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Abstract

The focus of this paper is threefold. First, the term “regional
contagion” is defined and discussed. This analytical discussion provides
the context within which the scope - if not type - of regional cooperation in
the financial and macroeconomic spheres may be explored. Second, the
main policy initiatives in ASEAN in these areas are briefly highlighted.
Third, and finally, a concrete policy initiative for regional cooperation in
ASEAN and the larger East Asian region is proposed.
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1. Introduction

While the intellectual debate about the exact causes of the crisis in East Asia and
the appropriateness of various remedies rages on, one thing that is clear is that the
boom-bust cycle in East Asia was caused by foreign bank lending. Indeed, the bulk of
the net US$130 billion reversals in capital flows from the four crisis-hit ASEAN
economies (Indonesia, Thailand, Philippines and Malaysia) and South Korea, between
1996 and 1998, was due to reversals in net short term lending by commercial banks.
Reversals in portfolio equity investments roughly averaged only US$10 billion during this
period (Table 1). Such large-scale capital withdrawals, curtailment in lending and
consequent sharp currency devaluations, inevitably create major collateral damage and
dislocations to the domestic financial sectors. Indeed, the closure of troubled financial
institutions was a key element of the IMF programs for the crisis-hit economies (Lane
and Associates, 1999). Table 2 provides some evidence of the dominance of banks (and
“near-banks”) relative to the bond and equity markets in ASEAN. It is this heavy regional
dependence on bank intermediation that contributed to the breadth, depth and longevity
of the regional crisis.

Insert Table 1 & 2

This being said, the aim of this paper is not to revisit the origin and
consequences of the crisis'. Rather, the focus here is threefold. First, the issue of
“regional contagion” is briefly discussed. This provides the context within which the
scope - if not type - of regional cooperation in the financial and macroeconomic spheres

may be considered. Second, the main policy initiatives in ASEAN in these areas are

! See Corsetti et al. (1998), Radelet and Sachs (1998a,b) and Rajan (1999a) for detailed, data-
intensive descriptions of the crisis.



highlighted. Third, and finally, a concrete policy initiative for regional cooperation in
ASEAN and the larger East Asian region is proposed.

2. Rationale for Regional Cooperation in the Macroeconomic and Financial
Spheres®

The currency crises of the 1990s, and particularly the one to hit ASEAN and the
larger East Asian region in 1997-98, seem to be strongly suggestive of the relevance
and pervasiveness of contagion or negative spillover effects that are largely regional in
scope (thus, also referred to as “neighbourhood effects”).

Following Masson (1998), we may describe “contagion” as a situation where a
currency crisis in one economy leads to a jump to a “bad” equilibrium in a “neighbouring”
economy. In other words, the definition of contagion refers to the simultaneous
occurrence of currency crises between economies, with a currency collapse in one
economy leading to a speculative attack on another (regional) currency. While there is a
need to be very precise in defining the term “currency crisis” in empirical analyses, we
take it here to involve an actual break of an exchange rate peg and concomitant
currency depreciation, or speculative pressure which may not lead to an exchange rate
depreciation, but does lead to an international reserve depletion or an interest rate hike.

Thus, in the case of East Asia, while the crisis spread initially from Thailand
(following the devaluation of the baht in July 2, 1997), to Indonesia, Malaysia and the
Philippines by the end of August that year, the South Korean won depreciated in
November. In turn, this had reverberations back to the rest of Southeast Asia. Singapore
and Taiwan also experienced “modest” currency depreciations during September-
October 1997, while Hong Kong's currency board came under severe pressures,

resulting in a sharp interest rate hike to maintain the currency peg.

% This section is based on Rajan (2000).



What is less clear, however, are the channels which cause currency crises to be
contemporaneous over time. Masson (1998) makes an important distinction between
transmission channels that are related to investor sentiment or psychology (which he
refers to as “pure contagion”) and linkages between countries that are
measurable/observable ex-ante (which he refers to as “spillovers” or “inter-relatedness”).
He calls common external shocks that impact all regional economies “monsoonal”
effects. Masson shows how it is conceptually possible for “pure contagion” to make an
economy relatively more vulnerable to a currency crisis. The important point here is that
there must exist a range or zone of weakness within which a currency is potentially
vulnerable to a speculative attack in the first instance, with pure contagion increasing the
zone of vulnerability. This is consistent with the escape clause based (ECB) second
generation currency crises models pioneered by Obstfeld (1994), of which contagion
models are a subset.

All ECB models stress that while speculative attacks are not inevitable (on the
basis of underlying “fundamentals”)®, neither are they arbitrary, random or
undiscriminating (i.e. unanchored by fundamentals). Rather, there must exist some
weaknesses in the economic fundamentals of the economy for an attack to occur, as the
credibility of the fixed exchange rate regime is less than perfect. If the economy’'s
fundamentals are either very “good” or very “bad”, it will respectively never or always be
attacked. Within these two extremes - which imply unique equilibrium (i.e. an attack with
close to 0 or 1 probabilities) - there is an intermediate range (grey area). Within this

range, there may exist some weaknesses in the economy that are neither strong enough

® There is no firm consensus yet as to what is meant by “fundamentals”. However, empirical
analyses have found that the strength of the domestic financial/banking sector, the extent of
lending booms, the degree of currency overvaluation, and the size and maturity structure of
external debt are among the most important variables to be concerned about (see, for instance,
Krueger et al., 1998 and Tornell, 1999). De Gregario and Valdes (1999) find that the likelihood of
a contagious attack is inversely related to the average debt maturity structure.



to completely preclude a speculative attack on the currency, nor sufficiently weak to
make an attack unavoidable. Rather, there are a multiplicity of equilibra such that an
economy remains on what seems to be a sustainable path (“superior equilibrium”), until
some trigger or evidently minor event coalesces market expectations to an ‘inferior’
equilibrium, that is realised. Thus, shifts in market sentiments could lead to jumps
between one equilibra to the other, in the process introducing sharp volatility in financial
markets.

Against this analytical background, it is revealing to note that, in almost all crises
experiences, the economies initially and worst affected by the crises were also the ones
with the worst fundamentals to begin with. This is best illustrated by the Table 3 in the
case of the East Asian crisis, where Thailand had the worst fundamentals, followed by
Indonesia, which was the most severely impacted by the crisis. Hong Kong and
Singapore, which seem to have had the best fundamentals, were the least affected.
Malaysia and the Philippines were somewhere “in between”.

Insert Table 3

An important agenda for empirical research is how relevant the various causes of
contagion were in the case of the East Asian crisis. In any case, regardless of the exact
transmission mechanisms and definitions (Rajan, 2000), there is an important message
that emanates from the above discussion: economic policy slippages in any one
economy can and do reverberate rapidly to other economies in the region in the form of
contagious currency crises, with consequent detrimental effects on the real economies®.

This in turn provides the analytical basis for encouraging some sort of “peer pressure”,

“Itis easy to show how an initial devaluation could actually prove to be contractionary in the short
and medium terms, with the domestic financial and corporate sectors caught in a downward
spiral, leading to a sharp discrete decline in the domestic currency following the initial breakdown
of the exchange rate peg. This point is developed within a simple “bank-centred” Mundell-Fleming
framework (Rajan and Sugema, 1999).



“club spirit” or broader form of economic cooperation that promotes the pursuit of

sustainable and prudent macroeconomic policies in each economy in the region.

3. Financial and Macroeconomic Cooperation in ASEAN: Existing Policy
Initiatives

Since the 1990s, ASEAN has gradually but increasingly been looked upon as a
vehicle for deepening regional economic linkages, epitomised by the launch of the
ASEAN Free Trade Area (AFTA) in 1993. Given this shifting focus of ASEAN to
economic issues, one would have expected the alliance to play a leading role in regional
cooperative initiatives to tackle the crisis. Indeed, in the areas of financial and
macroeconomic cooperation, ASEAN has been actively promoting schemes such as the
intensified use of ASEAN currencies in regional trade through the creation of a network
of Bilateral Payments Arrangement (BPA) and the creation of regional bond markets
(Setboonsarng, 1998). Without minimising the importance of these and other initiatives
by ASEAN, undoubtedly, the single most important regional initiative was the
endorsement by the ASEAN finance ministers of a regional monitoring system in Manila
in November 1997 to complement and supplement the IMF’s global surveillance role.

The ASEAN Surveillance Process (ASP)

The ASEAN Surveillance Process (ASP) was initially under the purview of the
Asian Development Bank (ADB) and recently transferred (at least partially) to the
ASEAN Secretariat in Jakarta. The overall objectives of the ASP are broadly to: (a)
assist ASEAN members in spotting a potential crisis and responding to it accordingly; (b)
assess the vulnerability of ASEAN members to financial disruptions and crises; (c)
improve the coordination of ASEAN members’ economic policies through the

dissemination of sound practices that meet international standards; and (d) promote a



“peer monitoring” environment among ASEAN members through a review of potentially
vulnerable sectors® (ADBI, 1998). Conceptually, the ASP was envisaged to deal not only
with conventional macroeconomic indicators, but also to examine the regulatory and
supervisory functions in the financial sector, corporate governance issues, and various
measures of external indebtedness. While the IMF Article 1V arrangements with member
countries involved bilateral discussions, the ASP has taken a regional approach,
somewhat akin to the OECD. The ASP is supervised by a Select Committee of ASEAN
central banker governors and finance ministers.

An ASEAN Surveillance Quality Unit (ASQ) has been established in the ASEAN
Secretariat in Jakarta, Indonesia®. The ASQ is responsible for the construction of
indicators to monitor the regional economies (focussing on macro-specific areas), and
the preparation of surveillance reports for the ASEAN Select Committee. The ADB is to
provide the ASP with various regional technical assistance (RETA) projects. The ADB
has recently established an in-house Regional Economic Monitoring Unit (REMU) to
assist in its regional operations. The REMU coordinates and implements the ADB’s
RETA projects to the ASP. This project assistance involves providing inputs to the ASP
reports (the first report of the ASP was submitted to the Select Committee in October
1999) and generally strengthening the research and technical capacities of ASEAN
officials on surveillance-related matters. The REMU has been fortified by assistance

from Ausaid and has set up an Asian Recovery Information Centre (ARIC) (launched in

® While the terms “peer review” and “peer monitoring” have come into vogue in ASEAN and the
international financial community as a whole, they have usually been left undefined. Former
Bundesbank president, Hans Tietmeyer (1998), probably provided the most succinct and effective
definition, when he referred to:
the importance of assessing domestic vulnerabilities in the light of evolving global
conditions, as well as of relaying such assessments to interested parties to
forestall delays in correcting inadequate structures and destabilising trends.

® See, “ADB Supports ASEAN Surveillance Process”, ASEAN Press Release, March 25.



November 1999). The ARIC consolidates all information (data and research) on the
ASEAN and East Asian economies most directly impacted by the regional crisis’.

Potential Constraints on Effectiveness of the ASP

While the ASP has gotten off the ground, one has to be concerned about how
effective it can and will really be for at least three reasons.

The first potential impediment to a well-functioning monitoring mechanism has to
do with the lack of transparency in economic data and general public documentation of
economic and financial activities in the region. To be sure, the authorities in the region
have tended to be less than forthcoming about their economic and financial situations,
and have used economic data as a strategic tool rather than a public good. The
establishment of benchmarks for timely and accurate data is essential if foreign investors
and lenders are to be able to make rational and economically viable decisions with
reasonably accurate perceptions of risks and benefits.

The second constraint has to do with the real-politik of ASEAN. Substantial
asymmetries in the sizes and levels and stages of economic development of member
nations, on the one hand, and the ASEAN policy of strict non-intervention in one
another’'s affairs (economic and particularly political), on the other, may make it
extremely difficult to operate a regional surveillance mechanism effectively. This is so, as
criticisms of an economy’s - misguided and unsustainable economic policies - may be
perceived as being incompatible with the “ASEAN spirit”. Lastly, notwithstanding
assistance from the ADB, there is a question of whether ASEAN has the institutional
capacity to develop an effective surveillance mechanism on a regular basis, given its
small and poorly financed secretariat in Jakarta and loose and highly decentralised

organisational structure.

" The website of the ARIC project is http://www.aric.adb.org .




The above obstacles are indeed very real. For instance, the ASEAN secretary
general, Rudolfo Severino, reportedly stated in late 1998 that the ASEAN Secretariat’s
inability to manage and supervise the mechanism and the reluctance by some member
economies to reveal “too much” information and data, have been the primary reasons for
the initial slow progress (Nath 1998). It is doubtful that these issues have been
adequately sorted out since then.

Manila Framework

In light of these constraints, the effectiveness of the regional surveillance process
might be enhanced if this were extended to include APEC economies. This would
provide greater opportunities (and resources) for developing Asia Pacific economies to
benefit from the expertise of the more advanced members of APEC. From the
perspective of contagion, as noted previously, during the East Asian crisis, the eventual
currency crisis in South Korea was in part caused by contagion from ASEAN, the Korean
crisis in turn reverberating back to Southeast Asia. Similarly, withdrawals of bank loans
by Japan and South Korean banks played an important role in intensifying the crisis in
ASEAN (Kaminsky and Reinhart, 1999).

Presumably, in recognition of this, ASEAN finance ministers and central bankers
have significantly intensified intraregional consultations as well as those with other key
economies in the larger East Asian region (such as China, Japan and Korea) since
1997. In fact, ASEAN has been among the drivers of APEC’s “Manila Framework for
Enhanced Asian Regional Cooperation to Promote Financial Stability”, which was
agreed to at the fifth APEC summit in Vancouver in November 1997. The Framework
included the following initiatives®: (a) a cooperative financing arrangement that would

supplement IMF resources; (b) enhanced economic and technical cooperation,

8 See the APEC Economic Leaders’ Declaration, “Strengthening the Foundations for Growth”,
November 18, 1998.



particularly in strengthening domestic financial systems and regulatory capacities; and
(c) a mechanism for regional surveillance to complement the IMF’s global surveillance.

Little public information is available for an objective evaluation of the progress
and accomplishments to date of the Manila Framework, including whether there actually
exists an APEC-wide surveillance process, and, if so, its relation to the ASP. Apparently,
the recent push towards maximum transparency by the IMF and World Bank and the
availability of timely information on their activities for public consumption has not rubbed
off onto the regional bodies in Asia’. At the very least, the discussion of surveillance
results at the ASEAN/APEC levels ought to be made readily available along the lines of
the IMF’s Public Informational Notices (PINs) after the Executive Board’s discussions of
Policy Papers and Article IV consultations. Indeed, the IMF Executive Board has recently
agreed to releasing Letters of Intent, Memoranda of Economic and Financial Policies
and Policy Framework Papers that underlie Fund-supported country programs (IMF
Survey, September 27, 1999). ASEAN, APEC and the regional organisations in East
Asia should follow suit, taking the attitude that the greater the transparency and timely
availability of information (not just data), the better.

All this being said, one does recognise the need to balance this push towards
transparency, on the one hand, and the desire by the regional economies to preserve
some degree of confidentiality, on the other'. However, as a rule, the bias in the case of
ASEAN/APEC at present is clearly towards confidentiality, which is at odds with that of

greater disclosure by the international community.

° In search of details of both the ASP as well as substantive progress on an APEC-wide basis, |
undertook a detailed search of recent articles, statements, etc on the ASP and Manila Framework
on the websites of APEC ( http://www.apecsec.org.sd/ ); ASEAN ( http://www.aseansec.org/ );
and the ADB ( http://www.adb.org/ ). The search proved almost totally unfruitful! The most
informative source of regional surveillance arrangements was that available on the new ARIC
website (see fn 7).

% The latter is particularly necessary if there are to be effective and genuine discussions of
concerns regarding individual countries’ economic policies.



10
4. Towards Enhanced Regional Financial and Macroeconomic Cooperation in

East Asia

Having noted the major regional initiatives that have been undertaken in the
financial and macroeconomic spheres in ASEAN (and APEC), the next question that
arises is what further types of cooperative arrangements ought to be undertaken in light
of the regional dimension of contagion. For reasons noted above, in the areas of
financial and macroeconomic cooperation, it makes more sense to think in terms of
larger (East) Asia-wide cooperative initiatives, with ASEAN playing a key influencing role
in the larger region™.

The Executives' Meeting of East Asia-Pacific Central Banks (EMEAP)

In this regard, the East Asian and Pacific region does, in fact, already have an
existing cooperative scheme in place in the form of the EMEAP or the Executives'
Meeting of East Asia-Pacific Central Banks. The EMEAP is a cooperative organisation
comprising central banks and monetary authorities of eleven economies: Australia,
China, Hong Kong, Indonesia, Japan, South Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, the
Philippines, Singapore and Thailand. Its primary objective is to strengthen the
cooperative relationship among its members. The EMEAP’s activities broadly
encompass three levels: (a) annual meetings of the EMEAP governors; (b) semi-annual
ones involving the deputy governor; and (c) three Working Groups on “Banking
Supervision”, “Financial Markets”, and “Payments and Settlement Systems”. Specifically,
while the deputy governors have been meeting since 1991, the governor’s started

meeting regularly only since 1996, there having been four meetings since then: the first

Y This is broadly consistent with Plummer’s (1998) analysis of the nexus between ASEAN and
APEC. Specifically, he noted that:

APEC will continue to be “nested” in ASEAN in that the subregional organisation

is playing a central role in molding the direction of APEC to be consistent with the

goals of ASEAN economic cooperation. The remainder of this section focuses on

a single key proposal for regional cooperation.
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and third in Tokyo (July 19, 1996 and July 14, 1998), the second in Shanghai (July 25,
1997), and the fourth in Hong Kong (July 9, 1999). Each one of these meetings have
had a broad theme: the first was on the “means of strengthening central bank
cooperation to enhance financial stability and market development in the region”; the
second was on “asset prices and (their) impact on monetary policy”; the third on the
“relationship between international investment and financial stability”; and the fourth on
the “International Financial Architecture””. It was only after the governors started their
regular meetings since 1996 that the EMEAP became fairly active (and certainly took on
a higher profile), with the establishment of the various Working Groups noted above.

In addition to the Working Groups, following - indeed, spurred on by - the Tequila
crisis, substantive steps towards monetary cooperation have been taken by the EMEAP.
For instance, a number of member economies signed a series of bilateral repurchase
(repo) agreements in 1995 and 1996. Hong Kong and Singapore also reached an
agreement to intervene in foreign exchange markets on behalf of the Bank of Japan
(Moreno, 1997). These creditor regional economies also attempted to help defend the
Thai baht for some period before the Bank of Thailand succumbed to the speculative
pressures.

A useful starting point for regional macroeconomic and financial cooperation
might, therefore, be to expand the scope of the EMEAP itself, rather than establishing an
entirely new framework/organisation. This is so for a couple of reasons. One, the region
is generally averse towards building new institutions. Two, the EMEAP have close
linkages with the BIS and IMF (since the EMEAP is, after all, a body of central bankers).
An appropriate and realistic charter for the EMEAP might be to focus primarily on its

original goals of enhancing regional monetary and financial cooperation; exchange and

2 |nformation on EMEAP is available on their website: ( http://www.emeap.org:8084/ )
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pooling of information; and come to the aid of regional currencies that are susceptible to
speculative pressures (Rajan, 2000).

However, in order to be a more effective deterrent against such attacks (i.e.
monetary defence mechanisms), a monetary facility could be established, with
“appropriate” contributions from member economies of the EMEAP, thus ensuring a
large pool of available reserves. Ability to access this pool of funds and reduce moral
hazard concerns (i.e. ready availability of “easy/cheap money”) ought to be conditional
on/tied to member economies maintaining some pre-determined standards of
macreconomic and financial stability, and, if and when necessary, be willing to subject
themselves to peer pressure to undertake necessary policy adjustments™. Obviously,
such macro-cum-prudential oversight needs to be complemented by both peer review
(as defined in fn 5) and an effective regional surveillance process-cum-early warnings
system that tracks national, regional and international macroeconomic developments,
and facilitates necessary policy corrections in a timely manner. Seen in this light, one
could easily envisage the ASP being expanded to include the other non-ASEAN

members of the EMEAP and possibly even being housed in the latter**.

% There are a number of other channels and mechanisms through which regional or international
support may create moral hazard concerns and the accompanying perverse incentive structures
(though many do tend to be exaggerated). No attempt is made in this paper to tackle this subject
systematically.

* We have not directly tackled issues arising from Australia’s and New Zealand’s membership,
i.e. is the facility purely East Asia-focussed (and, if so, which ones), or should it be expanded
beyond the EMEAP members to include others in APEC or even non-APEC Asian countries such
as India, for that matter (which has been included in the new G-20 forum noted in the next
subsection)? The Japanese government, for instance, hosted a “Tokyo Dialogue” in December
1997 among finance ministry officials and central bankers of ASEAN, China, South Korea and
India. Would this be an appropriate grouping? The chairman of the Pacific Economic Cooperation
Council’'s Financial Market's Development Group (PECC-FMD), Jesus Estanislao (1999a, p.10)
has noted:
(o)n a functional basis..(PECC-FMD)..(has) followed the financial markets in their
judgements that in East Asia - as the financial and economic crisis has show - ten
economies, have to consult more freely with each other. Indonesia, Malaysia, the
Philippines, Singapore and Thailand are the original ASEAN 5. Japan, China, Hong
Kong, Chinese Taipei and South Korea are APEC economies in North East Asia.
These economies are the East Asian 10. They are the very core of crisis Asia.



13

Regional Bank for International Settlements (BIS) and Lender of Last Resort

While more contentious, a “beefed up” EMEAP could be seen as a step towards
the creation of an Asian BIS. Such a body would ensure the development of region-wide
banking and financial sector standards and codes (consistent with international best
practices) and monitors their implementation in addition to taking on the role of a de
facto regional lender of last resort prior to a crisis (Sasaki, 1996 and Grenville, 1998)°.
With a regional body playing a major role in setting and ensuring implementation of such
standards, this may engender a greater sense of “ownership” of the standards and
norms may be felt by the regional member economies. This stands in sharp contrast to
the current situation, where there seems to be a “top-down” approach towards such
issues, with decisions being made largely by the G-7 industralised economies with little
input from the smaller, developing ones™.

The suggestion of a regional lender of last resort (RLLR) warrants some
discussion. There are, of course, a number of well known difficulties with the lender of
last resort (LLR) function, particularly at the international level (i.e. ILLR). These range
from the usual moral hazard problem, which may lead to over borrowing and
overlending, to the costs of international institution-building. In addition, there is the
perennial question of whether an ILLR would have sufficient resources to create

|17

confidence that its operations will be successful™’. Uncertainties over the liquidity of an

Comparing Estanislao’s suggestion to membership of EMEAP, the non-East Asian economies of
Australia and New Zealand are excluded (though both have been actively involved in the PECC-
FMD activities), but Chinese Taipei is included.

'* The Asian BIS concept was put forward initially in 1995 by the former governor of the Reserve
Bank of Australia, Bernard Fraser.

16 Admittedly, there have been some improvements in representation following the East Asian
crisis, with the establishment of the G-20 and other international financial groupings that have
included representatives from developing economies in the consultation process (Rajan, 2000).

" As noted by Deputy Governor of the Bank of England, Mervyn King (1999):
(t)he current resources of the IMF — between US$125 billion and US$150 billion
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ILLR would undoubtedly undermine its credibility and its powers of stabilisation. Unlike
the ILLR, an East Asian RLLR has the capacity to raise funds when needed, and is not
exposed to the same type of resource constraints. To be sure, Japan alone holds about
US$200 billion in foreign reserves (excluding gold), China, Hong Kong, Singapore,
Taiwan and Korea together hold about US$400 billion, while India, Thailand and
Malaysia hold another US$70 billion in aggregate. By comparison, the US holds US$70
billion and the EU about US$350 billion'®. The moral hazard problem of a LLR function
ought to be reduced at the regional level, where the other member economies can
exercise peer pressure®.

The resources of the regional body can be further consolidated if it negotiates
guaranteed lines of credit with private banks on behalf of its member economies in times
of distress. This is not unlike the Argentine arrangement, in which the country has
entered into an agreement in December 1996 with a group of 13 foreign banks to lend
Argentina up to US$6.1 billion against collateral at a premium over the LIBOR rate for a
certain “commitment fee”. In the case of East Asia, a large part of the pre-crisis lending

was by regional - mainly Japanese - banks (Table 4)*. Thus, a regional body ought,

depending on how they are measured — are wholly inadequate for an ILOLR. Nor

are resources on the appropriate scale likely to be forthcoming.
Indeed, with the new Supplemental Reserve Facility (SRF) introduced at the end of 1997, which
enables economies to far exceed the conventional quota based limits on borrowing from the IMF,
the increased lending activity has created liquidity problems for the institution. For recent
discussions of the IMF and the ILLR function, see Fischer (1999) and Giannini (1999).

'8 Figures are as of mid 1998 from the Economist magazine and Tateishi (1998). Data for the EU
excludes Finland, Greece, Ireland, Luxembourg and Portugal.

¥ Following the US-assisted bailout of Mexico, some have argued that the US has been the de
facto LOLR for Mexico.

% See Peek and Rosengren (1998) for a detailed discussion of Japanese bank lending to ASEAN
during the crisis period. Also see Kaminsky and Reinhart (1999), who rightly emphasise that the
sharp escalation in bank lending to East Asia just prior to the crisis was largely due to European
banks.
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presumably, to have greater “leverage” over the private banking community and be able
to play a more effective coordinating role between them and regional members.
Insert Table 4

Common Basket Peg

A number of economists have proposed the creation of a common currency
basket for East Asian economies (Kusukawa, 1999 and Williamson, 1999a,b)*.
Invariably, such a common currency basket would require greater coordination among
participating monetary authorities. Kusukawa (1999) actually goes on to recommend the
establishment of a regional body to support the common basket system, possibly some
kind of regional monetary facility. The argument in favour of a currency basket is far from
settled. For instance, Rajan (1999c) finds that the computed weights of the yen in the
optimal baskets of individual economies (using data for 1996-97) seem quite dissimilar,
and suggests that individual basket pegs may be preferable for the time being. However,
if all the regional economies do pursue such a currency basket regime, it may be the
case that, over time, the optimal basket pegs for the regional economies may see a
convergence. A common basket may then be economically justifiable and politically
tenable. In such a case, the “beefed up” and expanded EMEAP (in terms of functions,
membership and resources) might be the natural coordinating monetary authority to deal

with such a currency basket regime.

! Note, the focus is on currency basket not common currency. In light of the turbulence faced by
the East Asian economies following the regional crisis, on the one hand, and the seeming
successful introduction of the euro by the European Union (EU), on the other, leaders of ASEAN
agreed to study the feasibility of a common ASEAN currency system (Announced as part of the
latest ASEAN summit meeting in Hanoi and included in the Hanoi Plan of Action, Business
Times, Singapore, December 15, 1998). From an economic standpoint, Eichengreen and
Bayoumi (1999) have suggested that East Asia may be as close to - or rather, as far away from -
being an optimum currency area (OCA) as Western Europe. However, the European experience
has emphasised the need for strong political will and consensus towards such a policy goal. As
they go on to note, such leadership and single-mindedness does not seem to be present in
ASEAN or the larger East Asian region at the current time.
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5. Concluding Observations

The first part of this paper provided the analytical basis for enhanced regional
cooperation in the spheres of financial and monetary cooperation. The emphasis here
was on detailing the various transmission channels leading to regional contagion or
negative spillovers, with a speculative attack, and resulting devaluation-induced
recession in one economy possibly infecting neighbouring economies. Broadly, a
distinction was made between “pure contagion” (i.e. regional spillovers that cannot be
accounted for by trade and finance linkages), on the one hand, and “interdependencies”
(which can be accounted for by trade and finance linkages), on the other. It was noted
that existing currency crises models of contagion - which require the existence of
multiple equilibra - suggest that the regional economies must have some existing
weakness in “fundamentals” to be negatively impacted by a currency crisis in a regional
economy.

Available theory and evidence does suggest that pure contagion is not random or
arbitrary. This underscores the need for the primary focus to be placed squarely on the
domestic policy arena. In the ASEAN context, this broadly involves strengthening the
financial systems and corporate and industrial structures. However, given the fact that
regional interdependencies (whether real or financial) are fairly high in ASEAN, even
relatively “strong” regional economies can be and have been affected by crises in the
“weaker” neighbouring economies. These geographically concentrated policy
externalities suggest the need for some form of regional cooperation in the financial and
macroeconomic spheres.

Some might argue that pure contagion may be less important in the future, as
investors seem to have differentiated between the regional economies following the
crisis (Van Rijckeghem and Weder, 1999). This view is clearly debatable. In any case,

indications are that at least regional interdependencies will probably rise significantly in
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the future, as the stronger economies such as Singapore have sharply escalated their
investments in economies such as Thailand, where asset prices remain depreciated®.

It was noted that the major initiative to date in ASEAN has been the ASEAN
Surveillance Process. It has been suggested that there may be a strong case for shifting
the focus from the surveillance of only ASEAN economies to the larger East Asian
region. In fact, the Manila Framework, which ASEAN members played an important role
in shaping, explicitly set out regional surveillance as one of the goals. However, the
failure of both ASEAN and APEC to provide more timely and up-to-date information on
the progress and achievements (or lack thereof) of the initiatives, has precluded a
detailed evaluation of either of them. The most promising regional surveillance effort (or
at least the one on which most information is currently available) seems to be the
recently established Regional Economic Monitoring Unit within the ADB.

The paper then shifted focus to the issue of concrete policy proposals for future
cooperation. There are no doubt a number of “soft” regional cooperative initiatives of
importance that could be taken by the regional economies, in the form of human
resource development and training, information gathering and dissemination, experience
sharing/policy dialogue, and such. These are fairly uncontroversial and are the specific
and detailed focus of Estanislao (1999a) and, therefore, were not dealt with here.
Rather, the focus of this paper was on one substantive/major (and therefore,
controversial?) proposal, viz. the expansion of the role of the EMEAP, so as to act as the
central coordinating body for regional financial and macroeconomic cooperation. It was
suggested that the EMEAP might be the appropriate body within which a regional

monetary facility could be established. The primary responsibility would be to assist

? Thus, figures from the Thai central bank show Singapore’s direct investment in Thailand to
have jumped to 31.7 billion baht in 1998, up from 9.9 billion baht in 1997, making Singapore the
third largest investor in the country after the US and Japan (Far Eastern Economic Review,
October 21, 1999, p.68).
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member economies in times of financial market turbulence and weakness, as opposed
to acting as a “substitute” to the functions of international organisations like the IMF. If
anything, just the opposite is true, as such a “fortified” and expanded EMEAP-cum-
regional facility could play a highly complementary role to the IMF in aiding distressed
economies during the crisis management and resolution periods.

The reason for suggesting the expansion and “beefing up” of a credible existing
regional body rather than proposing an entirely new standing institution in East Asia, is
the recognition of the region’s concerns about developing layers of institutions. Drawing
an analogy to international institutional arrangements, what has been proposed here is
one organisation effectively taking on some functions of the BIS, IMF and various sector-
specific international groupings or regulators, supervisors and central banks experts, as
summarised by Teitmeyer (1999). If this is found infeasible (for whatever reason®), a
distinct organisation to deal with some of the above issues could be established, though
the lines of functional responsibilities with the EMEAP and other regional alliances would
need to be clearly worked out.

No doubt, there will be a number of sceptics to such a proposal. It is, however,
insufficient to merely find fault with the proposed scheme. Rodrik (1999, p.3) has argued
that:

(a)s long as capital flows remain large relative to the liquid assets held by

national governments and are easily reversible, the international economy

will be hostage to spectacular boom and bust cycles.

Insofar as this is true, and given the absence of substantive steps towards the reform of

|24

the monetary and financial architecture at an international level™, alternative policies and

% For instance, there may be some who support an Asian-type BIS but may not necessarily
support a regional monetary facility (though one would wonder about the rationale for the
objections to the latter in light of the discussion in this paper).

2 While this is an overused term, Eichengreen (1999) notes that initiatives underway under the
banner of “reform of the international financial architecture” are (ought to be) organised under four
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initiatives for regional financial and macroeconomic cooperation need to be put forward
as “self-help” mechanisms for the small open economies in East Asia in this era of the

globalisation of capital flows®.

pillars: international standards, Chilean-type taxes on short term foreign borrowing; greater
exchange rate flexibility; and collective action clauses in loan contracts as an alternative to IMF
bailouts. As he further notes (pp.3-4) of such initiatives:
(the danger is that the process losing steam...(A)s time passes, the sense of
urgency recedes and second thoughts inevitably develop.”

% For instance, while sharing the view of this paper that the initial emphasis must be on domestic
reforms, Estanislao (1999b) has proposed the setting up of a “Regional Stability Forum” to allow
for more systematic cooperation in the areas human resources development and training,
information and experience sharing, and other “soft” forms of cooperation on a sustained and
regular basis. He envisages that such a forum would be a first step towards a “long-term,
ambitious program (of) coordination and joint actions”, including considerations of an eventual
monetary union.
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Table 1

Net Capital Flows to East Asia (Indonesia, Malaysia, South Korea, Thailand

and Philippines) ($ billions), 1995-99

Type of Capital Flow 1995 1996 1997 1998° 1999
Current Account Balance -40.6 -54.8 -26.1 69.2 44.6
External Financing 83.0 99.0 28.3 -4.2 7.8
Private Flows 80.4 102.3 0.2 -27.6 0.3
Equity Investment 15.3 18.6 4.4 13.7 185
Direct 4.2 4.7 5.9 9.5 12.5
Portfolio 11.0 13.9 -1.5 4.3 6.0
Private Creditors 65.1 83.7 -4.2 -41.3 -18.2
Commercial Banks 53.2 62.7 -21.2 -36.1 -16.0
Nonbanks 12.0 21.0 171 -5.3 -2.3
Official Flows 2.6 -35.3 28.1 23.4 7.6
Resident Lending/Others® | -28.3 -27.3 | -33.7 -22.9 -21.0
Reserves (exc. Gold)*” -14.1 -169 | 315 -42.1 -31.4

Notes:

a) minus denotes increase

b) including resident net lending, monetary gold and errors and omissions

c) estimates
d) forecast
Source: 1IF (1999)

Table 2
Selected Indicators of Financial Sector Development in East Asia (% of GDP), 1994-96
Credit of Bank Assets Bank Share in Stock Market Bond Market
Banking (1994) Financial Capitalisation Capitalisation
System Intermediation (1996) (1996)
(1995) (1994)*
Indonesia 50 57 91 10 6
S. Korea 70 75 38 43 24
Malaysia 132 100 64 33 56
Philippines 63 54 n.a. n.a. 39
Thailand 137 110 75 4 14
Notes: a) assets of banks as a percent of the assets of banks and non-bank financial institutions

Sources: Rajan (1999b)




21

Table 3
Summary of Economic Fundamentals of Selected East Asian Economies
Fundamentals Country Rankings®
11213 |4 |5 |6 |7
External
International Reserves® P(I IM|T |[K |H |S
Current Account/GDP® T|K[{M|[P [I |H S
Debt/GDP* T|P|I M |S |H|S
Export Slowdown® T{S|(M|K [H|P [I
Real Exchange Rate: deviation from PPP" |S|K|H M |T |I P
Banking Strength
Capital Adequacy® K|T|I |[M |P |H|S
Nonperforming Loans" M|T|K [I P |S |H
Bank Ratings' I |[K|[T |P |H |[M]S
Liquidity Mismatches
Excess Credit growth’ PIM|T |I S |K |H
Short-term external debt/Reserves" K{I'|T|P [M|H |S
Broad Money/ReservesI T|I ([P |K [M]|]S |H
Overall Average™ T|{lI |[K|P [M|S [H
Overall based on Thailand Weights" T|I |[K|P [M]|S |H

Notes: a) |- Indonesia, H - Hong Kong, K — South Korea, M - Malaysia, P - Philippines,
S - Singapore, T - Thailand. Ordinal ranking in descending order of “bad”
fundamentals; b) in SDRs, June 1997; ¢) 1996; d) 1997; e) change (%) in 1996
less the average change (%) previous three years; f) June 1997; g) unclear
from source, but probably average of 1996 and 1997; h) 1997 estimates; i) May
1996; j) growth of credit to private sector relative to nominal GDP, 1996; k) June
1997; 1) June 1997; m) equal weights to all fundamentals (including two others
included in original sources); n) greater weights given to fundamentals in which
Thailand is weakest

Source: Goldstein and Hawkins (1998b)
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Table 4
Nationality of Banks Providing Loans ($ billions) to Southeast Asia

From | Japan | Germany | France | USA UK Hong | Total' 1/7 | (2+3+5)/7 a/7
1) (2) 3) 4) (5) | Kong (7 (%) (%) (%)
To (6)
Indonesia 23 6 5 5 4 6 61 37.7 24.5 6.6
Thailand 38 8 5 4 3 18 99 38.3 16.1 4.0
Malaysia 10 6 2 2 2 3 33 30.3 33.3 8.5
Philippines 2 2 3 3 1 4 17 11.8 35.2 6.1
Mexico
(June 1994) 4 4 20 20 16 0 71 5.6 32.4 28.2

Note: 1) Includes economies not listed in this table.

Source: Goldstein and Hawkins (1998a)




23

Bibliography

Asian Development Bank Institute (ADBI) (1998). “Executive Summary of Workshop on
Economic Monitoring of Financial Systems in East and Southeast Asia”, mimeo.

Bird, G. and R. Rajan (1999). “What is Meant by Restraints on Capital Flows?: Issues
and Experiences”, mimeo, July.

Corsetti, G., P. Pesenti and N. Roubini (1998). “What Caused the Asian Currency and
Financial Crisis?”, mimeo, March.

De Gregario, J. and R. Valdes (1999). “Crisis Transmission: Evidence from the Debt,
Tequila, and Asian Flu Crises”, mimeo, October.

Eichengreen, B. (1999). “Strengthening the International Financial Architecture: Where
do we Stand?”, mimeo, October.

Eichengreen, B. and T. Bayoumi (1999). “Is Asia an Optimum Currency Area?, Can it
Become One? Regional, Global and Historical Perspectives on Asian Monetary
Relations”, in S. Collignon and J. Pisani-Ferri (eds.), Exchange Rate Policies in Asian
Emerging Countries, London: Routledge.

Estanislao, J. (1999a). “New Cooperation in East Asia: Peer Assistance and Review”, in
Working with Peers for Financial Reforms in East Asia, Manila, Philippines:
Foundation for Community-Building in the Asia-Pacific.

Estanislao, J. (1999b). “Toward a Regional Stability Forum”, in Working with Peers for
Financial Reforms in East Asia, Manila, Philippines: Foundation for Community-
Building in the Asia-Pacific.

Fischer, S. (1999). “On the Need for an International Lender of Last Resort”, paper
presented at the American Economic Association, New York, January 3.

Giannini, C. (1999). “The IMF and the Lender-of-Last-Resort Function: An External
View”, Finance and Development, 36.

Goldstein, M. and Hawkins, J. (1998a). “The Origin of the Asian Financial Turmoil”,
Research Discussion Paper RDP9805, Reserve Bank of Australia, May.

Goldstein, M. and J. Hawkins (1998b). “The Role of Contagion in the Asian Financial
Crisis”, mimeo, Reserve Bank of Australia.

Grenville, D. (1998). “The Asian Crisis and Regional Co-operation”, paper presented at
Talk to International Seminar on East Asia Financial Crisis, Beijing, April 21.

Institute of International Finance (lIF) (1999). “Capital Flows to Emerging Market
Economies”, April.

Kaminsky, G. and C. Reinhart (1999). “Bank Lending and Contagion: Evidence from the
Asian Crisis”, mimeo, September.



24

Katada, S. (1998). “The Japanese Government in Two Mexican Financial Crises: An
Emerging International Lender-of-Last Resort?”, Pacific Affairs, 7, pp.61-79.

King, M. (1999). “Reforming the International Financial System: The Middle Way”,
speech delivered at the Federal Reserve Bank of New York, September 9.

Krueger, M., P. Osakwe and J. Page (1998). “Fundamentals, Contagion and Currency
Crises: An Empirical Analysis”, Working Paper 98-10, Bank of Canada.

Kusukawa, T. (1999). Asian Currency Reform: The Options of a Common Basket
Peg, Tokyo: Fuji Research Institute Corporation.

Lane, T. and Associates (1999). IMF-Supported Programs in Indonesia, Korea, and
Thailand: A Preliminary Assessment, Washington, DC: IMF.

Masson, P. and M. Mussa (1997). “The Role of the IMF: Financing and its Interactions
with Adjustment and Surveillance”, Pamphlet Series No.50, IMF.

Masson, P. (1998). “Contagion: Monsoonal Effects, Spillovers, and Jumps between
Multiple Equilibria”, Working Paper 98/142, IMF.

Moreno, R. (1997). “Dealing with Currency Speculation in the Asian Pacific Basin”,
Economic Letter No. 97-10, Federal Reserve Board of San Francisco.

Nath, A. (1998). “The Financial Crisis”, Asia 21, November, pp.56-60.

Obstfeld, M. (1994). “The Logic of Currency Crises”, Cahiers Economiques Et
Monetaries 43, Banque De France.

Peek, J. and E. Rosengren (1998). “Japanese Banking Problems: Implications for
Southeast Asia”, mimeo, October.

Plummer, M. (1998). “ASEAN and Institutional Nesting in the Asia-Pacific’, in V.
Aggarwal and C. Morrison, (eds.), Asia-Pacific Crossroads Regime Creation and the
Future of APEC, New York: St Martin's Press.

Radelet, S. and J. Sachs (1998a). “The Onset of the East Asian Financial Crisis”,
Working Paper 6680, NBER.

Radelet, S. and J. Sachs (1998b). “The East Asian Financial Crisis: Diagnosis,
Remedies, Prospects”, Brookings Papers on Economic Activity, 1, pp.1-74.

Rajan, R. (1999a). “Economic Collapse in Southeast Asia”, Policy Study, The Lowe
Institute of Political Economy, Claremont: California, July 1999

Rajan, R., (1999b). “Selected Policy Issues for Financial Stability”, in Working with
Peers for Financial Reforms in East Asia, Manila, Philippines: Foundation for
Community-Building in the Asia-Pacific.



25

Rajan, R. (1999c). “Not Fixed, Not Floating, what about Basket Pegs for Southeast
Asia?”, Discussion Paper 99/20, Centre for International Economic Studies, University
of Adelaide.

Rajan, R. (2000). “Exploring the Case for an Asian Monetary Fund”, mimeo, January.

Rajan, R. and I. Sugema (1999) “Capital Flows and the Credit Transmission Channel in
Southeast Asia”, Discussion Paper 99/25, Centre for International Economic Studies,
University of Adelaide.

Rodrik, D. (1999). “Governing the Global economy: Does One Architectural Style Fit
All?”, mimeo, July.

Sasaki, F. (1996). “Significance and Feasibility of the Asian BIS Concept”, Nomura Asia
Focus Quarterly, Winter 1996/97, pp.34-9.

Setboonsarng, S. (1998). “Asean Economic Co-operation: Adjusting to the Crisis”,
Southeast Asian Affairs, Singapore: Institute of Southeast Asian Studies.

Tateishi, T. (1998). “The Plaza Accord Saved America from Fiscal Downfall”, Asia 21,
November, pp.24-5.

Tietmeyer, H. (1999). “Evolving Cooperation and Coordination in Financial Market
Surveillance”, Finance and Development, 36.

Tornell, A. (1999). “Common Fundamentals in the Tequila and Asian Crises”, Working
Paper 7139, NBER.

Van Rijckeghem, C. and B. Weder (1999). “Financial Contagion: Spillovers Through
Banking Centres”, mimeo, September.

Williamson, J. (1999a). “The Case for a Common Basket Peg for East Asian
Currencies”, in S. Collignon and J. Pisani-Ferri (eds.), Exchange Rate Policies in
Asian Emerging Countries, London: Routledge.

Williamson, J. (1999b). “Future Exchange Rate Regimes for Developing East Asia:
Exploring the Policy Options”, paper presented at a conference on “Asia in Economic
Recovery: Policy Options for Growth and Stability”, organised by the Institute of Policy
Studies, Singapore (June 21-22, 1999).



26

CIES DISCUSSION PAPER SERIES

The CIES Discussion Paper series provides a means of circulating promptly papers of
interest to the research and policy communities and written by staff and visitors
associated with the Centre for International Economic Studies (CIES) at the University of
Adelaide. Its purpose is to stimulate discussion of issues of contemporary policy
relevance among non-economists as well as economists. To that end the papers are non-
technical in nature and more widely accessible than papers published in specialist
academic journals and books. (Prior to April 1999 this was called the CIES Policy
Discussion Paper series. Since then the former CIES Seminar Paper series has been
merged with this series.)

Copies of CIES Policy Discussion Papers may be downloaded from our Web site at
http://www.adelaide.edu.au/cies/ or are available by contacting the Executive Assistant,
CIES, The University of Adelaide, Australia 5005 Tel: (+61 8) 8303 5672, Fax: (+61 8)
8223 1460, Email: cies@adelaide.edu.au.| Single copies are free on request; the cost to
institutions is A$5 each including postage and handling.

For a full list of CIES publications, visit our CIES Web site or write, email or fax to the
above address for our List of Publications by CIES Researchers, 1989 to 1999.

99/29 Rajan, Ramkishen S., "Financial and Macroeconomic Cooperation in ASEAN:
Issues and Policy Initiatives", December 1999

99/28 Anderson, Kym, "Agriculture, Developing Countries, and the WTO Millennium
Round", December 1999

99/27 Rajan, Ramkishen S., "Fragile Banks, Government Bailouts and the Collapse of the
Thai Baht", November 1999

99/26 Strutt, Anna and Kym Anderson, "Estimating Environmental Effects of Trade
Agreements with Global CGE Models: a GTAP Application to Indonesia”,
November 1999. (Since published on the internet in Proceedings of the OECD
Workshop on Methodologies for Environmental Assessment of Trade
Liberalization Agreements, 26-27 October 1999 at http://www.oecd.org/ech/26-
270ct/26-270ct.htm)

99/25 Rajan, Ramkishen S. and Iman Sugema, "Capital Flows, Credit Transmission and the
Currency Crisis in Southeast Asia"”, November 1999.

99/24 Anderson, Kym, "Australia's Grape and Wine Industry into the 21% Century",
November 1999.

99/23 Asher, Mukul G. and Ramkishen S. Rajan, "Globalization and Tax Structures:
Implications for Developing Countries with Particular Reference to Southeast
Asia", October 1999.

99/22 Rajan, Ramkishen S. and Iman Sugema, "Government Bailouts and Monetary
Disequilibrium: Common Fundamentals in the Mexican and East Asian Crises",
October 1999.

99/21 Maskus, Keith E. and Yongmin Chen, "Vertical Price Control and Parallel Imports",
October 1999.


mailto:cies@adelaide.edu.au

27

99/20 Rajan, Ramkishen S., "Not Fixed, Not Floating: What About Optimal Basket Pegs
for Southeast Asia?" September 1999.

99/19 Findlay, Christopher and Tony Warren, "Trade in Services: Measuring Impediments
and Providing a Framework for Liberalisation”, September 1999.

99/18 Martin, Will and Devashish Mitra, "Productivity Growth and Convergence in
Agriculture and Manufacturing”, September 1999. (Forthcoming in Economic
Development and Cultural Change Vol. 48, 2000)

99/17 Francois, Joseph F., "Investor Confidence and Trade Policy Transparency: Dynamic
Implications of an Effective Trade Policy Review Mechanism", August 1999.

99/16 Bird, Graham and Ramkishen S. Rajan, "Banks, Finanical Liberalization and
Financial Crises in Emerging Markets", August 1999.

99/15 Irwin, Gregor and David Vines, "A Krugman-Dooley-Sachs Third Generation Model
of the Asian Finanical Crisis", August 1999.

99/14 Anderson, Kym, Bernard Hoekman and Anna Strutt, "Agriculture and the WTO:
Next Steps"”, August 1999.

99/13 Bird, Graham and Ramkishen S. Rajan, "Coping with and Cashing in on
International Capital Volatility", August 1999.

99/12 Rajan, Ramkishen S., "Banks, Financial Liberalization and the ‘Interest Rate
Premium Puzzle’ in East Asia", August 1999.

99/11 Bird, Graham and Ramkishen S. Rajan, "Would International Currency Taxation
Help Stabilise Exchange Rates in Developing Countries?" July 1999.

99/10 Spahni, Pierre, "World Wine Developments in the 1990's: An Update on Trade
Consequences", May 1999.

99/09 Alston, Julian, James A. Chalfant and Nicholas E Piggott "Advertising and
Consumer Welfare", May 1999.

99/08 Wittwer, Glyn and Kym Anderson, “Impact of Tax Reform on the Australian Wine
Industry: a CGE Analysis”, May 1999.

99/07 Pomfret, Richard, “Transition and Democracy in Mongolia”, April 1999.

99/06 James, Sallie and Kym Anderson, “Managing Health Risk in a Market-Liberalizing
Environment: An Economic Approach”, March 1999. (Since published in Plant
Health in the New Global Trading Environment: Managing Exotic Insects, Weeds
and Pathogens, edited by C.F. McRae. and S.M. Dempsey, Canberra: National
Office of Animal and Plant Health, 1999.)

99/05 Soonthonsiripong, Nittaya, “Are Build-Transfer-Operate Regimes Justified?” March
1999.

99/04 Soonthonsiripong, Nittaya, “Factors Affecting the Installation of New Fixed
Telephone Lines in Provincial Areas in Thailand”, March 1999.

99/03 Berger, Nicholas and Kym Anderson, “Consumer and Import Taxes in the World
Wine Market: Australia in International Perspective”, February 1999. (Since
published in Australian Agribusiness Review 7, June 1999.)

99/02 Hoekman, Bernard and Kym Anderson, “Developing Country Agriculture and the
New Trade Agenda”, January 1999. (Forthcoming in Economic Development and
Cultural Change 48(3), April 2000.)



