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Abstract 

 

An April 2015 World Bank report on the Millennium Development Goal poverty target has 

revealed that extreme poverty has been decreasing in all regions of the world with the 

exception of Africa. This study extends the implications of Thomas Piketty’s celebrated 

literature from developed countries to the nexus between developed nations and African 

countries by building on responses from Rogoff (2014) and Stiglitz (2014), post Washington 

Consensus paradigms  and underpinnings from Solow-Swan and Boyce-Fofack-Ndikumana. 

The central argument presented is that the inequality problem is at the heart of rational 

asymmetric development between rich and poor countries. Piketty has shown that inequality 

increases when the return on capital is higher than the growth rate, because the poor cannot 

catch-up with the rich. We argue that when the return on political economy (or capitalism-

fuelled illicit capital flight) is higher than the growth rate in African countries, inequality in 

development increases and Africa may not catch-up with the developed world. As an ideal 

solution, Piketty has proposed progressive income taxation based on automatic exchange of 

bank information. The ideal analogy proposed in tackling the spirit of African poverty is a 

comprehensive commitment to fighting illicit capital flight based on this. Hence, contrary to 

theoretical underpinnings of exogenous growth models, catch-up may not be so apparent. 

Implications for the corresponding upward bias in endogenous development and catch-up 

literature are discussed.  
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1. Introduction 

‘Output may be growing, and yet the mass of the people may be becoming poorer’ 

(Lewis, 1955).   ‘Lewis led all developing countries to water, proverbially speaking, some 

African countries have so far chosen not to drink’ (Amavilah, 2014). While Piketty’s (2014) 

celebrated ‘capital in the 21
st
 century’ is consistent with Lewis, it has taken only developed 

countries to the stream. The present study aims to correct this shortcoming by extending the 

implications of Piketty’s findings to African countries.  The relevance of Africa is also 

motivated by a recent World Bank report on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 

poverty target which has revealed that extreme poverty has been decreasing in all regions of 

the world with the exception of Africa (Caulderwood, 2015; World Bank, 2015), despite the 

continent enjoying more than two decades of growth resurgence that began in the mid 1990s 

(Fosu, 2015a, p. 44)
1
. In what follows, we show why it is important to extend Piketty’s 

celebrated literature because the growing evidence of inequality as a challenge to 21
st
 century 

capitalism extends beyond the scope of developed countries (Brada & Bah, 2014). 

Irrational policies are increasingly driving exclusive development (Li et al., 2011, p. 

109) due to ‘immiserizing growth’
2
 (Bhagwati, 1958). According to some accounts (Asongu 

& De Moor, 2015), the Top 1 percent have gained most, if not all, of the revenue accruing 

from the recent economic recovery (Covert, 2015). Since income inequality has substantially 

increased over the past decade Milanovic, (2011) and Oxfam (2015) sustain that the income 

of the Top 1 percent in the World could exceed that of the Bottom 99 percent by the year 

2016. Consistent with Joseph Stiglitz:  “There has been no improvement in well-being for the 

                                                           
1
 The concern about immiserizing growth on the continent has motivated a recent stream of studies on ‘paradigm 

shifts’. Notably, Kuada (2015) has proposed a new paradigm of ‘soft economics’ in a recent book in order to 

elicit poverty trends in Africa. The concern about exclusive growth is also the focus of another book by Fosu 

(2015bc) which  is devoted to elucidating: (i) myths behind Africa’s recent growth resurgence and (ii) the role of 

institutions in the underlying resurgence. 
2
 Economic growth can be associated with substantial negative externalities, producing disequalizing income-

distribution. The presence of such a scenario debunks the celebrated inverted U-shape nexus between inequality 

and industrialisation advanced by Kuznets (1955, 1971).   



4 

 

typical American family for 20 years. On the other side, the top one percent of the population 

gets 40 percent more in one week than the bottom fifth receive in a full year”(Nabi, 2013, 

p.10). Therefore, there is an imperative “Need to design the right economic policies to 

enhance inclusiveness specially in the developing countries” (Nabi, 2013, p. 13). Reducing 

exclusive development would require, inter alia, improving how finance drives growth 

(Freeman, 2010). A position that is broadly shared by the World Hunger (2010) which has 

concluded that the principal cause of poverty and hunger in the globe today is a mainstream 

economic system that has encouraged the minority to grab most of the global wealth, such 

that the bottom billion  is abandoned just to survive.  

As far  as we have searched, responses to the work of Piketty have included reviews 

and commentaries of a diverse nature. These entail: cross-checking of facts (Branko, 2014: 

Krusell & Smith, 2014), data quality (Reynolds, 2014), reviews (Homburg, 2014; Allen, 

2014), theoretical foundations (Morgan, 2015), a need for a more  general approach to the 

global inequality problem (Rogoff, 2014a; Stiglitz, 2014 ).  Among the above responses, those 

of Rogoff and Stiglitz are the closest to the present line of inquiry.  

According to Rogoff (2014a), Piketty’s approach to the inequality problem should not 

have been limited to developed countries. The narrative argues that it should also have 

incorporated developing (especially African) nations because the poor in developed countries 

may be considered super-rich in relative terms when perceived from a less developed 

countries point of view. Moreover, the notion that inequality should be grounded exclusively 

in capitalism has some fundamental shortcomings when issues like colonialism and slavery, 

among others, are considered. Accordingly, the externalities of colonialism have substantially 

contributed to global inequality (Frankema, 2006).  Stiglitz (2014) has claimed that 

institutions like democracy matter more in ‘21
st
 century inequality’  than does to capitalism. 

According to his narrative, “If we get the rules of the game right, we might even be able to 
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restore the rapid and shared economic growth that characterized the middle-class societies of 

the mid-twentieth century”. Two elements boldly standout from the above narratives: the need 

to integrate less developed countries and the imperative to get institutions rights from Rogoff 

and Stiglitz respectively. These elements have led to a growing stream of post-Washington 

Consensus (WC) development models. Hence, before we consider how the two elements 

underpin this study, it is worthwhile to briefly highlight the post-WC models in order to 

enhance readability and clarity.  Hence, in what follows, for the purpose of consistency, the 

discussed post-WC paradigms are centred on institutions and the middle class.  

 A recent critical comment by Asongu and Kodila-Tedika (2014) on institutions and 

poverty clearly articulates the importance of the middle class and inequality in the post-WC 

development agenda. These include, Liberal Institutional Pluralism (LIP), New Structural 

Economics (NSE) and the Moyo Conjecture reconciling the WC with the Beijing Model 

(BM). In essence, China’s outstanding economic development has led to a new stream of 

studies clearly articulating the middle class and institutions as prime factors in the post-WC 

development agenda. These include: debunking the myths surrounding Sino-African relations 

(Asongu & Aminkeng, 2013), convergence between the BM and WC in  a new development 

paradigm (Asongu, 2014a, 2016; Asongu & Ssozi, 2016), greater need for self-reliance by 

African countries in charting their course to development (Fofack, 2014), the false economics 

of pre-conditions (Monga, 2014), development strategies based on a mixture of successful 

development models with the WC (Fosu, 2013a), the NSE (Lin & Monga, 2011; Norman & 

Stiglitz, 2012; Stiglitz et al., 2013ab; Stiglitz & Lin, 2013) advancing a synthesis between 

liberalism and structuralism, the LIP
3
  based on quality and types of institutions in public 

service delivery (Acemoglu et al., 2005; Rodrik, 2008; Brett, 2009; 2014, pp. 5-9) and the 

                                                           
3
 We discuss this school of thought in substantive detail in Section 2.  The interested reader can find more 

insights in Acemoglu et al. (2005), Rodrik (2008), Brett (2009) and Fofack (2014, pp. 5-9).  
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Moyo Conjecture which has been partially confirmed in Africa (Asongu, 2014b) and a broad 

sample of developing counties (Lalountas et al., 2011)
4
.  

As we shall substantiate in latter sections, it is important to articulate how post-WC 

models are linked to the extension of Piketty’s findings to developing countries. For instance, 

while the Moyo conjecture emphasises that political rights should be prioritised because they 

mitigate inequality in the long-run (Moyo, 2013; Asongu, 2014a), Stiglitz (2014) in 

responding to Piketty, has sustained that democracy is the principal cause of inequality in the 

21
st
 century. A logical implication of this contradiction is that the issues at play may revolve 

beyond the underlying debates to more in-depth realities that limit both democracy and 

economic rights in developing countries, even in the presence of burgeoning economic 

growth.  

 In light of the above, less developed countries, the middle class and institutions are 

necessary to extend the implications of Piketty in the context of post-WC development 

models. Therefore, building on responses from Rogoff (2014a) and Stiglitz (2014), we argue 

that the inequality problem between developed nations and African countries is at the centre 

of rational asymmetric development. Piketty has shown that inequality increases when the 

return on capital is higher than the growth rate. We argue that when the return on political 

economy (or capitalism-fuelled illicit capital flight) is higher than the growth rate in African 

countries, inequality in development increases. The intuition for the parallel analysis is 

fundamentally based on high levels of illicit capital flight from African countries, far 

outweighing economic growth rates (OECD, 2014)
5
. Moreover, it is important to involve less 

                                                           
4
 There is a growing stream of literature emphasising that ‘political rights institutions’ are more endogenous to 

economic growth (Anyanwu & Erhijakpor, 2014; Asongu, 2014c). The Moyo proposal/hypothesis is founded on 

the Kuznet’s (1955) conjecture which has been recently debunked by Piketty’s (2014) ‘Capital in the 21
st
 

century’.   
5
 According to the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD, 2014), about 25% of 

African GDP is lost to corruption, of which a substantial portion is capital flight that is deposited in OECD tax 



7 

 

developed countries in the inequality agenda because Piketty’s literature has been celebrated 

on the prime basis that it has debunked the Kuznets’ conjectures. But the conjectures of the 

latter were based on a comparison between developed and developing countries. Hence, the 

comparative scope of the present line of inquiry is granted and relevant to providing a more 

complete perspective of the implications of Piketty’s  study.  

 To the best of our knowledge, the study in African development literature closest to 

the current line of inquiry is Fofack (2014, p. 13) which  reviewed different ideas proposed 

for African development over the past decades and on a development path based on self-

reliance. This study consolidates the view of more self-reliance by extending the conclusions 

of Piketty’s celebrated literature to African countries. Hence, the present paper steers clear of 

past models of African development. These include, among others: the Lagos Plan of Action 

for Economic Development (LPA, 1980-2000);  Africa’s Priority for Economic Recovery 

(APPER, 1986-1990); the African Charter for Popular Participation for Development (1990); 

the African Alternative Framework to Structural Adjustment Programme for Socioeconomic 

Recovery and Transformation (AAF-SAP, 1989) and the 2001 New Partnership for African 

Development: NEPAD (OAU, 1980, 2001; Adedeji, 2002; Bujra, 2004).  

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Section 2 relates Piketty’s work to post- 

WC models. In Section 3, we ask why Kuznets and developing countries are important 

elements in the 21
st
 century inequality agenda. Underpinnings for ‘rational asymmetric 

development’ and ‘the spirit of poverty’ are discussed in Section 4. In Section 5, we extend 

the Piketty’s conclusions by building on responses from Rogoff (2014a) and Stiglitz (2014) 

and underpinnings from Solow-Swan and Boyce-Fofack-Ndikumana. Thus section  also 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
havens. If this 25% is compared with the average growth rate of 5% on the continent, there is some rationale for 

inferring that the rate of illicit capital fight might far outweigh the growth rate.  
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discusses implications for an upward bias in the endogenous development and catch-up 

literature. Section 6 concludes. 

 

2. Piketty and post-Washington Consensus (WC) models 

This section links Piketty’s work to post-WC models. The discussion follows five 

main strands: the Liberal Institutional Pluralism (LIP) and New Structural Economics (NSE); 

the Beijing Model (BM), WC and the Moyo Conjecture; issues in a development consensus 

reconciling the BM and WC models; resulting ambiguities on which this present line of 

inquiry is positioned and challenges to the new paradigms.  

In the first strand, there are two principal streams of post-WC models that have gained 

prominence after the 2008 financial crisis (Fofack, 2014, p. 9). These models are consistent 

with Piketty’s literature on the failure of the capitalist model of development. Fofack is even 

more critical in clearly articulating how the ‘private capitalism’ experiment has failed in 

Africa. For instance, going by the definition of the WC as ‘government policies based on 

privatisation, marketisation and liberalisation’, African countries have lost decades 

subscribing to the prescriptions of  WC. In essence, the poor economic performance of most 

developing countries have been traceable to structural adjustment policies based on the 

underlying WC for the most part (Fofack, 2014, p. 5-6; Lin, 2015).  

The NSE has been presented by Chang (2002), Lin and Monga (2011), Norman and 

Stiglitz (2012), Stiglitz et al. (2013ab), Stiglitz and Lin (2013) and Lin (2015) who have 

advocated a synthesis between the structuralism and liberalism ideologies. According to the 

narrative, the authors have recognised both state and market failures but have failed to provide 

a unified economic development theory for the purpose. The LIP is oriented towards 

institutions that are needed at various stages of the development process. It has focused on 

inter alia: institutional conditions for successful growth, institutional diversity and institutions 



9 

 

for the effective delivery of public commodities (Brett, 2009; Rodrik, 2008; Acemoglu et al., 

2005; North, 1990).  While Piketty’s work is related to the above on the need to rethink the 

WC, the argument in the current paper is aligned with the need for a post-WC paradigm that 

integrates certain specificities of African development which directly built on implications of 

‘capital in the 21
st
 century’.  

Moyo (2013) in the second strand has defined the BM as ‘state capitalism, de-

emphasised democracy and priority in economic rights’ while the WC is ‘private capitalism, 

liberal democracy and priority in political rights’. According to the narrative, the WC (BM) 

should be a long- (short-) run development model because the WC is more inclusive and 

sustainable relative to the BM. In essence, a burgeoning middle-class is needed for political 

rights to be demanded in a sustainable manner: a middle class that would avoid the temptation 

of being strongly influenced by basic economic needs like food, clothing and shelter.  In a 

nutshell, what is now coined as the ‘Moyo conjecture’ sustains that economic rights should be 

prioritised at the early stages of development while political rights should be given priority at 

more advanced stages of economic development. It should be noted that the Moyo conjecture 

is aligned with the LIP because it clearly identifies institutions that are needed at various 

stages of economic development. According to this view, economic institutions should 

precede political institutions in terms of development priorities (see Asongu & Ssozi, 2016; 

Asongu, 2016).  

 In the third strand for reconciling the BM with the WC, two important points are 

noteworthy. First, the Moyo conjecture is substantially based on the Kuznets nexus between 

inequality and industrialisation because it assumes that the WC would mitigate inequality in 

the long-run at a faster rate than the BM. Second, Piketty’s literature has debunked the 

Kuznets underpinnings on which the Moyo conjecture is based. Given that the WC is the 

development model applied in most of the sampled countries on which Piketty’s findings are 
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based, issues surrounding the paradigms are open to debate because the Moyo conjecture and 

Kuznets’ underpinnings are based on comparative analyses between developed nations and 

developing countries.  

 We devote some space to discussing how the attempt by the Moyo conjecture to merge 

the NSE and LIP has left room with which to motivate the positioning of this study, that is 

rational asymmetric development and the spirit of poverty in Africa. First, on the foregoing 

relationship with the LIP, the conjecture has complemented the paradigm by clearly 

articulating an institutional design of development. In line with the narrative, the transition 

from low-income to higher- income should be accompanied by a trading-off of ‘economic 

rights priorities’ for ‘political rights priorities’. Second, the NSE paradigm is complemented 

by laying down some foundations for a unified economic theory that accounts for both market 

and state failures.  In essence, whereas the proposed BM as a short-run development, 

preference favours prudence in economic openness and state regulation, the WC (or long-

term) alternative is opposed to the stated preferences.  

 A substantial challenge to the NSE paradigm (see Acemoglu et al., 2005, p. 387) is the 

absence of some kind of causal nexus between economic growth and a specific institutional 

design. Asongu (2014a) argues that this conjecture has tackled the issue by establishing that 

economic and political institutions should have  priority in  the early or latter stages of 

industrialisation. This contribution has steered clear of the fundamental ‘one-size fits all’ 

framework which does not incorporate the structural and institutional challenges at various 

stages of the development process.  In the same vein, while political rights should be 

prioritised because they mitigate inequality in the long-run (Moyo, 2013; Asongu, 2014a), 

Stiglitz (2014) in responding to Piketty, has sustained that democracy is the principal cause of 

inequality in the 21
st
 century. A logical implication of this contradiction is that the issues at 

play may revolve beyond the underlying debates to more in-depth realities that limit both 
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democracy and economic rights in developing countries, notwithstanding burgeoning 

economic growth.  

In Africa for instance, where poverty has been substantially documented to be 

associated with huge volumes of illicit capital flight (Fofack & Ndikumana, 2010, 2014; 

Boyce & Ndikumana, 2008, 2011, 2012ab; Asongu, 2014d), neither democracy nor 

sustainable economic rights might be achieved despite the apparent economic growth. In this 

context, the implications of Piketty’s work may hold valuable lessons for development 

economics when extended to African countries in light of the theoretical underpinnings of the 

catch-up literature.  But before we engage in this dimension, more foundations need to be 

discussed in subtle detail, inter alia:  underpinnings for the ‘rational asymmetric development’ 

and the ‘spirit of poverty’ as well as motivations for including developing countries and 

Kuznets in debates on  21
st
 century inequality.  

 

3. Kuznets and developing countries have motivated responses to Piketty 

 ‘Capital in the 21
st
 century’ has featured prominently in most scholarly debates in 

recent months because it has debunked the widely celebrated Kuznets’ (1955, 1971) 

conjecture on an inverted U-shape relationship between inequality and industrialisation.  For 

brevity and lack of space, we resist discussion of  the Kuznets’ theory.  What is more relevant 

for the present inquiry are the following two questions. First, is there a stream of literature on 

inequality in developing countries consistent with the narrative of Piketty? Second, why 

should developing countries matter as much as developed nations in the celebration of 

Piketty’s work? 

 To the first question, we have already highlighted the notion that the Kuznets 

conjectures on which the celebration of Piketty’s work substantially draws is based on a 

comparison between developed and developing countries. Hence, it is only natural that the 
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findings of  this literature be extended to a broad sample of developing countries. But of more 

direct bearing to this line of defence is Rogoff’s (2014a) response on issues of 21
st
 income 

inequality. Why only capitalism? Why not colonialism? If capitalism is not fair for developed 

countries in terms of equalized income distribution, the issue should be more serious in 

former colonies. According to Rogoff, while the brilliant work of Piketty has 

documented within-country inequality from rich countries, a substantial part of the cultural 

groundswell around his book emanates from people who acknowledge themselves to be 

within the middle-income strata in their own nations, but who from relative perspectives are 

in the upper-middle class and to some extent even super-rich by global standards. The 

narrative argues that the exclusive focus on the developed world may not align well with the 

policy prescriptions of progressive global wealth tax aimed at correcting issues of global 

income disparities between richer and poorer countries: the latter nations being ultra-wealthy 

by global standards. The idea of a global wealth tax is not only tainted with enforcement 

issues but also with  concerns about credibility. It is politically implausible because the 

fundamental causes of global inequality like colonialism are not taken into account: “Piketty 

argues that capitalism is unfair. Wasn’t colonialism unfair, too?”,     

 Rogoff concludes that “In accepting Piketty’s premise that inequality matters more 

than growth, one needs to remember that many developing-country citizens rely on rich-

country growth to help them escape poverty. The first problem of the twenty-first century 

remains to help the dire poor in Africa and elsewhere. By all means, the elite 0.1% should pay 

much more in taxes, but let us not forget that when it comes to reducing global inequality, the 

capitalist system has had an impressive three decades”. Two insights from the about citation 

merit critical emphasis: (a) the ambiguous role of capitalism as an instrument for developed 

nations to lifting less developed countries out of poverty and (b) the justification that 

inequality also matters more than growth in the fight against poverty in developing countries. 
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The former is engaged in Section 4 while the latter is consistent with the second question of 

Section 3 highlighted above, which we now address.  

 On the second issue, developing countries also matter as much as developed nations in 

the celebration of Piketty because inequality, it is claimed, also matters more than growth in 

the fight against poverty in less developed countries. This statement arises from the arguments 

of Piketty on developed countries are consistent with a growing stream of the literature on 

developing nations emphasising the need to articulate inequality in the poverty-growth nexus 

(see Fosu, 2015a; Thorbecke, 2013; Kalwij & Verschoor, 2007). These currents include, 

among others: the critical role of inequality in the alleviation of poverty (Ali & Thorbecke, 

2000; Datt & Ravallion, 1992; Kakwani, 1993); the essence of income-inequality in the 

growth elasticities of poverty (Ravallion, 1997; Easterly, 2000; Fosu, 2015) and policy-

making (Adam, 2004). Therefore, the coverage of more developed nations by Piketty is 

consistent with evolving currents from African countries (Fosu, 2008, 2009, 2010a, 2010b) 

and broader samples of developing nations (Fosu, 2010c).  

 Given that clarifying the second question of this section is crucial for the present 

study, we devote another paragraph to engaging the underlying literature analytically. It can 

be summarised  by as much as in developed countries, in developing nations inequality also 

matters more than growth in poverty mitigation. Accordingly, a recent stream of empirical 

literature has established that the response of poverty to growth is a decreasing function of 

inequality, since the inequality elasticity of poverty is higher than the growth elasticity of 

poverty. In essence: “The study finds that the responsiveness of poverty to income is a 

decreasing function of inequality” (Fosu, 2010b, p. 818); “The responsiveness of poverty to 

income is a decreasing function of inequality, and the inequality elasticity of poverty is 

actually larger than the income elasticity of poverty” (Fosu, 2010c, p. 1432); and “In general, 
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high initial levels of inequality limit the effectiveness of growth in reducing poverty while 

growing inequality increases poverty directly for a given level of growth” (Fosu, 2011, p. 11).  

 In light of the above, the Fosu conclusions on developing countries converge with 

Piketty’s literature and Lewis’ caution: ‘Output may be growing, and yet the mass of the 

people may be becoming poorer’ (Lewis, 1955).   These intersections of Piketty, Lewis and 

Fosu are consistent with a growing stream of literature on post-2015 sustainable development 

goals (Ozgur et al., 2009; Timmons et al., 2009; Monika & Bobbin, 2012; Bagnara, 2012; 

Singh, 2014; Miller, 2014).  Therefore, in charting the pattern towards greater 

industrialisation, there is an urgent policy syndrome in developed as well as in developing 

nations of accounting for inequality in the growth effect on poverty (Asongu, 2015a). Within 

the context of the present study, it entails incorporating some capitalism-motivated rationales 

for asymmetric development that may dampen the effects of growth on poverty 

 

4. Underpinnings for ‘rational asymmetric development’ and ‘spirit of poverty’   

In this section, we: (i) elucidate  the concept of rational asymmetric development 

employed in the study; (ii) engage the rationale of asymmetric development in capitalism-

fuelled illicit capital flight on the one hand and on the other hand, (iii) the implications of 

capital flight in increasing poverty with particular emphasis on case studies from resource-

rich and high-growth African countries. The hypothesis of increasing poverty levels which 

motivates this inquiry is substantiated in the fourth strand with hard facts from a recent World 

Bank report on attainment of the Millennium Development Goal extreme poverty target.  As 

highlighted in Section 3, it is also fundamental to understand the ambiguous role of capitalism 

as an instrument by developed nations to lifting less developed countries out of poverty. 

Hence, a fifth strand in the section is devoted to briefly discussing the ambiguity of foreign 

aid when illicit capital flight outweighs economic growth.  
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The first strand above provides some framework for the conception of ‘rational 

asymmetric development’ employed. Within the context of the paper, it refers to unfair 

practices in globalisation adopted by advanced nations to the detriment and impoverishment 

of less developed countries. The interested reader can find more insights into capitalism-

driving rational asymmetry in ‘Making Globalization Work’ (Stiglitz, 2007) where “The 

average European cow gets a subsidy of $2 a day; more than half of the people in the 

developing world live on less than that.  It appears that it is better to be a cow in Europe than 

to be a poor person in a developing country” (p. 85).  Moreover, “Without subsidies, it would 

not pay for the United States to produce cotton; with them, the United States is, as we have 

noted, the world's largest cotton exporter” (p.85).  The Chang (2007) ‘Bad Samaritans: The 

Myth of Free Trade and the Secret History of Capitalism’ also clearly articulates the 

asymmetric development position adopted by this study. An interesting African narrative is 

told by Mshomba (2011) who has provided a systematic review of relations between Africa 

and the World Trade Organisation (WTO).  

In the second strand, the rationale for asymmetric development in capitalism-fuelled 

illicit capital flight is driven substantially by a plethora of factors, among others: tax evasion 

by multinationals and investment of siphoned funds by African public officials in markets 

with security and high turnover. (i) Multinational corporations in Africa have been using 

questionable accounting practices to declare low profits and hence pay less tax to domestic 

governments. This engenders negative implications for economic sustainability in domestic 

economies (Osabuohien et al., 2013, 2014, 2015).   (ii) There is a growing stream of literature  

claiming that a substantial chunk of the wealth siphoned off by corrupt African officials is 

deposited in offshore financial centres that are under the jurisdictions of OECD nations 

(Boyce & Ndikumana, 2003). Hence, the off-shore financial centres are politically and 

economically managed by the corresponding OECD nations. The interested reader can find 
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more insights substantiating this study by the European Network on Debt and Development 

on addressing development’s ‘black hole’ through capital flight regulation (EURODAD, 

2008).   Features of capitalism-fuelled illicit capital flight documented in the report include, 

inter alia: tax havens, investment and abusive transfer pricing, tax concessions, the emergence 

of hedge funds together with  private equity, speculation and volatility, capital account 

liberalisation and its implications, the International Monetary Fund’s (IMFs) failure in 

financial regulation and surveillance, European countries facilitating capital flight and 

regulatory failures in private equity and hedge funds. The above narrative can be summarised 

in one sentence: asymmetric development is fundamentally driven by capitalism-fuelled illicit 

capital flight practices. The poverty implications of such practices are worth elucidating. 

The third strand discusses the implications of capital flight in increasing poverty and 

inequality, with particular emphasis on case studies from resource-rich and high-growth 

African countries. We first briefly discuss why capitalism-motivated illicit capital flight 

dampens the growth effects on poverty before presenting some case studies.  Consistent with 

Asongu (2014d), capital flight has substantially increased inequality in less developed 

countries owing to regressive effects in wealth distribution. In line with the narrative, 

individuals that indulge in such activities for the most part are among the politico-economic 

elites who have been taking advantage of privileged positions to siphon off and channel stolen 

funds to more advanced countries. According to the underlying literature (Boyce & 

Ndikumana, 1998, 2001), the acquisition and transfer of such funds very often entails legally 

questionable practices like trade misinvoicing (or falsification of trade documents), kickbacks 

on private and public contracts and embezzlement of export income. The unappealing 

consequences from shortages in income and unfavourable foreign exchange terms engender a 

higher negative weight on the poorer faction of citizens. Moreover, Asongu (2014d) has 

sustained that the regressive effect of illicit capital flight is further strengthened by financial 
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imbalances which culminate in devaluations that have a less negative effect on the wealthy 

because they often possess foreign assets that insulate them from the unappealing effects.  

We now discuss some country-specific cases in which economic growth has been 

accompanied with substantial capital flight leading to low levels of wellbeing and lack of 

basic needs. In line with Ndikumana and Boyce (2012), resource-rich countries in Africa have 

been associated with the highlighted features. We consider the examples of Equatorial 

Guinea, the Republic of Congo and Gabon, which are among Africa’s wealthiest countries. 

Congo, Gabon and Equatorial Guinea are 15
th

, 5
th

 and 2
nd

 respectively with corresponding per 

capita incomes of $1,253, $4,176 and $8,649. These countries have also been endowed with 

massive oil reserves, ranking 7
th

, 8
th

 and 10
th

 for Gabon, Congo and Equatorial Guinea 

respectively. Meanwhile citizens of these nations are living in abject conditions. They are 

lacking elementary schools, drinkable water, basic social services, decent sanitation and 

health care. In terms of population immunisation against measles, Gabon and Equatorial 

Guinea rank second- and third-to-the last with 55 percent and 51 percent respectively. 

Moreover, the odds of a child reaching his/her fifth day are higher in Equatorial Guinea 

relative to the sub-Saharan African average.  

It is also important to devote space for an in-depth analysis of how capital flight has 

reduced the quality of growth in the three countries. The Quality of Growth rankings recently 

published by the IMF show deterioration in the positions of these underlying countries 

between 1990 and 2011 (Mlachila et al., 2014, p.27). From a comparative assessment of 93 

developing nations in the periods 1990-1994, 1995-1999, 2000-2004 and 2005-2011, the 

performance of these countries has worsened over these periods. Congo Republic (59
th

, 70
th

, 

74
th

 and 84
th

); Equatorial Guinea (76
th

, 73
rd

, 76
th

 and 88
th

)  and Gabon (58
th

, 61
st
, 67

th
 and 

69
th

) respectively. 
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The hypothesis of increasing poverty which motivates this inquiry is substantiated in 

the fourth strand with hard facts from a recent World Bank report on attainment of the 

Millennium Development Goal (MDG) extreme poverty targets which, as has been said, 

revealed that extreme poverty has been decreasing in all regions of the world, with the 

exception of Africa, where 45 percent of countries in Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) are 

substantially off-track from achieving the MDG extreme poverty target. As shown in Figure 1 

below, whereas extreme poverty has been declining in all regions of the world, it has 

unfortunately been increasing in SSA. This is despite over two decades of growth resurgence 

that began in the mid 1990s (Fosu, 2015a, p.44). It follows that the African continent is still 

the poorest in the world, in spite of recent narratives of the continent being one year ahead of 

time in the MDG poverty target (Pinkivskiy & Sala-i-Martin, 2014). This stream of optimistic 

literature has substantially drawn from currents in Africa rising (Leautier, 2012) and an 

African growth miracle (Young, 2012), which might have been more concerned with 

articulating  neoliberal ideology and capital accumulation while neglecting more fundamental 

ethical concerns like inequality, unemployment and ecological decay (Obeng-Odoom, 2013, 

2015). Whereas responses to the dismal poverty trend on the continent have included a new 

stream of literature on reinventing foreign aid for a more inclusive post-2015 development 

agenda (Simpasa et al., 2015; Jones et al., 2015; Jones & Tarp, 2015; Page & Söderbom, 

2015; Page & Shimeles, 2015), we argue that it is necessary to balance this new stream of 

foreign aid literature with fundamental concerns of illicit capital flight.  

 In the fifth strand, we briefly discuss the ambiguity of foreign aid in mitigating 

poverty in situations where capital flight is higher than economic growth. Though the stated 

purpose of this study is not to discuss the issue of foreign aid, unfortunately we cannot resist 

assessing the political economy of development assistance because foreign aid is a substantial 

dichotomy of illicit capital flight.  Accordingly, there is mainstream consensus that capital 
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flight is about tenfold the annual development assistance flows and twofold the amount of 

debt repaid by developing economies annually (Diak, 2014). A recent theoretical postulation 

that capitalism-driven debts fuel inequality (Azzimonti et al., 2014) has been verified and 

confirmed in Africa (Asongu et al., 2015). The fact that Africa is a net creditor to the rest of 

the world is now a widely accepted economic fact in academic and policy circles (Asongu, 

2014d). In what follows, we briefly discuss the paradox of  capital flight in a capital-starved 

African continent before extending the implications of Piketty to Africa in the light of the 

literature we have analytically engaged this far.  

Figure 1: Comparative regional poverty levels 

 

 

 

5. The paradox of African capital flight and extension of Piketty  

5.1 The paradox of capital flight from a capital-starved Africa   

 Consistent with Asiedu et al. (2012), a reason for Africa’s underdevelopment is  lack 

of investment capital. In accordance with the Harrod-Domar model, three arguments have 
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been put forward: (i) the continent has a financing gap because invested capital is less than the 

capital required for investment in sustainable growth; (ii) long-term development can be 

achieved if the financing gap is filled and (iii) in order to bridge the financing gap, Africa 

would need external capital in the form of debts and development assistance. Hence, there 

have been recurrent calls for more foreign aid and attempts at attracting other forms of 

financing, like foreign direct investment (FDI) or long-term capital from domestic financial 

markets, which have not been very successful (Asiedu, 2004; Bartels et al., 2009; Tuomi, 

2011; Asongu, 2012;  Darley, 2012).  Consistent with this  description, the relevance of 

external capital in African development is clearly articulated in the Millennium Development 

Goals (MDGs) and New Partnership for African Development (NEPAD). Figure 2 below 

highlights the position that illicit capital flows have been increasing at the higher rate relative 

to FDI and foreign aid.  

Figure 2: Illicit Capital Flight (ICF), Foreign Aid, and Foreign Direct Investment (FDI): Average 

Annual per Country Flows, 1970-2008 (million, constant 2008 $) 

 
Source: Asiedu et al. (2012) 

Consistent with Asiedu et al. (2012), reliance on external financing to address the 

investment needs to fight poverty in Africa is problematic for at least three reasons. First, 

foreign aid and FDI are volatile and volatility has adverse consequences on economies (see 

Kangoye, 2013). Second, an extensive literature on growth shows that the effect of foreign aid 
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on economic growth is ambiguous, with provocative titles like ‘foreign aid follies’ (Rogoff, 

2014b), sceptical conclusions from surveys, documenting literature on more than 40 years of 

foreign aid (Doucouliagos & Paldam, 2008, 2009) or the debates (Asongu, 2014e) and 

clarifications (Asongu, 2015b) on the questionable economics of foreign aid for inclusive 

human development in Africa. Third, the region has made very unsuccessful attempts at 

attracting FDI. There is an interesting stream of FDI (Asiedu & Lien, 2011; Anyanwu, 2012) 

and African business (Rolfe & Woodward, 2004; Bartels et al., 2009; Asongu, 2013a) 

literature supporting this position.  

We conclude that given previous unsuccessful attempts at attracting external flows, the 

trend is not very likely to change. Hence, it is unrealistic to substantially rely on external 

finance for investment needs in the short- and medium-terms. In proposing a solution, the 

authors have recommended that sub-Saharan African nations establish effective strategies 

toward mitigating illicit capital flight within the framework of a broader agenda of resource 

mobilization for economic development.  Extending the implications of Piketty with Solow-

Swan and Boyce-Fofack-Ndikumana is a step towards consolidating this recommendation.  

  

5.2 Extending Piketty with Solow-Swan and Boyce-Fofack-Ndikumana 

 

 It is interesting to first of all clarify the conjectures of Boyce-Fofack-Ndikumana and 

Solow-Swan before discussing how the underpinnings are relevant in extending the 

implications of Piketty.  

First, the concept of catch-up or convergence motivated by Solow-Swan (1956) builds 

from an assumption of diminishing returns, such that less developed countries are endowed 

with a higher marginal capital productivity. In this light, due to similar levels of savings, poor 

economies are expected to grow faster relative to their developed counterparts. Hence, a 

negative correlation is expected between initial income levels and future growth rates. 
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Therefore, the extension of Piketty in this study is typically consistent with the theoretical 

underpinnings employed in cross-country income convergence literature (Solow, 1956; Swan, 

1956; Baumol, 1986; Barro, 1991; Barro & Sala-i-Martin, 1992, 1995; Mankiw et al., 1992; 

Fung, 2009) which has been recently extended to other fields of development, notably: 

financial markets (Narayan et al., 2011; Bruno et al., 2012), intellectual property rights 

(Asongu, 2013b;  Andrés & Asongu, 2013), forecasting of political crisis (Asongu & 

Nwachukwu, 2016), knowledge economy (Asongu, 2013c) and inclusive human development 

(Asongu, 2014f). In this light, extending Piketty’s work is within this recent stream of 

literature employing the theoretical underpinnings of Solow-Swan within broader 

development frameworks.  

The use of Boyce-Fofack-Ndikumana is to emphasis studies which to the best of our 

knowledge have substantially enriched the literature on African capital flight. Hence, it is 

neither meant to underestimate contributions from other authors in this research area nor to 

consider works of underlying authors as supreme relative to those of their peers in the field. 

Therefore, the analogy as far as we have reviewed is limited to our knowledge at the time of 

this study.  

The extension of Piketty is a three-step exposition: conclusion, implication and 

recommendation. Piketty has concluded that (i) when the return to capital is higher than the 

growth rate, inequality increases. Hence, (ii) the poor cannot catch-up with the rich. He has 

proposed an ideal solution (iii) of progressive income taxation (targeting the return on capital) 

that is based on automatic exchange of bank information. As an extension, (i) we postulate 

that when the return on political economy (or capitalism-fuelled illicit capital flight) is higher 

than the growth rate, there is asymmetric development between rich and poor countries. (ii) 

Therefore, poor countries in Africa may not catch-up with the West. (iii) The ideal analogy 

proposed in tackling the spirit of African poverty is a  full commitment to fighting illicit 
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capital flight based on an automatic exchange of bank information. Hence, contrary to the 

theoretical underpinnings of exogenous growth models, catch-up may not be so apparent 

unless missing aggregate savings are restored through genuine commitments to fighting illicit 

capital flight. This has important implications for the upward bias in endogenous 

development.     

 

5.3 Implications for the upward bias in endogenous development and catch-up 

 Contrary to some evidence documenting catch-up by African countries with a direct 

assessment of questions like ‘Is Africa Actually Developing?’ (Alan & Carlyn, 2015, p. 598), 

there are strong arguments with which to suggest that it is not. While the underlying literature 

sustains that Africa is catching-up because it is experiencing a higher growth rate relative to 

developed countries or declining poverty relative to other regions of the world (Fosu, 2015a)
6
, 

this catch-up may not be so apparent when a fraction of GDP lost to illicit capital flight is 

factored-in. A natural criticism that may arise could be whether the corresponding illicit 

capital flight is deducted from GDP ex-ante or ex-post of per capita GDP convergence 

estimations. Accordingly, corruption from African elites has been documented to substantially 

derive from the inflation of consumption and investment components of GDP (Boyce & 

Ndikumana, 2003). Boyce and Ndikumana have documented an interesting literature on 

public debts and private assets as core determinants of capital flight in Sub-Saharan African 

nations.   

It is logical to infer that a substantial amount of siphoned funds is considered ex-ante 

of GDP per capita computations and hence, illicit capital flight is part of reported GDP.  It 

follows  that if illicit capital flows from an economy are higher than the growth rate of the 

underlying economy, catch-up with developed countries will remain elusive. This inference is 

                                                           
6
 It should be noted that the period of catch-up advanced by Fosu (2015a) is consistent with the sample 

periodicity (or from the mid-1990s) during which Africa has experienced growth resurgence. This is consistent 

with the earlier position by Alan and Carlyn (2015) of Africa catching-up with the USA from the mid-1990s. 
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based on the assumption that illicit capital flows are hidden in tax havens based in developed 

countries. We have already alluded to why illicit capital flight is: (i) higher than economic 

growth and (ii) deposited for the most part in developed nations in the introductory section. 

Moreover, there is a substantial body of literature confirming that a great portion of illicit 

capital flows are deposited in OECD countries (Boyce & Ndikumana, 2003).  As an 

implication, there may be an upward or positive bias in the endogenous GDP of African 

nations used in the convergence literature. This may partly explain why Africa’s growth 

miracle has been underestimated by about 400 percent (Young, 2012) and goes a long way to 

casting some shadow on recent findings establishing that Africa is on time for the MDG 

extreme poverty target (Pinkivskiy  & Sala-i-Martin, 2014).  

 In order to understand the wider implications of the above in the catch-up literature, it 

is important to extend the analysis beyond the light of income convergence and engage how 

the inferences reflect the scarce human development catch-up literature. Consistent with 

Asongu (2014f), by 2008, Konya and Guisan (2008, p. 9) acknowledged that only three 

studies had examined catch-up in living standards, notably: Mazumdar (2002), Sutcliffe 

(2004) and Noorbakhsh (2006). Following Konya and Guisan, to the best of our knowledge, 

only three more studies have been added to the scarce literature on human development catch-

up. These include: Mayer-Foulkes (2010), Clark (2011) and Asongu (2014f).  

 Mazumdar (2002)  examined if the human development index (HDI) converged during 

the period 1960-1995 in 91 countries and concluded on the absence of convergence. Sutcliffe 

(2004) has also rebuffed the idea of the HDI convergence in 99 countries using a more 

updated sample (1975-2001). According to Sutcliffe, the idea of HDI convergence may be a 

hidden agenda of some multilateral organisations like the IMF to reduce the acknowledged 

setbacks of the long-run world economic history. In the same vein, the idea of catch-up 

between Africa and the West, given appalling rates of African capital flight, may be partly 
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explained by the elucidations of Sutcliffe. The findings of Noorbakhsh (2006) have been 

subject to many criticisms (Konya & Guisan, 2008, pp. 28-29).  

Hobijn and Franses (2001) and Neumayer (2003) have also assessed catch-up in living 

standards. While the former have established the presence of divergence in living standards, 

the latter has argued that living standards be viewed from a broader spectrum and not limited 

to a simple index. Asongu (2014f) who has assessed catch-up in inequality-adjusted HDI 

(IHDI) in African countries has concluded that the income component of the IHDI moves 

slower than others and hence requires more policy intervention. In light of the above, the 

debate on catch-up in development remains widely open. Hence, our postulations after 

extending Piketty’s implications to the nexus between Africa and developed countries are 

quite plausible.  

 

6. Conclusion  

This study has assessed the inequality problem in light of policy implications from 

Piketty’s celebrated ‘Capital in the 21
st
 century’.  We have first situated Piketty in post- 

Washington Consensus models. Next, we have presented a case for the missing dimension of 

developing countries in the underlying literature. The study has then reconciled the 

conclusions of Piketty with Solow-Swan and Boyce-Fofack-Ndikumana in the catch-up and 

capital flight literatures respectively.  We have also analogically demonstrated that consistent 

with the underlying literature, when the return on political economy (or capitalism-fuelled 

illicit capital flight) is higher than the growth rate, it would be difficult for Africa to catch-up 

with the West. In our view, the spirit of African poverty is in rational asymmetric 

development between rich and poor countries.  

It is not the purpose of this study to deny some important successes in human 

development which Africa has experienced over the past decades, such as a reduction of 
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infant mortality and progress in life expectancy, educational enrolment and information and 

communication technology. The main aim has been to lay some foundations for the extension 

of Piketty’s work to other developing countries. The logical postulations advanced in this 

paper have been based on verifiable and justifiable stylized facts. Whether they withstand in-

depth empirical scrutiny is an interesting future research question.  

 An important personality that would easily subscribe to this analysis is the former IMF 

director and former German president,  Horst Köhler whom we cite in verbatim confirming  

‘rational asymmetric development’  with regard to poverty in Africa: “And third, there is an 

African proverb: ‘Beware of the naked man who offers you clothes.’ And my goodness, we 

Europeans are naked, with our double standards and our comfortable hypocrisy vis-à-vis our 

past and present contribution to Africa’s problems. It is high time we regained our credibility. 

Take corruption: combatting corruption is not a one-way street. Corruption in Africa also 

comes in the guise of representatives of Western corporations and European bank accounts, 

so we cannot ignore the global kleptocratic model of capitalism that is sucking obscene 

amounts of capital out of Africa in particular – and certainly more than is being invested in 

the continent as development assistance. Chief among the beneficiaries of this flight of capital 

are the European banks where African despots and tax-evading corporations stash their 

billions. If we finally brought order to the international financial system and allowed the tax 

havens to wither away, that would be credible!” (BMBF, 2014, p. 30).  

 

 

 

 

 

 



27 

 

References 

Acemoglu, D., Johnson, S., & Robinson, J., (2005). “Institutions as a Fundamental 

Cause of Long-Run Growth”. In Handbook of Economic Growth, Vol. 1, Part A. North 

Holland: Elsevier. 

 

Alan & Carlyn (2015). “Is Africa Actually Developing?”, World Development, 66(C), pp. 

598-613.   

 

Adams, R. H., (2004). “Economic growth, inequality and poverty: Estimating the growth 

elasticity poverty”, World Development, 32(12), pp. 1989-2014.  

Adedeji, A., (1999). “Structural Adjustment Policies in Africa”. International Social Science 

Journal, 51(162), pp. 521-28. 

 

Allen, K., (2014). “Review: Thomas Piketty, Capital in the Twenty First Century”, Irish 

Maxist Review, 3(10 

 

Ali, A. A., & Thorbecke , E., (2000). “The State and Path of Poverty in Sub Saharan Africa: 

Some Preliminary Result”, Journal of African Economies, 29(Suppl. 1), pp. 9-40. 

 

Andrés, A. R., & Asongu, S. A., (2013). “Global dynamic timelines for IPRs harmonization 

against software piracy”, Economics Bulletin, 33(1), pp. 874-880. 

 

Amavilah, V. H., (2014). “Sir W. Arthur Lewis and the Africans: Overlooked Economic 

Growth Lessons”, MPRA Paper No. 57126. 

 

Anyanwu, J., (2012). “Why Does Foreign Direct Investment Go Where It Goes?: New 

Evidence From African Countries”, Annals of Economics and Finance, 13(2), pp. 425-462. 

 

Anyanwu, J., & Erhijakpor, A. E. O., (2014). “Does Oil Wealth Affect Democracy in 

Africa?”, African Development Review, 26(1), pp. 15-37. 

Asiedu, E.,  (2004). “Policy Reform and Foreign Direct Investment to Africa: Absolute 

Progress but Relative Decline.”Development Policy Review, 22 (1), pp. 41-48. 

 

Asiedu, E., & Lien, D. (2011). “Democracy, foreign direct investment and natural resources”. 

Journal of International Economics, 84, pp. 99–111. 

 

Asiedu, E., Nana, F., & Nti-Addae, A., (2012). “The Paradox of Capital Flight from a Capital-

Starved Continent”, Department of Economics, University of Kansas, Association of 

Concerned African Scholars, Bulletin No. 87, Fall, 2012. 

http://concernedafricascholars.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/caploss04-asiedu-14th.pdf  

(Accessed: 09/03/2015).  

 

Asongu, S. A. (2012). “Government quality determinants of stock market performance in 

African countries”, Journal of African Business, 13(2), pp. 183-199.  

http://concernedafricascholars.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/caploss04-asiedu-14th.pdf


28 

 

Asongu, S. A., (2013a). “African Stock Market Performance Dynamics: A Multidimensional 

Convergence Assessment”, Journal of African Business, 14(3), pp. 186-201.  

Asongu, S. A., (2013b). “Harmonizing IPRs on Software Piracy: Empirics of Trajectories in 

Africa”, Journal of Business Ethics, 118(3), pp. 667-682. 

 

Asongu, S. A., (2013c). “Modeling the future of knowledge economy: evidence from SSA 

and MENA countries”, Economics Bulletin, 33, (1), pp. 612-624.  

 

Asongu, S. A., (2014a). “A Development Consensus reconciling the Beijing Model and 

Washington Consensus: Views and Agenda”, African Governance and Development Institute 

Working Paper  No. 14/013, Yaoundé. 

Asongu, S. A., (2014b). “Globalization (fighting) corruption and development: how are these 

phenomena linearly and nonlinearly related in wealth effects”, Journal of Economic Studies, 

41(3), pp. 346-369. 

 

Asongu, S. A., (2014c). “On taxation, political accountability and foreign aid: empirics to a 

celebrated literature”, South African Journal of Economics:  

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/saje.12064/abstract    

 

Asongu, S. A., (2014d). “Fighting African Capital Flight: Empirics on Benchmarking Policy 

Harmonization”, The European Journal of Comparative Economics, 11(2), pp. 93-122.  

 

Asongu, S. A., (2014e). “The Questionable Economics of Development Assistance in Africa: 

Hot-Fresh Evidence, 1996–2010”, The Review of Black Political Economy, 41(4), pp. 455- 

480. 

 

Asongu, S. A., (2014f). “African Development: Beyond Income Convergence”, South African 

Journal of Economics, 82(3), pp. 334-353. 

 

Asongu, S. A., (2015a). “Reinventing foreign aid for inclusive and sustainable development: 

Kuznets, Piketty and the great policy reversal”, Journal of Economic Surveys.  

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/joes.12109/abstract  

 

Asongu, S. A., (2015b). “A brief clarification to the questionable economics of foreign aid for 

inclusive human development”, African Governance and Development Institute Working 

Paper No. 14/028, Yaoundé.  

 

Asongu, S. A., (2016). “Sino-African relations: a review and reconciliation of dominant 

schools of thought”, Politics & Policy, 44(2), pp. 351-383. 

 

Asongu, S. A., & Aminkeng, G. A. A., (2013). “The economic consequences of China-Africa 

relations: debunking myths in the debate”, Journal of Chinese Economic and Business 

Studies,  11(4), pp. 261-277.  

 

Asongu. S A. , & Kodila-Tedika, O., (2014). “Institutions and Poverty: A Critical Comment 

Based on Evolving Currents and Debates”, African Governance and Development Institute 

Working Paper  No. 14/031, Yaoundé. 

 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/saje.12064/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/joes.12109/abstract


29 

 

Asongu, S. A., & Nwachukwu, J., (2016). “Revolution empirics: predicting the Arab Spring”, 

Empirical Economics, 51(2), pp. 439–482.  

 

Asongu, S. A., Efobi, U., & Beecroft, I., (2015). “Inclusive human development in pre-crisis 

times of globalisation-driven debts”,  African Development Review,  27(4), pp. 428–442.  

 

Asongu, S. A., & De Moor, L., (2015). “Recent advances in finance for inclusive 

development: a survey”, African Governance and Development Institute Working 

Paper No. 15/005, Yaoundé.  

 

Asongu, S. A., & Ssozi, J., (2015). “Sino-African Relations: Some Solutions and Strategies to 

the Policy Syndromes”, Journal of African Business, 17(1), pp. 33-51. 

 

Azzimonti, M., De Francisco, E., & Quadrini, V., (2014). “Financial Globalisation, Inequality 

and the Rising Public Debt”, American Economic Review, 104(8), pp. 2267-2302.  

BMBF (2014, March). “German-African Cooperation in Education and Research”, Federal 

Ministry of Education and Research  

http://www.bmbf.de/pub/Tagungsbroschuere_BMBF-Afrika-Tage_englisch.pdf  (Accessed: 

10/03/2015).  

 

Bagnara, A., (2012). “Aid Effectiveness: Effective Aid is Good Foreign Policy”, Partners in 

Research for Development, (Summer Issue), pp. 4-6.  

 

Bartels, F. L., Alladina, S.N., & Lederer, S., (2009).“Foreign Direct Investment in Sub-

SaharanAfrica: Motivating Factors and Policy Issues”, Journal of African Business, 10(2), pp. 

141-162. 

 

Barro, R., (1991). “Economic Growth in a Cross Section of Countries”. Quarterly Journal of 

Economics, 196 (2/May): 407–443. 

 

Barro, R. J., & Sala-i-Martin, X., (1992). “Convergence”, Journal of Political Economy, 100, 

pp. 223-251. 

 

Barro, R. J., & Sala-i-Martin, X., (1995). Economic Growth. The MIT Press, Cambridge, MA. 

 

Baumol, W. J., (1986). “Productivity, growth, convergence and welfare: what the long run 

data show”, American Economic Review, 76, pp. 1072-1085. 

 

Bhagwati, J., (1958). “Immiserizing growth: A geometrical note”,  Review of Economic 

Studies, 25, pp. 201-205.  

 

Boyce J. K., & Ndikumana L., (2003), “Public Debts and Private Assets: Explaining Capital 

Flight from Sub-Saharan African Countries”, World Development, 31(1), pp.  107-130.  

Boyce J. K., & Ndikumana L., (2008), ‘New Estimate of Capital Flight from Sub-Saharan 

AfricanCountries: Linkages with External Borrowing and Policy Option”, PERI Working 

Paper No. 166, University of Massachusetts Amherst, USA. 

 

http://www.bmbf.de/pub/Tagungsbroschuere_BMBF-Afrika-Tage_englisch.pdf


30 

 

Boyce J. K.,&  Ndikumana L. (2011), ‘Capital flight from sub-Saharan Africa: linkages with 

external borrowing and policy options’, International Review of Applied Economics, 25(2), 

149-170. 

 

Boyce J. K., & Ndikumana L. (2012a), ‘Capital Flight from Sub-Saharan African Countries: 

Updated Estimate, 1970-2010’, Political Economy Research Institute, University of 

Massachusetts. 

http://www.peri.umass.edu/fileadmin/pdf/ADP/SSAfrica_capitalflight_Oct23_2012.pdf  

(accessed: 01/08/2014). 

 

Boyce J. K., & Ndikumana L. (2012b), ‘Rich Presidents of Poor Nations: Capital Flight from 

Resource-Rich Countries in Africa’, Political Economy Research Institute, University of 

Massachusetts. 

http://concernedafricascholars.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/caploss01-ndiku-14th.pdf 

(accessed: 01/08/2014). 

 

Brada, J. C., & Bah, E. M. (2014). “Growing Income Inequality as a Challenge to 21st 

Century Capitalism”, Italian Association for the Study of Economic Asymmetries, Working 

Paper  No. 1402. 

Branko, M., (2014). “The return of ‘patrimonial capitalism’: review of Thomas Piketty’s 

Capital in the 21
st
 century”, Journal of Economic Literature, 52(2), pp. 519-534.  

 

Brett, E., (2009). Reconstructing Development Theory: International Inequality, Institutional 

Reform andSocial Emancipation. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. 

 

Bruno, G., De Bonis, R., & Silvestrini, A., (2012). “Do financial systems converge? New 

evidence from financial assets in OECD countries”. Journal of Comparative Economics; 

40(1), pp. 141-155. 

 

Bujra, A., (2004). “Pan-African Political and Economic Vision of Development: From OAU 

to the AU, from the Lagos Plan of Action (LPA) to the New Partnership for African 

Development (NEPAD)”. DPMF Occasional Paper 13. Addis Ababa: Development Policy 

Management Forum. 

 

Caulderwood, K., (2015) “Sub-Saharan Africa Falls Behind In Fight Against Extreme 

Poverty: World Bank Report”, International Business Times (April 14
th

 2015). 

http://www.ibtimes.com/sub-saharan-africa-falls-behind-fight-against-extreme-poverty-

world-bank-report-1881460 (Accessed: 19/04/2015).  

 

Chang, H-J., (2002). Kicking Away the Ladder: Development Strategy in Historical 

Perspective.  London: Anthem. 

 

Chang, H-J., (2008). Bad Samaritans: The Myth of Free Trade and the Secret History of 

Capitalism.  Bloomsbury Press; Reprint edition (December 23, 2008).  

 

Clark, R., (2011). “World health inequality: Convergence, divergence and development”. 

Social Science and Medicine, 72, pp. 617-624. 

http://www.peri.umass.edu/fileadmin/pdf/ADP/SSAfrica_capitalflight_Oct23_2012.pdf
http://www.ibtimes.com/sub-saharan-africa-falls-behind-fight-against-extreme-poverty-world-bank-report-1881460
http://www.ibtimes.com/sub-saharan-africa-falls-behind-fight-against-extreme-poverty-world-bank-report-1881460


31 

 

 

Covert, B., (2015). “The 1 Percent Have Gotten All The Income Gains From The Recovery”, 

Think Progress, http://thinkprogress.org/economy/2015/01/28/3616308/income-inequality-

2013/ (Accessed: 04/02/2015).   

 

Darley, W. K., (2012). “Increasing sub-Saharan Africa’s share of foreign direct investment: 

Public policy challenges, strategies, and implications”. Journal of African Business, pp. 13(1), 

pp. 62-69 

 

Datt, G., & Ravallion, M., (1992). “Growth and Redistribution Component of Changes in 

Poverty Decomposition to Brazil and India in the 1980s”, Journal of Development 

Economics, 38 (2), pp. 275-295.  

Diak, D., (2014). “A Look at Capital Flight from the Developing World”, Giving what we 

can,  https://www.givingwhatwecan.org/blog/2014-10-16/look-capital-flight-developing-

world (Accessed: 09/03/2015).  

 

Doucougliagos, H., & Paldam ,M., (2008). “Aid effectiveness on growth: a meta study”. 

European Journal of Political Economy, 24(1), pp. 1-24. 

 

Doucouliagos, H., & Paldam, M., (2009). “The aid effectiveness literature: the sad results of 

40 years of research”, Journal of Economic Surveys, 23(3), pp. 433-461. 

 

Easterly, W., (2000). The Effect of IMF and World Bank Programs in Poverty, Washington 

DC: World Bank, Mimeo.  

EURODAD (2008). “Addressing development’s black hole: Regulating capital flight”, 

European Network on Debt on Development,  

http://www.taxjustice.net/cms/upload/pdf/Eurodad-WEED-CRBM-BWP_Capital_Flight.pdf  

(Accessed: 09/03/2015). 

 

Fofack , H., & Ndikumana, L., (2010). “Capital Flight Repatriation: Investigation of its 

Potential Gains for Sub-Saharan African Countries”. African Development Review, 22(1), pp.  

4-22. 

Fofack , H., & Ndikumana, L., (2014). “Capital Flight and Monetary Policy in African 

Countries”, Forthcoming AERC Working Paper. 

Fofack, H., (2014). “The Idea of Economic Development: Views from Africa”, WIDER 

Working Paper 2014/093. 

 

Fosu, A., (2013a), “Achieving development success: Strategies and lessons from the 

developing world”, UNU-WIDER Policy Brief (November).  

 

Fosu, A. K., (2015a). “Growth, Inequality and Poverty in Sub-Saharan Africa: Recent 

Progress in a Global Context”, Oxford Development Studies, 43(1), pp. 44-59.  

Fosu, A. K. (2015b). Growth and Institutions in African Development, First edited by 

Augustin K. Fosu, , Routledge Studies in Development Economics: New York. 

 

http://thinkprogress.org/economy/2015/01/28/3616308/income-inequality-2013/
http://thinkprogress.org/economy/2015/01/28/3616308/income-inequality-2013/
https://www.givingwhatwecan.org/blog/2014-10-16/look-capital-flight-developing-world
https://www.givingwhatwecan.org/blog/2014-10-16/look-capital-flight-developing-world
http://www.taxjustice.net/cms/upload/pdf/Eurodad-WEED-CRBM-BWP_Capital_Flight.pdf


32 

 

Fosu, A. K. (2015c). Growth and institutions in African Development, in Growth and 

Institutions in African Development, First edited by Augustin K. Fosu, 2015, Chapter 1, pp. 

1-17, Routledge Studies in Development Economics: New York. 

 

Fosu, A. K., (2008). “Inequality and the Growth-Poverty Nexus: Specification Empirics 

Using African Data”, Applied Economics Letters, 15(7), pp. 563-566.  

 

Fosu, A. K., (2009). “Inequality and the Impact of Growth on Poverty: Comparative Evidence 

for Sub-Saharan Africa”, Journal of Development Studies, 45(5), pp. 726-745.  

 

Fosu, A. K., (2010a). “The Effect of Income Distribution on the Ability of Growth to Reduce 

Poverty: Evidence from Rural and Urban African Economies”, American Journal of 

Economics and Sociology, 69(3), pp. 1034-1053.  

 

Fosu, A. K., (2010b). “Does Inequality Constrain Poverty Reduction Programs? Evidence 

from Africa”, Journal of Policy Modeling, 32(6), pp. 818-827.  

 

Fosu, A. K., (2010c). “Inequality, Income and Poverty: Comparative Global Evidence”, 

Social Sciences Quarterly, 91(5), pp. 1432-1446.  

 

Fosu, A. K., (2011). “Growth, Inequality and Poverty Reduction in Developing Countries: 

Recent Global Evidence”, UNU WIDER Working Paper 2011/01.  

Frankema, E. H. P., (2006). “The Colonial Origins of Inequality: The Causes and 

Consequences of Land Distribution”, Groningen Growth and Development Centre  

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTDECINEQ/Resources/1149208-

1147789289867/IIIWB_Conference_ColonialOrigins_of_InequalityREVISED.pdf (Accessed: 

11/03/2015).   

 

Freeman, R. B., (2010). “It’s financialization”, International Labour Review, 149(2), pp. 163-

183.  

 

Fung, M. K., (2009). “Financial development and economic growth: convergence or 

divergence?”. Journal of International Money and Finance, 28, pp.56-67. 

 

Hobijn, B., & Franses, P.H.,(2001). “Are living standards converging?” Structural Change 

and Economic Dynamics, 12, pp. 171-200. 

 

Homburg, S., (2014). “Critical Remarks on Piketty's 'Capital in the Twenty-first Century' ” 

Discussion Paper, Wirtschaftswissenschaftliche Fakultät, Leibniz Universität Hannover, No. 

530.  

 

Jones, S., Page, J., Shimeles, A., & Tarp, F., (2015). “Aid, Growth and Employment in 

Africa”, African Development Review, Supplement: Special Issue on “Aid and Employment”, 

27,( S1), pp. 1–4. 

 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTDECINEQ/Resources/1149208-1147789289867/IIIWB_Conference_ColonialOrigins_of_InequalityREVISED.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTDECINEQ/Resources/1149208-1147789289867/IIIWB_Conference_ColonialOrigins_of_InequalityREVISED.pdf
https://www.econstor.eu/dspace/bitstream/10419/96483/1/Homburg2014Piketty.pdf


33 

 

Jones, S., & Tarp, F., (2015). “Priorities for Boosting Employment in Sub-Saharan Africa: 

Evidence for Mozambique”, African Development Review, Supplement: Special Issue on “Aid 

and Employment”, 27,( S1), pp. 56–70. 

 

Kakwani, N., (1993). “Poverty and Economic Growth with Application to Côte d’Ivoire”, 

Review of Income and Wealth, 39(2) pp. 121-139.  

 

Kalwij, A., & Verschoor, A., (2007). “Not by Growth Alone: The Role of the Distribution of 

Income in Regional Diversity in Poverty Reduction”, European Economic Review, 51(4), pp. 

805-829. 

 

Kangoye, T., (2013). “Does Aid Unpredictability Weaken Governance? Evidence From 

Developing Countries”, The Developing Economies, 51(2), pp. 121-144. 

Konya, L., & Guisan, M-C., (2008). “What does the human development index tell us about 

convergence ? ” Applied Econometrics and International Development, 8(1), pp. 1-22. 

 

Krusell, P., & Smith, T., (2014). “Is Piketty’s ‘Second Law of Capitalism’ Fundamental?”,  

Institute for International Economic Studies, CEPR and NBER,  

http://www.iepecdg.com.br/uploads/artigos/piketty1.pdf (Accessed: 02/09/2014).  

 

Kuada, J., (2015). Private Enterprise-Led Economic Development in Sub-Saharan Africa 

The Human Side of Growth First edition by Kuada, J, Palgrave Macmillan: New York. 

 

Kuznets, S. (1955). “Economic Growth and Income Inequality”. American Economic Review , 

45, pp. 1–28. 

 

Kuznets, S., (1971).  Economic Growth of Nations: Total Output and Production Structure. 

Belknap Press/Harvard University Press: Cambridge (Mass). 

Leautier, F. A., (2012). “What Role for Africa After 50 Years of Independence: Provider of 

Natural Resources or a New Global Leader?”, Journal of African Development, 14(1), pp. 

127-151. 

 

Lalountas, D.A., Manolas, G.A., & Vavouras, I.S., (2011), “Corruption, globalization and 

development: How are these three phenomena related?”, Journal of Policy Modeling, 33, 

pp. 636-648. 

 

Lewis, A., (1955). Theory of Economic Growth. Milton Park: Routledge. 

 

Li, D., Guang-he, R., & Jie, L., (2011). “The Problem of Coordinating Urban-rural 

Development in Chongqing City and Corresponding Measures of Financial Development”, 

Asian Agricultural Research, 3(2), 109-115. 

 

Lin, J. Y., (2015). “The Washington Consensus Revisited A New Structural Economics 

Perspective”, Journal of Economic Policy Reform, 18(2), pp. 96-113. 

 

Lin, J., & Monga, C., (2011). “Growth Identification and Facilitation : The Role of the 

http://www.iepecdg.com.br/uploads/artigos/piketty1.pdf


34 

 

State in the Dynamics of Structural Change”, Development Policy Review, 29(3), pp. 264-90. 

 

Mankiw, N. G., Romer, D., & Weil, D. N., (1992). “A contribution to the empirics of 

economic growth”, Quarterly Journal of Economics, 107, pp. 407–437. 

 

Mayer-Foulkes, D., (2010). “Divergences and Convergences in Human Development”. 

UNDP Human Development Research Paper 2010/20. 

 

Mazumdar, K., (2002). “A Note on Cross-Country Divergence in Standard of Living”. 

Applied Economic Letters, 9, pp.87-90. 

 

Milanovic (2011) “More or Less ?” Finance & Development, 48(3), September 2011. 

http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/fandd/2011/09/Milanovic.htm (Accessed: 04/02/2015). 

 

Miller, D. C., (2014). “Explaining Global Patterns of International Aid of Linked Biodiversity 

Conservation and Development”, World Development, 59, pp. 341-359.  

Mlachila, M., Tapsoba, R., & Tapsoba, S. J. A., (2014). “A Quality of Growth Index for 

Developing Countries: A Proposal”, IMF Working Paper No. 14/172.  

Monika, A., & Bobbin, T., (2012). “The Billion Dollar Solution that Isnt: How systems 

modeling in foreign aid could save billions and serve the poor”, Development, 55(1), pp. 71-

80.  

 

Monga, C., (2014). “The False Economics of Pre-Conditions: Policymaking in the African 

Context”, Journal of African Development, 16(2), pp. 121-140. 

 

Morgan, J., (2015). “Piketty’s Calibration Economics: Inequality and the Dissolution of 

Solutions?”, Globalizations, 12(5), pp. 803-823. 

 

Moyo, D., (2013). “Is China a new idol for developing countries”, TED Talks, New Ideas 

Every day, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4Q2aznfmcYU  (Accessed: 07/05/2014).  

 

Mshomba, R. E., (2011). Africa and the World Trade Organization. Cambridge University 

Press; Reprint edition (February 21, 2011). 

 

Nabi, M. S., (2013), “Role of Islamic Finance in Promoting Inclusive Economic 

Development”, Global Sustainable Finance Conference 2013, Germany (4th to 5th July 

2013), http://www.wfdfi.net/wp-content/uploads/2013/09/6-Mahmud_Nabi.pdf (Accessed: 

04/02/2015).  

 

Narayan, P.K., Mishra, S., & Narayan, S., (2011). “Do market capitalization and stocks traded 

converge? New global evidence”. Journal of Banking and Finance, 35, pp. 2771-2781. 

 

Ndikumana, L., & Boyce, J. K., (2012) “Rich Presidents of Poor Nations: Capital Flight from 

Resource-Rich Countries in Africa”, Department of Economics and Political Economy 

Research Institute (PERI), University of Massachusetts Amherst.  

http://concernedafricascholars.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/caploss01-ndiku-14th.pdf 

(Accessed: 28/12/2014).  

http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/fandd/2011/09/Milanovic.htm
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4Q2aznfmcYU
http://www.wfdfi.net/wp-content/uploads/2013/09/6-Mahmud_Nabi.pdf
http://concernedafricascholars.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/caploss01-ndiku-14th.pdf


35 

 

 

Neumayer, E., (2003). “Beyond income: convergence in living standards, big time”. 

Structural Change and Economic Dynamics, 14, pp. 275-296. 

 

Noorbakhsh, F., (2006). “International Convergence or Higher Inequality in Human 

Development? Evidence from 1975 to 2002”, World Institute of Development Economics 

Research Paper 2006/15, United Nations University. 

 

Norman, A., & Stiglitz, J., (2012). ‘African Development Prospects and Possibilities. In 

E. Aryeetey et al. (eds), The Oxford Companion to the Economics of Africa. Oxford: Oxford 

University Press. 

 

North, D., (1990). Institutions, Institutional Change and Economic Performance. Cambridge 

and New York : Cambridge University Press. 

 

Obeng-Odoom, F. (2013). “Africa’s Failed Economic Development Trajectory: A Critique”, 

African Review of Economics and Finance, 4(2), pp. 151-175. 

 

Obeng-Odoom, F. (2015). “Africa: On the Rise, but to Where?”, Forum for Social 

Economics, 44(3), pp. 234-250.  

 

OECD (2014) “The rationale for fighting corruption”, Organisation for Economic Co-

operation and Development, CleanGovBiz,  

http://www.oecd.org/cleangovbiz/49693613.pdf (Accessed: 11/03/2015). 

 

Organisation of African Unity (OAU) (1980). Lagos Plan of Action for the Economic 

Development of Africa. Addis Ababa: OAU. 

 

OAU (2001). The New Partnership for African Development (NEPAD). Addis Ababa: OAU. 

 

Osabuohien, E.S., Efobi, U.R. & Gitau, C. M.W., (2013). “External intrusion, internal 

tragedy:environmental pollution and multinational corporations in Sub-Saharan Africa”, in 

Leonard, L. and Gonzalez-Perez, M. A. (Eds), Principles and Strategies to Balance Ethical, 

Social and Environmental Concerns with Corporate Requirements (Advances in 

Sustainability and Environmental Justice, Vol. 12), Emerald Group Publishing Limited, 

Bingley, pp. 93-118. 

 

Osabuohien, E.S. Efobi, U.R. & Gitau, C.M.W., (2014). “Beyond the environmental kuznets 

curvein Africa: Evidence from panel co-integration”, Journal of Environmental Policy & 

planning, 16(4), pp. 517-538. 

 

Osabuohien, E.S. Efobi, U.R. & Gitau, C.M.W., (2015). “Environment challenges in 

Africa: further dimensions to the trade, MNCs and energy debate”, Management of 

Environmental Quality: An International Journal, 26 (1), pp. 118-137 

 

Oxfam (2015). “Richest 1% will own more than all the rest by 2016”,  Oxfam International, 

http://www.oxfam.org/en/pressroom/pressreleases/2015-01-19/richest-1-will-own-more-all-

rest-2016 (Accessed: 04/02/2015).    

 

http://www.oxfam.org/en/pressroom/pressreleases/2015-01-19/richest-1-will-own-more-all-rest-2016
http://www.oxfam.org/en/pressroom/pressreleases/2015-01-19/richest-1-will-own-more-all-rest-2016


36 

 

Ozgur, K., Ilker, K., & Lewell, G., (2013). “Foreign Aid and the Quest for Poverty Reduction: 

Is Aid to Agriculture Effective?”, Journal of Agricultural Economics, 64(3), pp. 583-596.  

 

Page, J., & Shimeles, A., (2015). “Aid, Employment and Poverty Reduction in Africa”, 

African Development Review, Supplement: Special Issue on “Aid and Employment”, 27,(S1), 

pp. 17–30. 

 

Page, J., & Söderbom, M., (2015). “Is Small Beautiful? Small Enterprise, Aid and 

Employment in Africa”, African Development Review, Supplement: Special Issue on “Aid and 

Employment”, 27,(S1), pp. 44–55. 

 

Piketty, T., (2014). “Capital in the Twenty First Century”, Harvard University Press.  

 

Pinkivskiy, M., & Sala-i-Martin, X., (2014). “Africa is on time”, Journal of Economic 

Growth, 19(3), pp. 311-333. 

 

Ravallion, M., (1997). “Can High Inequality Developing Countries Escape Absolute 

Poverty”, Economics Letters, 56(1), pp. 51-57. 

 

Reynolds, A., (2014). “Why Piketty’s Wealth Data Are Worthless”,  CATO INSTITUTE, 

http://www.cato.org/publications/commentary/why-pikettys-wealth-data-

areworthless?utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+CatoRec

entOpeds+(Cato+Recent+Op-eds) (Accessed: 02/09/2014).   

Rodrik, D., (2008). One Economics, Many Recipes: Globalization, Institutions and Economic 

Growth. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 

 

Rogoff, K., (2014a). “Where Is the Inequality Problem? by Kenneth Rogoff”, Todays Zaman  

http://www.todayszaman.com/op-ed_where-is-the-inequality-problem-by-kenneth-

rogoff_347310.html (Accessed: 05/03/2015). 

 

Rogoff, K., (2014b). “Foreign-Aid Follies”, Project Syndicate, 

https://www.projectsyndicate.org/commentary/kenneth-rogoff-urges-caution-in-helping-poor-

countries-todevelop  

(Accessed: 30/08/2014). 

 

Rolfe, R. J., & Woodward, D. P., (2004). “Attracting foreign investment through 

privatization: the Zambian experience”, Journal of African Business, 5(1), pp.5-27. 

 

Simpasa, A, Shimeles, A., & Salami, A. O., “Employment Effects of Multilateral 

Development Bank Support: The Case of the African Development Bank”, African 

Development Review, Supplement: Special Issue on “Aid and Employment”, 27,( S1), pp. 31–

43. 

Singh, P., (2014, September). “Austerity, Welfare State and Eco-Socialism: With Special 

reference to the United Kingdom”, Economic and Political Weekly, XLIX(39), pp. 111-118.  

 

Solow, R. M., (1956). “A contribution to the theory of economic growth”, Quarterly Journal 

http://www.cato.org/publications/commentary/why-pikettys-wealth-data-areworthless?utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+CatoRecentOpeds+(Cato+Recent+Op-eds)
http://www.cato.org/publications/commentary/why-pikettys-wealth-data-areworthless?utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+CatoRecentOpeds+(Cato+Recent+Op-eds)
http://www.cato.org/publications/commentary/why-pikettys-wealth-data-areworthless?utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+CatoRecentOpeds+(Cato+Recent+Op-eds)
http://www.todayszaman.com/op-ed_where-is-the-inequality-problem-by-kenneth-rogoff_347310.html
http://www.todayszaman.com/op-ed_where-is-the-inequality-problem-by-kenneth-rogoff_347310.html
https://www.projectsyndicate.org/commentary/kenneth-rogoff-urges-caution-in-helping-poor-countries-todevelop
https://www.projectsyndicate.org/commentary/kenneth-rogoff-urges-caution-in-helping-poor-countries-todevelop


37 

 

of Economics, 70, pp. 65-94. 

Stiglitz, J. E., (2007).  Making Globalization Work. W. W. Norton & Company; Reprint 

edition (September 17, 2007).  

 

Stiglitz, J. E., (2014). “Democracy in the Twenty-First Century”, Project Syndicate. 

http://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/joseph-e--stiglitz-blames-rising-inequality-on-

an-ersatz-form-of-capitalism-that-benefits-only-the-rich#8fX6aHZR7H3oqmHF.99 

(Accessed: 02/09/2014). 

Stiglitz, J., & Lin, J., (eds.), (2013). The Industrial Policy Revolution I: The Role of 

GovernmentBeyond Ideology. New York, Palgrave Macmillan. 

 

Stiglitz, J., Lin, J., & Monga , C., (2013a). ‘The Rejuvenation of Industrial Policy’, 

Policy Research Working Paper 6628. Washington, DC: World Bank. 

 

Stiglitz, J., Lin, J.,  Monga , C., & Patel, E., (2013b). “Industrial Policy in the 

African Context”. Policy Research Working Paper  No. 6633. Washington, DC: World Bank. 

 

Sutcliffe, B., (2004). “World Inequality and Globalization”. Oxford Review of Economic 

Policy, 20, pp. 15-37. 

 

Swan, T., (1956). “Economic growth and capital accumulation”. Economic Record, 32, pp. 

334-361. 

 

Thorbecke, E., (2013). “The Interrelationship Linking Growth, Inequality and Poverty in Sub-

Saharan Africa”, Journal of African Economies, 33, Suppl_1, pp. 15-48.  

 

Timmons, R. J., Bradleyc, P., Tierney, M., & Hicks, R., (2009). “Has Foreign Aid Been 

Greened?”, Environment: Science and Policy for Sustainable Development, 51(1), pp. 8-21.  

 

Tuomi, K., (2011). “The role of the investment climate and tax incentives in the foreign direct 

investment decision: Evidence from South Africa”. Journal of African Business, 12(1), pp. 

133-147. 

 

World Hunger (2010). “the major barrier to people's welfare and development,” Hunger 

Notes, 

http://worldhunger.org/harmfuleconomicsystems.htm (Accessed: 04/02/2015).  

 

Word Bank (2015). “World Development Indicators’, World Bank Publications 

http://www.gopa.de/fr/news/world-bank-release-world-development-indicators-2015  

(Accessed: 26/11/2015).  

 

Young, A., (2012). “The African growth miracle”, Journal of Political Economy, 120 (4), pp. 

696-739. 

 

 

http://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/joseph-e--stiglitz-blames-rising-inequality-on-an-ersatz-form-of-capitalism-that-benefits-only-the-rich#8fX6aHZR7H3oqmHF.99
http://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/joseph-e--stiglitz-blames-rising-inequality-on-an-ersatz-form-of-capitalism-that-benefits-only-the-rich#8fX6aHZR7H3oqmHF.99
http://worldhunger.org/harmfuleconomicsystems.htm
http://www.gopa.de/fr/news/world-bank-release-world-development-indicators-2015

