0bvykle ndstrojem oficidlniho Ujftd-!
nani, kde exportér (vétéinou s monopolni silou na svétovém trhy) piijme zdvazek, 7e
se dobrovolné vzdd 1 ¢dsti svéhg vyvozu do zemé, kterd tak chee m:bvmkrmickt;u f:'e';-

lou chranit svj trh, Vysledek je ale paradoxni. pfestos o ol
o o e , prestoZe efekt je eraficky steiny i
V pripade kvoty. Zde se vlas Ji SIALIETY StE(O Jalo |

:1m=:'”d_a'h.fé prdvo cizim vyrobelim, aby si nagi kvétu admi-

! 1
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ezletilych odvétvi

ona domdaciho prumyslu
iérou cel a tarifu

fi'tedy schopnosti
g frzich — zruseni




Sjednanim Vieobecné dohody o clech a obchodu, kterd vytvorila mnohostranny
obchodni systém, sc 1€2151¢ mezindrodnéprivni regulace svétoveho obchodu pienes-
lo na mnohostrannou mezindrodni smlouvu. Smluvni strany Vieobecné dohody by
proto z obchodnépolitického hlediska nemusely na bilaterdlni drovni své obchodni
vztahy upravovat a nékteré stdty tak skuteéné, s odvoldnim na své Clenstvi v mnoho-
stranném Systému, necini.
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® princip liberalizace.

® princip multilaterality,
® princip konsolidace,

® princip nediskriminace,
® princip parity.

-




odou jsou logické modely a
dlich myslenkove

b..institucionalnich
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. G. (2004):

Myth, Realit and,
ondon: Zed Books.




Global Civil Society

The World Social Forum is the most recent, vibrant, and potentially
productive articulation of an emergent global civil society. For many
activists, the arrival of the Forum makes possible what previously

seemed impossible, Through newly exposed cracks In the armour of
neoliberal globalization, movements are beginning to assert that
another world is possible.
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¢ cxternal debt;

¢ repercussions of the colonization of Africa/Brazil;

necessity of controls on financial capital;

comparative disadvantage of international trade;
need to limit the mobility of transnational corporations;

the attack on the labour movement: and

the relanionship between ‘the solidarity economy’ and neoliberalism.




End Structural Adjustment Programmes |
Structural Adjustment Programmes (SAPs) result in the weakening of

states by making them more dcpendent on external fluctuations

(world-market movements, speculative attacks, etc.) and by subjecting
them to conditions imposed by the IMF/World Bank duo backed up

by the governments of the creditor countries grouped within the Club
de Pans.
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élych prekdzek volnému

yrekdzek:




(. Natural barriers: transport and communications costs, physical
distance, geographical impediments (mountainous terrain, etc.).
- Cultural barriers: language, traditions, negative atntudes to trading

or foreign contacts and divergent commercial practices,

. Market barriers: imperfect competition, market-sharing tactics,
monopolistic or oligopolistic strategic trading (Chapter 3), and
TNC profit maximising devices such as transter pricing or dif-
ferential ‘pricing to market’ (considerably differing prices in
different countries — see Pryor, z000: 201).




4. Policy barriers: tariffs (customs duties); quotas or import licens-
ing; subsidies to local production; import bans; export promo-

tion schemes; and a wide range of ‘non-tariff” barriers such as
administrative technicalities and ‘voluntary export restraints’. Free
Traders even tend to argue that tax, quarantine, environmental
or other such policies which discriminate against imports, even

if inadvertently, are trade barriers.




5. Service mgﬂafiuns; trade in services s said to be constrained by
national regulations such as bans or limits on entry of foreign
providers (bantks, insurance companies etc), resirictions on the
operations of foreign providers or limits on the movement of
foreipn service personnel.




general grounds: (1) that it is over-simplified, based unduly on
questionable myths and assumptions; (2) that it is excessively

narrow, omiting a range of non-economic considerations; (3)
that it presents only a means, failing to adequately consider ends

N




or goals; (4) that it entails changes which, along with many
technological and developmental pressures, are undemocratic or
non-consensual. Trade textbooks and monographs today look so-
phisticated, often brandishing a bevy of statistics, diagrams and
‘econometrics’ (mathematical applications to economics), but on
closer inspection they are often based on remarkably narrow, sim-

plistic assumptions.
v



The famed US economist Milton Friedman once decreed that
it does not matter if assumptions are unrealistic so long as theories
are adequately tested. But the problem lies in defining ‘realism’
and ‘adequacy’, for assumptions can shape results and certamnly
the inclusion of non-economic criteria can completely change
the way trade policies are assessed. I provide examples of such




Challenging TINA - There are Alternatives!

Those who claim that there 1s no alternative (TINA) to free
market economics, free trade and globalisation lack both 1mag-
nation and knowledge, for alternative perspectives and proposals
abound, particularly among sub- and non-mainstream writers or
activists, but even to some extent within the mainstream.



1. Free Market Economic Rationalist {Smifhfﬂjmﬂﬂj approach

Smith (1776), Ricardo (1817), Mill (1848) and other ‘Classical’
economists pioneered the claim that free markets and free trade
are beneficial, but were not dogmatic about it; ‘WNeo-classical’
economists from the mid-nineteenth century until today greatly
rigidifying the doctrine. Neo-classical theorists tend to depict

h



rigidifying the doctrine. Neo-classical theorists tend to depict
people as rational, individualistic, utility-maximising consumers
whose goals are materialist, whose values are largely utilitarian
and who make economic decisions in isolation from wider as-

pects of life. Such theorists thence see the overall economy as a
N



is that the former believe in largely automatic self-balancing mar-

ket equilibrium, with the equilibria usually ‘working out for the
best’ via Adam Smith’s ‘invisible hand’, routinely clearing markets,
producing what people really want, ensuring full employment
and balancing trade. Most other economists see equilibria as less

N




Free Marketeers see the economy as a yacht adjusting itself to
market breezes, while Keynesians or other ‘heretics’ see it as a
motor boat powered by investment and requiring firm controls.
This philosophical difference is a crucial distinguishing factor
between Free Traders and Protectionists, who essentially reflect
differing world-views.

¥



Those influenced by the great British economist | M. Keynes i
demand leading the economy, acknowledge far more “market fi
ures’ than Free Marketeers do and advocate much more poli
intervention, especially for macroeconomic purposes, but also |

Managed Trade (Chapter 8). Keynes himself sympathised wil

1 .1 .



Managed Trade (Chapter 8). Keynes himself sympathised wil
free trade policies, though he believed that trade interventio

could promote employment; he accepted some permanent pr
tection for a balance between various industries, including for tl
support of traditional agriculture, and thought high levels of scl
reliance quite feasible (Dunkley, 1995, 2000b: passim; Chapter
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ing *;n]::ul or wﬂlfare gm]s and ‘human capacity dﬂrt]ﬂpmtnt a

concept made famous by Indian-Brinsh economist/philosopher,
Amartya Sen (1983; 2001), but which he derived extensively from
Marx (see Cowen and Shenton, 1906: 449 and passim). Marxists



equitable, cooperative utopia in the long term. Marx himself ad-
vocated free trade to hasten social development and revolution

(see Chapter 3), but ‘dependency’ Marxists (e.g. Amin, 1990) are
famous for advocating self-reliance as a development tool to over-

come ‘imperialist’ blockages.



By contrast, Sen, a fairly mainstream Nobel laureate, accepts
general market principles, current forms of globalisation, reason-
ably free trade and longer-term growth-oriented poals. His most
radical contributions are, first, his ‘capacity expansion’ concept,
which implies the provision of collective benefits such as infra-
structure, health, education, literacy, training, female employment
or general social development, and, second, his notion of ‘en-




or general social development, and, second, his notion of ‘en-

ttlement’ which sugpests that people’s sustenance stems from
collective security as well as from market-derived income. Indeed,

Sen argues that free markets often exacerbate famines, that public
redistribution has been integral to social justice since ancient
times, a view popularised earlier by Polany1 (1977; 1957), and

g




This "human’ view of development policy has been highly in-
fluential in international bodies, especially the UN, and tends to
be more interventionist than the milder Keynesian approach.
Although the trade views of this grouping are mixed, many
advocate intervention for Managed and Fair Trade purposes (see
Chapter 8).




| demand leading the economy, acknowledge far more ‘marke
I ures’ than Free Marketeers do and advocate much more
intervention, especially for macroeconomic purposes, but
Managed Trade (Chapter 8). Keynes himself sympathised
free trade policies, though he beleved that trade mterve
could promote employment; he accepted some permanent
tection for a balance between various industries, including fi
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