Comment by Dr Kathy McAfee
As the author of Storm Signals: Structural Adjustment and Development Alternatives in the Caribbean (1991), I am saddened that so many leaders of state have been strong-armed into accepting the ruse of “development through liberalisation”. The EPA would yank the noose constricting the region’s development options even tighter than when I wrote Storm Signals. It would further redirect Caribbean resources toward satisfying the needs of distant consumers and profit opportunities for established transnational firms. 

I could not presume to improve upon the EPA analysis put forward by Drs. Girvan and Thomas. Any prescient insights that appeared in my book can be attributed to some of the Caribbean citizens who have signed this statement. However, as a professor of international development and political economy, I can attest that the notion that purely market-driven international economic integration leads to net benefits for countries of the global South retains little intellectual credibility among development scholars. 

The model which frames this EPA, and NAFTA, CAFTA, and other U.S. FTAs, has never had empirical credibility, having failed miserably on its own terms. Yes, FDI and market access have roles in development, but not when governments and enterprises have been stripped of any ability to guide and shape economic arrangements into genuine advantages for their countries. Equitable, sustainable growth is still possible through regionally integrated and planned development. It is the only realistic option if Caribbean youth are to have a future in their own homelands. (kmcafee@sfsu.edu - San Francisco State University)
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