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Abstract 

The paper empirically investigates the effect of globalization on economic growth and human development in 
Nigeria in the new democratic era (1999 – 2011). Using annual time series data sourced from the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) WEO database, National Bureau of Statistics (NBS), the Central Bank of Nigeria (CBN) 
Statistical Bulletin, the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) World Fact Book and the United Nations 
Development Programme (UNDP) annual human development report, and employing multiple linear regression 
model, it examines three channels through which globalization affects economic growth and human development 
– trade openness, financial openness and migration channel. The analysis indicated that the effect of 
globalization on economic growth has been more significant than its effect on human development, and that 
trade and financial openness have had significant negative effects on economic growth and human development, 
while net migration rate has had positive effect on economic growth and human development within the sample 
period, although, the effect on human development was statistically insignificant. Emanating from the findings, 
we proffered that caution should be exercised in embracing and implementing economic liberalization policies 
which are the hallmark of globalization, and to mitigate its negative effects on economic growth and human 
development. Recommendations for policy include diversification of the country’s export items/commodities 
and markets, political will to revive the nation’s real sector industrial, agriculture, and so on), strengthening of 
the nation’s financial, education, health and other institutions, etc. 
Keywords: Globalization, Economic Growth, Human Development, Openness, Migration. 

 

1. Introduction 

“Globalization is about increasing the interconnectedness and interdependence among religions, nations, 
governments, businesses, institutions, communities, families and individuals” (Obadan, 2003, pp. 3-4). This 
description of globalization by Obadan discloses that globalization is a multidimensional and multifaceted 
phenomenon with different but related aspects – political, religious, social-cultural, economic, environmental, 
etc., the economic aspect being at the heart of the globalization process. Economic globalization which is the 
main focus of this paper refers to “the growing interdependence and interactions among world economies 
characterized by increased world trade and unhindered flow of investment, labour, technology and information 
across national borders. Openness and markets constitute the platform, while trade, finance and investment, and 
entrepreneurs are the heart” (Obadan, 2003, pp.3-4). This aspect of globalization has been recognized as the 
dominating force of the economic universe which promises to light up the world with economic prosperity 
(Naqvi, n.d.). 
While the key drivers of globalization – the International Monetary Fund (IMF), the World Bank and the 
Multinational Corporations argue that globalization is the key to economic development and eradication of 
poverty, and have continued to present neoliberal economic policies as the panacea for the lackluster economic 
performance of the underdeveloped economies, several anti-liberalization researchers and analysts  have argued 
that unguided trade and financial openness could slow down the rate of growth of the economies of LDCs. In the 
view of Chunakara, as cited in Mubangizi (2009, p.7), “globalization intensifies impoverishment by increasing 
poverty, insecurity, fragmentation of society and this violates human rights and human dignity of millions of 
people”.  According to Crockett (2011, para. 4), “one of the antiglobalist theories is that globalization is causing 
the decline of the nation state, as governments no longer have control over their economies, their trade and their 
borders. Nation states may have in the past been in control of their markets, exchange rates and capital. Now 
Transnational Companies are becoming increasing imperative to the economy, and the state is becoming more 
obsolete”. 
It has been argued that globalization contributed significantly to the spread of democracies, and democracy also 
has been considered as one of the key processes in society for enhancement of economic growth (Kagochi, 
Tackie and Thompson, 2007). Since the advent of the new wave of globalization, many countries which were 
under military dictatorship have had to embrace democratic system of government and opened up their 
economies. Considering that the United States of America has been at the forefront of championing the new 
wave of globalization, (through her prominent stakes in the Breton Woods institutions) (Pfaff, 2000), many see 
globalization as “Americanism spread around the globe” (Fitzpatrick, 2003). Also, when it is considered that the 
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U.S.A. is an ardent “lover”/promoter of capitalism, it would be understood why Robbinson (1996) as cited in 
Fitzpatrick (2006), described globalization as the spread of capitalism throughout the world, as it seeks victory of 
the market over government (Naqvi, n.d). Capitalism in the real sense means less of the State and more of the 

market, and practicing this is presumed to be easier in democratic settings than in non-democracies.  
In the light of the foregoing, it can be argued that globalization aims at transforming the world into a (unified, 
integrated) global village where capitalism is the prevailing economic system, an economy characterized by 
intense competition, high income inequality between and within nations, etc. The weak and unprepared may be 
crushed in the process, while the strong inevitably get stronger.  Thus, according to Anyanwu (2006), 
globalization has its winners and losers. The main argument of this paper is that most sub-Sahara Africa 
countries have not derived much benefits  or have suffered severe setbacks from the globalization process due to 
the poor state of infrastructure, weak institutions, weakness of growth promoting and welfare enhancing sectors, 
and the lack of fairness on the part of the industrialized nations in their dealings with the developing and 
emerging market economies in the region, particularly in the areas of international trade and finance. 
The objective and the intended contribution to knowledge of the paper are to test whether globalization fosters 
rapid economic growth and human development during the democratic era using Nigeria as the country in focus. 
The paper therefore seeks answer to the research question: Has globalization (through the channels of trade and 
financial openness, and migration) been beneficial or detrimental to economic growth and human development 
in Nigeria since the country returned to democratic system of government in 1999?  
The remainder of the paper is organized as follow: Section 2 contains the problem of the study, or problem 
definition. In Section 3, a review of selected (relevant) literature is attempted. The theoretical framework for the 
study is developed in Section 4. Data description, models specification and method of analysis are presented in 
Section 5. Discussion of results and their implications for policy with some recommendations are contained in 
section 6. Section 7 concludes the paper. 
 

2. The Problem 

The implementation of the Structural Adjustment Programme (SAP) in 1986 marked the genesis of the formal 
liberalization of the Nigerian economy. This occurred in the military regime under the leadership of the then 
Head of State - President Ibrahim Badamosi Babangida. Many of the key sectors of the economy were 
liberalized in an attempt to integrate the Nigerian economy with the global market as directed by the Breton 
Woods Institutions as the panacea to the ailing economies of the less developed countries.  Some of the elements 
of the SAP policies were trade and capital account liberalization, deregulation of interest and exchange rates, 
reduction in public expenditure, etc. The implementation of these policies had varying effects on human 
development and economic growth of the country. It has been argued that Nigeria embraced globalization 
unprepared, and consequently, the country has not derived much benefit there from. For example, the 
liberalization of trade and finance, has brought about worsening balance of payments positions so much so that 
since 1986 till date, the country’s balance of payments (BOP) account had been predominantly negative (CBN 
Statistical Bulletin, 2011). Similarly, the national currency began to depreciate as its exchange rate vis-a-vis the 
U.S. Dollar began to rise and became more unstable in response to the vagaries in the international goods and 
capital markets. The depreciation of the naira had deleterious effects on human development and the growth of 
the economy at large, bringing in its trail heightened inflation rates, owing partly to the import dependent nature 
of the economy. Trade openness has been blamed for the lackluster performance of the nation’s industrial sector 
(particularly the manufacturing sub-sector), resulting in an astronomical increase in unemployment rates. This in 
turn brought about a rise in emigration rate, made possible by the globalization process and also brought in its 
wake the “brain drain” syndrome (or decrease in skilled labour, needed for sustainable economic growth and 
human development). 
After several years of military dictatorship, the country returned to the democratic system of government in May 
1999. In spite of insinuations that democracy creates the ambience for globalization to positively affect 
economic growth and human welfare, there has not been significant improvement in the nation’s major 
economic and welfare indices since the return to democratic rule. The nation’s currency apparently has 
depreciated more than ever and has become more volatile. Furthermore, with the exception of years 2009 and 
2010 the nation’s capital account was in deficit between 1999 and 2011, though the balance of trade was in 
surplus all through the period, owing to the surpluses in the oil balance of trade. Although the growth rate of real 
Gross Domestic Product had been impressive in recent times, this however conflicts with the alarming poverty 
rate recently reported by the National Bureau of Statistics that about 112.519 million out of a population of 163 
million (representing a bit over 69%) live in relative poverty conditions in 2011 (see The Punch Newspaper of 
Tuesday February 14, 2012), just as the Human Development Index (HDI) has consistently been below 0.5, 
indicating that the growth of the economy has not translated into improved living standards. Fundamental 
development problems, no doubt, loom large and conscious, decisive steps must be taken to position the country 
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to reap the benefits of being integrated in the global market, as well as shield it from the dangers arising there 
from. This is what this paper sets out to do. 
 

3. Review of Selected Literature 

The prescription of globalization, according to Anyanwu (2006, p.56), is “to liberalize national and global 
markets in the belief that free flow of trade, finance and information will produce the best outcome for growth 
human welfare”.  Consequently, much empirical/experimental research has been conducted to investigate the 
effects of globalization through its channels/indicators on economic growth and human development in various 
regions, sub-regions and countries. The result of the researches have been somewhat divergent, so much so that 
globalization has been described as a two-edged sword that has brought benefits to some and misery to others 
(Zuma,2003 as cited in Onwuka and Eguavoen, 2007; Aluko, 2003). Corroborating this view, Obadan (2003) 
opines that globalization has remained a powerful force shaping world economies for good or for ill. The New 
Partnership for African Development lends its voice to the polls of opinion when it asserts that Africa has  been 
marginalized from the globalization process, and a vast majority of her people socially excluded and  that “in the 
absence of fair and just global rules, globalization has increased the ability of the strong to advance their interests 
to the detriment of the weak, especially in the areas of trade, finance and technology, just as it has limited the 
space for developing countries to control their own development, as the system has no provision for 
compensating the weak”. (NEPAD, 2001, p. 10, section 33). 
Employing regression analysis to investigate the relationship between globalization and human development in a 
cross-section of about 150 countries, Sabi (2007) finds evidence for existence of a relationship between 
globalization (using Economic Freedom Index (EFI) as proxy) and human development, though the relationship 
is strong for only high income countries. He suggests that globalization is perhaps important for human 
development only after certain levels of income growth. Using the generalized least squares regression technique 
with Chinese Provincial data, Wu and Yao (2012) find that increased openness to trade and capital flows tends to 
lower income inequality. On the other hand, using panel data containing an index of globalization covering its 
three main dimensions (economic, social and political), also disaggregated for 33 African countries in 1970 – 
2000, Anyanwu (2006) finds that the overall index of globalization has no effect on Africa’s economic growth, 
and that among the three dimensions, only the social dimension is positively and significantly related with 
growth. 
In this section, we review selected literature on the effects of some key channels/indicators of economic 
globalization (trade openness, financial openness and migration) on human development and economic growth. 
3.1 Effect of trade openness on economic growth and human development 
Trade openness which is the result of trade liberalization, i.e. removal of barriers to the flow of goods and 
services across national boundaries is a global macroeconomic variable affecting various economies either 
adversely or positively. The liberalization of trade is seen as a means of integrating economies with the global 
market, with the expectation that this would result in improvement in production and consumption of resources 
globally, i.e. improvement in economic growth rate and enhancement of human welfare. However, this 
expectation has not been fully realized as countries that have fully opened up their economies have benefited in 
varying degrees. It has been argued (empirically) that the highly developed countries have derived more benefits 
from international trade than the less developed countries. As a matter of fact, the weakness of the manufacturing 
sub-sector (which is a key sector envisaged to stimulate growth) in underdeveloped/emerging market economies 
has been attributed to increase in the demand for imported goods, made possible by unbridled trade openness 
which has rendered the countries dumping grounds for foreign, relatively cheaper goods, acting as a disincentive 
to indigenous manufacturing firms, which are unable to compete with foreign manufacturers in highly developed 
countries. Apart from weakening the local manufacturing sub-sector, trade liberalization has also tended to 
reduce government revenues in the LDCs as significant portions of government revenues particularly in sub-
Sahara African countries is from tariffs imposed on imports (Alaba, 2006). The reduction in government revenue 
adversely affects government’s capacity to provide infrastructure and public goods and services needed to 
enhance human welfare and create the enabling environment required for businesses to thrive. It also creates 
room for excessive borrowings which if not judiciously and rationally utilized, could translate into unproductive 
debt, further plunging the country into deeper economic woes. 
The prevailing scenario in the world today is that the highly developed economies have benefited maximally 
from international trade by expanding the markets for their output (albeit detrimentally) to the less developed 
countries, while at the same time protecting their economies from imports originating from the LDCs. The 
developed countries still have protection in different sectors like agriculture, steel, textile, etc. (Rabbanee, Haque 
and Hasan, 2010). Trade restrictions by developed countries cost LDCs at least U.S. 40 billion a year in foreign 
exports and lower their Gross National Product (GNP) by more than 3% (Todaro and Smith, 2005). Moreover, 
there is clear and documented evidence that the volume of trade among developed countries far exceed the 
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volume of trade between developed countries and the less developed/emerging market countries, especially those 
of sub-Sahara Africa. The African Growth and Opportunities Act (AGOA) of 2000 which aims at enhancing 
trade and investment between the United States and sub-Sahara African (SSA) countries has not done much to 
arrest this ugly trend. In 2008, the United States’ import from SSA under the AGOA was $66.3 billion, with oil 
import accounting for about 92.3% of that amount and non-oil import accounting for a paltry 7.7% or just $5 
billion (Usman, 2009).These statistics reveals that in actuality, the AGOA was conceived as a vehicle to siphon 
Africa’s oil to fuel the US economy. 
Empirical study by Ndiyo and Ebong (2003) has shown that trade openness negatively impacted on the growth 
of Nigeria’s economy in the 1970 to 2000 sample period. Similar study by Ogujiuba, Oji and Adenuga (2004) 
however shows that there is no long-run significant relationship between trade openness and Nigeria’s economic 
growth, though they aptly warned that unbridled openness could have deleterious implications for growth of 
local industries, the real sector and government revenue. 
Contrary to insinuations that globalization (which has been described as the spread of capitalism across the 
world) reduces the size of the government and expands the size of the market, Rodrik (1998) has proven that 
there exists a positive, strong and robust association between an economy’s exposure to international trade and 
the size of its government. This correlation which holds for most measures of government spending in selected 
low and high income countries was attributed to the fact that government spending plays a risk-reducing role in 
economies exposed to significant amount of external risk. Government expenditures in such economies are used 
to provide social insurance against external risk. Excessive government expenditure has been proven to be 
detrimental to private investment if it is not productive and this could ultimately adversely affect economic 
growth and human development. 
However, empirical researches have also shown that several countries have benefited from openness. For 
example, in a study to investigate the effect of globalization on economic growth, Ray (2012) finds that openness 
has had significant positive impact on the growth rate of India’s GDP. China’s rapid economic growth since the 
strategic transformation of “Reform and Opening Up” in the late 1970s has been attributed to high exports, 
buttressed by low-cost manufacturing advantage, and supported by low consumption and high savings rate, 
lifting the economy to the second largest in the world in terms of  trade volume and Gross Domestic Product 
(Fung and Peng, 2012). Empirical study by Sun and Heshmati (2010) demonstrates that increasing participation 
in the global trade helps China reap the static and dynamic benefits, stimulating rapid national economic growth.  
3.2. Effect of financial openness on economic growth and human development 
Financial liberalization/openness also has serious implications for growth and human development. It has been 
argued that financial liberalization has pervasive effects on the economy and society at the microeconomic as 
well as the mesa-economic level (Singh, 2011), and it is often associated with higher rates of economic growth 
(Prasad, Rogoff, Wei and Rose (2007); Bekaert, Harvey and Lundblad, 2009), though no empirical evidence has 
yet emerged for the existence of a robust positive relationship between financial openness and economic growth. 
The argument advanced by advocates of capital account liberalization is that it engenders the flow of capital 
particularly to less developed economies where they are more desired for development. Focusing on the impact 
overtime of capital account liberalization on capital flows in countries at different levels of income per capita, 
Reinhardt, Ricci and Tressel (2010) find evidence for the prediction of the neoclassical theory that less 
developed countries with open capital accounts tend to experience net capital inflows, while more developed 
countries tend to experience more capital outflows, conditional on various countries’ condition, but that in 
countries with closed capital accounts, net capital inflows are not systematically correlated with the level of 
economic development.  While some countries have derived much benefits from it, others have either not 
enjoyed higher economic growth or have even experienced severe crisis and recessions in the years that followed 
liberalization (Fratzscher and Bussiere, 2004; Prasad et al, 2007). 
One of the potential benefits of financial globalization identified by Snoy (2000) is that the flow of capital into 
transition countries makes significant contribution to growth, as savings in those economies are low and 
financing costs are high owing to underdeveloped financial system. He however advised that the opening of 
capital account (i.e. financial liberalization) “must be carried out in an orderly, gradual and well sequenced 
manner, keeping its pace in line with the strengthening of countries’ abilities to sustain its consequences” (Snoy, 
2000, pp. 193-194). 
The empirical literature is still very much divided on whether financial liberalization benefits economies, and if 
so what the necessary prerequisites and conditions are (Fratzscher and Bussiere, 2004).  A reason that has been 
fingered for the inconclusiveness of empirical research on the financial openness-growth nexus is the usage of 
different econometric techniques which makes harmonizing the results difficult (Garita, 2009). Fratzscher and 
Bussiere (2004) argue that a key reason for the elusive evidence is the existence of a time-varying relationship 
between openness and growth (overtime), implying that countries tend to gain in the short term immediately 
following capital account liberalization, but may not grow faster, or even experience temporary growth reversal 
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in the medium- to long-term.  As a matter of fact, their study found substantial evidence for the existence of such 
intertemporal trade-off for 45 industrial and emerging market economies. 
In a study to investigate the impact of financial sector liberalization on the Pakistani economy in the 1972-2006 
sample period, Chaudhry (n.d.) employs time series analysis in the estimation of bivariate and multivariate 
models specified, and finds a significant positive impact of financial liberalization variables on economic growth 
and investment. Similar study by Adam (2011) to investigate the impact of financial openness induced growth on 
poverty reduction in Ghana between 1970 and 2007, finds positive long-run relationship between growth and 
financial liberalization, but argues that financial liberalization should be embarked upon with the poor in mind. 
Empirical work by Bekaert, Harvey and Lundblad (2007) has also shown that equity market openness and capital 
account openness are indeed associated with growth of Chinese economy. 
The World Bank which is one of the institutions at the forefront of promotion of economic liberalization, also 
admits in its report that: 
“Contrary to expectations, financial liberalization did not add much to growth, and it appears to have augmented 
the number of crises. As expected, deposits and capital inflows rose sharply as a result of liberalization. But 
other than in a few East Asian and South Asian countries, capital markets did not provide resources for new 
firms. Number of stock market listings declined, even in the newly created markets in the transition countries 
that were sometimes used for privatizations. Also, although relevant time-series data on access are weak, and 
contrary to expectations, it appears that access to financial services did not improve substantially after 
liberalization”. (World Bank (2005b, p.21), as cited in van der Hoeven and Lubker (2006, p.17)). 
Obstfeld (2009), corroborating the World Bank, notes that there is strikingly little convincing documentation of 
direct positive impacts of financial opening on welfare levels or growth rate in developing countries, rather it 
appears to raise the frequency and severity of economic crises. 
3.3. Effect of international migration on economic growth and human development 
Although movement of labour across national borders is not as free as those of finance and goods and services, 
globalization is also believed to have contributed to higher migratory mobility of people considering that the 
number of people who are willing and ready to emigrate has grown on account of the fact that the more liberal 
and rapid dissemination of information has made it obvious that there are disparities and inequalities between 
regions in terms of development, and that migration to another country augments the human development 
choices available to people in all material aspects (UNDP, 2009; UNCSD, 2012). According to UNCSD (2012), 
migration has been recognized for its increasing importance and relevance to the social, economic and 
environmental dimensions of sustainable development, as well as for its influence on all regions of the world. It 
is thus a key channel through which globalization affects economic growth and human development, either for 
good or for ill, through its dimensions of emigration and immigration, though the positive effects of international 
migration far outweighs the negative effect in the new waves of globalization. 
Two divergent views on the relationship between migration and development have been identified in the 
literature. These are the balanced growth approach and the systemic view/approach.  While the former stresses 
that by alleviating unemployment and providing economic support through remittances and development of 
migrants’ skill, migration enhances development in countries of origin, narrows income disparities, converts 
‘brain drain’ to ‘brain gain’ and eventually makes migration unnecessary, the latter (i.e. the systemic view) is 
opposed to the former and does not agree that migration through remittances and skill acquisition and 
development, automatically accelerates human and economic development in the country of origin, but that it 
often distorts the development process through ‘brain drain’ widening income inequalities (IOM, n.d). 
It should be noted that though remittances from migrants constitute significant proportion of development 
finance in migrant’s home countries, it has also been blamed for the widening gap between the rich and the poor. 
As a matter of fact, Anyanwu (2011a) observes in his study of the impact of international remittances on income 
inequality in African countries in the 1960 – 2006 sample period that international migrants remittances have a 
significant positive impact on income inequality. Specifically, after instrumenting for endogeneity of remittance, 
he observed that a 10% increase in remittances as a percentage of GDP, led on average to a 0.013% increase in 
income inequality in Africa. A key result of high inequality is that economic growth (driven partly from 
international remittances) delivers much less in terms of poverty reduction (Anyanwu, 2011b). 
 

4. Theoretical Framework 

Trade openness or liberalization as a channel of globalization, is hinged on the classical theories of trade put 
forth by early economists such as Adam Smith, David Ricardo, etc. These theories which are well documented in 
the international trade literature emphasize that openness paves way for rapid economic growth through 
unimpeded access to variety of resources, goods and services, acquisition of technology, etc., which ultimately 
results in improvement in living standards within nations participating in it. 
On the issue of the effect of financial flows (openness) on economic growth and human development, it has been 
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established theoretically that financial liberalization has positive impact on the development of the real sector, 
with possible causation from financial globalization to economic development and growth (McKinnon, 1973 and 
Shaw, 1973, as cited in Sabi, 2007). Economic development and growth have also been identified as the most 
reliable source of poverty reduction. Theoretically, the channels through which increased financial flows provide 
direct benefits which in turn help reduce poverty and enhance human welfare include the augmentation of 
domestic savings, reduction in the cost of capital (i.e. interest rate), increase in productivity through transfer of 
technological know-how and stimulation of domestic financial sector development (Prasad et al, 2007). As a 
matter of fact, orthodox theory suggests that as a result of greater risk sharing between countries which financial 
liberalization entails, there should be no welfare losses. Greater risk sharing is envisaged to engender greater 
smoothing of consumption and/or growth trajectories for developing countries (Singh, 2011). 
The effect of migration on growth and welfare also has its theoretical underpinning. The oldest and best known 
theory of international migration is the neoclassical macro theory of migration and was developed originally to 
explain labour migration in the process of economic development. It states that international migration like its 
internal counterpart, is caused by geographic differences in the supply of and demand for labour. Countries with 
a large endowment of labour relative to capital have a low equilibrium market wage, while countries with limited 
endowment of labour relative to capital are characterized by high-market wage. The resulting differential in 
wages causes workers from the low-wage country to move to the high-wage country. Consequent upon this, the 
supply of labour decreases and wages rise in the capital-poor country, while the supply of labour increases and 
wages fall in the capital-rich country, leading at equilibrium, to an international wage differential that reflects 
only the costs of international movement, pecuniary and psychic (Massey et al, 1993). 
This study builds on the above theories. In brief, the theories suggest that unhindered flow/movement of 
goods/services, finance (capital) and labour across national borders stimulate growth and promote human 
development. 
 

5. Description of Variables, Models Specifications and Methodology 

5.1 Definition/Description of Variables 
Financial Openness (FOPN): Two measures of financial openness suggested by Lane and Milesi-Ferreti (2001, 
2006) as cited in Calderon and Kubota (2008) are the outcome measures defined as: 

FOPN1=LOG[(FA+FL)/GDP*100%] 
FOPN2) = LOG[(FL/GDP) * 100%] 

Where LOG =Natural Logarithm; FA = Foreign Assets; FL = Foreign Liabilities; GDP = Gross Domestic 
Product at basic market prices. 
For this study, we adopt the first measure of financial openness (FOPN1) 
Data for the FA, FL variables are obtained from the Balance of Payments analytical statements, while GDP data 
are obtained from the real sector statistics, both, in the Central Bank of Nigeria Statistical Bulletin, 2011. 
Trade Openness (TOPN): This is defined as TOPN= (EXPORT+IMPORT)/GDP. Source of data for the  
variables used for the calculation is Central Bank of Nigeria Statistical Bulletin, 2011. 
Net Migration Rate (NMR): This is measured as the difference between immigration and emigration, per 1000 of 
the population. Source of data for this variable is the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) World Fact Book. 
Human Development Index (HDI): This index was introduced by the UNDP in 1990, and it is considered a 
standard and more holistic measure of well being or living index. It is based on three goals of development – 
longevity, knowledge and PPP-adjusted income and takes on values between 0 and 1, with zero representing 
lowest level of human development and 1 representing thehighest (Todaro and Smith, 2005). Source of data for 
the Index is United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) annual human development report  
(www.hdr.undp.org). 
RGDPG: Growth rate of real Gross Domestic Product. Data for this variables is sourced from International 
Monetary Fund(IMF)–World EconomicOutlook(WEO) database, 2012.  
5.2. Model specifications and method of estimation 
  To investigate the effects of globalization (through the channels of trade openness, financial openness and 
migration) on economic growth and human development in Nigeria, we specify our models empirically as: 

RGDDP = α0 + α1TOPN + α2FOPN + α3NMR + ξ…………………5 
HDI = β0 + β1TOPN + β2FOPN + β3NMR + µ…………......………6 

The variables are as previously defined. ξ and µ are the error terms. Equation 5 is aimed at investigating the 
effects of trade and financial openness, and migration on economic growth, while equation 6 aims at 
investigating the effects of same variables on human development. 
The theoretical (a priori) expectations are (α1, α2 , α3) > 0; (β1, β2, β3)>0. 
The Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) estimation technique will be employed to estimate the parameters of the 
above models. Annual time series data for the variables for the period – 1999 to 2011 will be used for the 
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estimations. 
 

6.  Results and Discussions 

6.1. Presentation of results 
The results of the estimations of equations 5 and 6 after correcting for autocorrelation and other associated 
problems are presented as equations 5* and 6* respectively. Note:  The preliminary least squares estimation 
results (not shown here) were not satisfactory. With low R-squared and R-Bar –Squared, DW statistics indicating 
the presence of positive autocorrelation and insignificant F-statistic and t-ratios  (in the OLS estimation of 
equation 6),  we proceeded to correct the observed errors with the Cochrane-Orcutt iterative process, assuming 
second and third order autoregressive schemes respectively. 

RGDDP = 66.4984 -57.6070TOPN -7.9873FOPN + 9.3431NMR  
                                                      (10.0626)  (-6.1179)          (-6.1569)          (5.2407) 

R-squared = .93451, R-Bar-Squared = .86902, F-stat. [F(5,   5)] = 14.2690, DW-statistic = 1.9623………5* 
 

HDI = .63723 - .18293TOPN -.025384FOPN + .0021330NMR  
                                                    (22.5429)   (-4.8250)       (-4.4727)       (.30156) 

R-Squared = .89976, R-Bar-Squared = .69929, F-stat.  [F(6,   3) ] = 4.4882,  DW-statistic  = 2.2779….6* 
The T-ratios are in parentheses under the coefficients. 
 
6.2. Analysis and Discussion of Results 
The summary statistics indicate that the estimated models have high goodness of fit as revealed by the R-squared 
values of over 93% and approximately 90% in Table 2A and 2B respectively. The F-statistics of 14.2690 (Table 
6A) and 4.4882 (Table 6B) pass the test of statistical significance at the 0.6% and 12.3% level respectively. This 
is an indication that the joint effect of the channels of globalization on economic growth has been more 
significant than the joint effect on human development. The DW-statistics of 1.9623 and 2.2779 for the RGDP 
and HDI equation respectively, both pass the test of zero-autocorrelation at the 5% level. The models are 
therefore valid and can be relied upon for policy formulation and analysis. 
An examination of the explanatory variables in both estimations reveals that with the exception of NMR 
variable, the signs on the coefficients of TOPN and FOPN do not conform to a priori expectations in both 
estimations. Furthermore, each of the explanatory variables significantly explain economic growth variable 
(RGDP), as their t-ratios indicate that they easily pass the test of statistical significance at the conventional 
levels. However, only the NMR variable fails the test of statistical significance in the HDI equation. Thus, its 
effect on HDI within the period under review was not significant. 
6.3. Implications of Results with Some Recommendations for Policy Consideration.   
The significantly negative coefficient of trade openness in both estimated results connotes that trade openness 
adversely affected economic growth and human development within the sample period and reveals that the 
nation is highly-import dependent and weak in export orientation. This suggests the need to boost local 
production of goods and services and calls for revival of the nation’s industrial, agricultural sectors, etc. so as to 
meet demand for goods and services and reduce dependence on import. It also suggests the need to diversify the 
nation’s export commodities and markets. (Osuntogun, Edordu and Oramah, 1997). Diversifying her export 
market implies targeting other developing/emerging market economies as the destination for the country’s export 
commodities instead of fruitlessly striving to get her export items to developed economies’ markets where they 
are restricted. Diversifying her export commodities implies identifying commodities/services that can be easily 
produced in the country (for which she has both absolute and/or comparative advantage), expanding their 
production and exporting them to countries where they are needed. 
Similarly, the negative and significant coefficient of financial openness variable in both results signifies that 
financial liberalization/integration adversely affected economic growth and human development within the 
period. This is attributable amongst other factors, to weakness of the nation’s financial system, the recent global 
financial crisis, etc. This calls for conscious and deliberate effort at developing or strengthening the nation’s 
financial system (banking and all other non-banking financial institutions, including the nation’s capital market) 
to position it to reap the benefits of being integrated in the global financial system as well as insulate it from 
negative shocks arising there from. 
The net migration rate (NMR) variable was observed to be positively related to economic growth and human 
development within the period covered by the study, though the relationship was not significant for human 
development. This implies that migration positively and significantly affected economic growth (through the 
supply of labour, introduction of new skills and expertise, payment of taxes, foreign remittances from emigrants 
or Nigerians in the diaspora, etc), but its effect on human development was not significant. This could be 
attributed to the fact that immigrants (which were more in number than emigrants in most of the years sampled) 
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contributed to the expansion of the population, which in turn engendered decrease in resource consumption per 
capita, accentuated by low production/output, as demand for life sustaining resources outstrips supply. However, 
considering that economic growth (to which immigrants significantly contribute), if well handled, could lead to 
improvement in welfare, it is expedient that Nigeria’s government takes measures to reduce the incidence of 
national insecurity in the country to make the country the destination of choice for “quality” immigrants.  It 
should also be mentioned that remittances from Nigeria’s emigrants also contributed significantly to the wide 
income gap or inequality, which has tended to adversely affect the welfare of a large number of the population. 
According to Rodrik (1997), globalization requires strong institutions at home. In the absence of such 
institutions, globalization is likely to foster domestic social conflicts which are damaging not only in their own 
right, but are also detrimental to economic growth in the long run. Nigeria’s government therefore needs to take 
bold step towards strengthening the nation’s institutions (health, education, legal, financial, research and 
development, political, etc), making them relevant to positioning the economy to benefit maximally from the 
globalization process, as well as mitigate its negative effects. 
 

7. Conclusion 

Financial and trade openness both hurt economic growth and human development in the country within the 
democratic era from 1999 to 2011. However, we are careful not to draw the inference from our results that 
economic liberalization (trade and financial openness) is inherently too risky and that Nigeria should retreat into 
stronger forms of protection or capital control, as it is not openness per se that matters, but how the country 
handles it (Rodrik, 1997). What the country needs is selective liberalization. Sectors of the economy that can 
compete effectively and favourably in the global market may be liberalized, while those that cannot compete 
could be protected (not excessively) and developed until they are strong enough to compete globally, though 
protection itself does not guarantee increased productivity and if it is excessive, it may weaken the incentive to 
produce (Prebisch, 1959, as cited in Rodrik, 1997), just as excessive capital control could adversely affect capital 
inflows. 
Democratic system of government may be a precursor of growth and human development in open economies, 
but in the absence of the political will to position the country to reap the benefits of globalization, democracy 
may be incapacitated, and growth and improved welfare, elusive. The recommendations of this paper require 
strong political will. 
 

References 

Adam, A. M. (2011). Financial Openness Induced Growth and Poverty Reduction. The International Journa  of 

Economics and Finance, 5(1), 75 – 86 
Alaba, O. B. (2005, May). EU – ECOWAS EPA: Regional Integration, Trade Liberalization and Development in 

West Africa. Paper Presented at the GTAP Conference, United Nations Economic Commission for 
Africa (UNECA), Addis Ababa. 

Aluko, S. (2004). Background to Globalization and Africa’s Economic Development. In Proceedings of the 45
th
 

Annual National Conference of the Nigerian Economic Society. 

Anyanwu, J. C. (2011a). International Remittances and Income Inequality in Africa. African DevelopmentBank 

Group Working Paper Series, 135, August, Tunis: African Development Bank. 
Anyanwu, J. C. (2011b, November).  Developing Knowledge for Economic Advancement in Africa. Keynote 

Address Delivered at the Second International Conference on Africa Digital Libraries and Archive 
(ICADLA-2), University of Witwatersrand, Johannesburg, South Africa.. 

Anyanwu, J. C. (2006). Does Globalization Affect Economic Growth in Africa? Global Development Studies, 

4(1-2), 53 – 90, Spring. 
Bekaert, G., Harvey, C. R. and Lundblad, C. (2007). Financial Openness and Chinese Growth Experience.  
Retrieved from https://faculty.fuqua.duke.edu/~charvey/Research/Chapters/C31_Financial_openness_and.pdf. 

Accessed 19/04/2013 
Bekaert, G., Harvey, C.R. and Lundblad, C. (2009). Financial Openness and Productivity, NBER Working Paper 

Series, Working Paper 14843, April 
Calderon, C. and Kubota, M. (2008). Does Higher Openness Cause More Real Exchange Rate Exchange Rate 

Volatility?. World Bank Policy Research Working Paper, 4896. 
Central Bank of Nigeria (2011). Statistical Bulletin, Abuja: CBN. 
Chaudhry, I. S. (n.d). Financial Liberalization and Macroeconomic Performance: Empirical Evidence from  

Pakistan. Retrieved from http://www.gredeg.cnrs.fr/Colloques/NFI/Papers/PapierOnLine/Chaudry.pdf  on 
07/04/2013 

Crockett, S. (2011). ‘Has Globalization Spread Democracy around the World?’ Retrieved from e-International 
Relations (http://www.e-ir.info/2011/08/27/has-globalization-spread-democracy-around-the-world/). 



Journal of Economics and Sustainable Development                                                                                                                        www.iiste.org 

ISSN 2222-1700 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2855 (Online) 

Vol.4, No.12, 2013 

 

32 

Accessed 07/04/2013 
Fitzpatrick, E. (2003). The Globalization of Democracy Building: A Polyarchic Dilemma.Retrieved from 

www.freewebs.com/ekfitzy/Theories%20of%20Globalization.doc.  Accessed 13/04/2013 
Fratzscher, M. and Bussiere, M. (2004). Financial Openness and Growth: Short-run Gain, Long-run Pain? 

European Central Bank Working Paper Series, 34, April 
Fung, E. and Peng, Y. (2012).  Forces Driving China’s Economic Growth in 2012: New Thought, New 

Strategies, New Initiatives. Beijing: KPMG Advisory (China) Limited. 
Garita, G. (2009). ‘How Does Financial Openness Affect Economic Growth and Its Components?’ MPRA  

Paper, 20099, July 14. Retrieved from http://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/20099/1/MPRA_paper_20099.pdf.   
Accessed 07/04/2013 

IOM (n.d.). Perspectives on Migration and Development. In Migration and Development . Retrieved from  
http://www.rcmvs.org/documentos/IOM_EMM/v2/V2S03_CM.pdf. Accessed 15/04/2013. 

Kagochi, J., Tackie, N. O., and Thompson, H.  (2007). An Analysis of the Impacts of Freedoms on Economic 
Growth. Journal of Development, 1(1), 13 – 29. 

Lane, P. R. and G.-M. Milesi-Ferretti (2001). The External Wealth of Nations: Measures of Foreign Assets  
and Liabilities for Industrial and Developing Countries. Journal of International Economics, 55, 82 – 113. 
Lane, P. R. and G.-M. Milesi-Ferretti (2006). The External Wealth of Nations Mark II: Revised and  
Extended Estimates of Foreign Assets and Liabilities, 1970-2004. IMF Working Papers 06/69 
Massey, D.S., Arango, J. Hugo, G., Kouaouci, A., Pellegrino, A and Edward, J. E. (1993). Theories of 

International Migration. Population and Development Review, 19(3), 431 – 466 
Mubangizi, J. C. (2009, March). Democracy and Development in the Age of Globalization: Tensions and 

Contradictions in the Context of Specific African Challenges. Paper presented at the Asian Association 
of Global Studies (AAGS) Conference on Globalization Human Rights in the Developing World, 
University of Calgary Canada. DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/ldd.v14i1.5. Accessed 11/04/2013 

Naqvi, S. N. H. (n.d.). Globalization and Human Development: An Overview, Sustainable Human Development 

in the Twenty-First Century, 2. (UNESCO – EOLSS Sample Chapters). Retrieved from 
http://www.eolss.net/Sample-Chapters/C11/E6-60-03.pdf.     Accessed 13/04/2013. 

Ndiyo, N. A. and Ebong, F. S. (2004). The Challenges of Openness in Developing Economies: Some Empirical 
Lessons from Nigeria. In Proceedings of the 45

th
 Annual National Conference of the Nigerian 

Economic Society. 
NEPAD (2001). Policy Document. Addis Ababa: New Partnership for Africa’s Development. Retrieved  
from http://www.iss.co.za/AF/RegOrg/unity_to_union/pdfs/oau/keydocs/NEPAD.pdf . Accessed 13/04/2013. 
Obadan, M. I. (2004). Globalization and Economic Management in Africa. Proceedings of the 45

th
 Annual 

National Conference of the Nigerian Economic Society. 

Obstfeld, M. (2009). International Finance and Growth in Developing Countries: What Have We Learned? 
NBER Working Paper, 14691, February. Retrieved from 
http://www.nber.org/papers/w14691.pdf?new_window=1. Accessed 19/04/2013 

Ogujiuba, K. K., Oji, G. O., and A. Adenuga (2004). Is Trade Openness Valid for Nigeria’s Long-Run Growth? 

A Cointegration Approach. Enugu: African Institute for Applied Economics. 
Onwuka, C. E. and Eguavoen, A. (2007). Globalization and Economic Development: The Nigerian Experience. 

Journal of Social Sciences, 14(1), 45 – 51. 
Osuntogun, A., Edordu, C. C. and Oramah, B. O. (1997). Potentials for Diversifying Nigeria’s Non-Oil Export to 

Non-Traditional Markets. AERC Research Paper, 68, November.  Nairobi: African Economic 
Research Consortium. 

Pfaff, W. (2000). “A Challenge to Globalization Theory” in J. A. Ocampo, S. Zamagni, R. Ffrench-Davis, and C. 
Pietrobelli, (eds), Financial Globalization and Emerging Economies. NY: United Nations. 

Prasad, E.S., Rogoff, K., Wei, S. and M.A. Kose (2007). Financial Globalization, Growth and Volatility in 
Developing Countries. In A. Harrison (ed), Globalization and Poverty. Chicago: University of Chicago 
Press. 

Rabbanee, F. K. Haque, M. M. and F. Hasan (2010). Globalization and Human Development – Realities and 
Recommendations for Developing Countries. Asian Affairs, 30(1): 32 – 49. 

Ray, S. (2012). Globalization and Economic Growth in India: A Granger Causality Approach. Journal of Law, 

Policy and Globalization, 2, 18 – 30 

Singh, A. (2011). Financial Globalization and Human Development, Centre for Business Research, University of 

Cambridge, Working Paper No. 421 

Reinhardt, D., Ricci, L. A. and Tressel, T. (2010). International Capital Flows and Development: Financial 
Openness Matters, IMF Working Paper WP/10/235 

Robinson, W. (1996). Globalization, the World System and “Democracy Promotion” in U.S. Foreign Policy. 



Journal of Economics and Sustainable Development                                                                                                                        www.iiste.org 

ISSN 2222-1700 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2855 (Online) 

Vol.4, No.12, 2013 

 

33 

Theory and Society, 25(5), 615 – 665, October. 
Rodrik, D. (1997, October). Globalization, Social Conflict and Economic Growth. Paper delivered at United 

Nations Conference on Trade and Development, 8th Raul Prebicsh Lecture at the palais des Nations, 
Geneva on 24. 

Rodrik, D. (1998). Why Do More Open Economies Have Bigger Governments?, Retrieved from 
http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/drodrik/Research%20papers/last.pdf. Accessed 11/04/2013 

Sabi, M. (2007). Globalization and Human Development. In Proceedings of the International Conference on 

Globalization and its Discontent, Cortland (pp. 102 – 119). 
Snoy, B. (2000). Impact of Financial Globalization on Transition Economies. In J.A. Ocampo, S. Zamagni, R. 

Ffrench-Davis, and C. Pietrobelli (eds), Financial Globalization and Emenrging Economies, NY: 
United Nations. 

Sun, P. and Heshmati, A. (2010). International Trade and its Effects on Economic Growth in China. IZA 

Discussion Paper, 5151, August. 
Todaro, M.P. and Smith, C.S. (2005). Economic Development (8th ed.). Delhi: Pearson Education Ltd. 
UNCSD (2012). ‘Migration and Sustainable Development’, RIO 2012 Issues Brief, 15, June. 
UNDP (2009). Migration and Human Development: Opportunities and Challenges. National Human 

Development Report, Amenia: United Nation Development Programme  

Usman, A. k. (2009, September).  Evaluation of Nigeria’s Benefits from the African Growth and Opportunities 

Act (AGOA). Paper Presented at the TIFA Sensitization Workshops in Lagos and Kano.  
van der Hoeven, R. and Lubker, M. (2006). Financial Openness and Employment: The Need for Coherent 

International and National Policies, ILO Working Paper. 75, Geneva: International Labour 
Organization. Retrieved from http://repub.eur.nl/res/pub/31327/ILO%20wp75.pdf. Accessed 
09/04/2013   

World Bank (2005). Economic Growth in the 1990s. Learning from a Decade of Economic Reforms.Washington, 
D.C.:  World Bank. 

Wu, Y. and Yao, H. (2012). Economic Openness and Income Inequality: Chinese Provincial Evidence in the 
1990s. China Economic Policy Review,1(2), December. DOI: 10.1142/S1793969012500100 


