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2.1

( %)

1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003

855| 934| 967| 1079| 1358| 1421 1587 1717

175| 92| 35| 116| 258| 46| 102| 82

GDP 191 19| 20| 204| 235| 232| 232| 238
844| 1003| 1154| 1210| 12903| 1425| 136 1636

18| 188| 151| 49| 69| 1202| -05| =202

GDP 188| 204| 238| 228| 223| 22| 199| 227
11| -70| -188| -131| 65| 73| 227| 81

GDP 02| -14| -39| -25| 11| 12| 33| 11
07| -10| 11| -227| -193| -65| 60| 214

GDP 02| -02| 02| -43| -33| -11| 09| 30

GDP

( %)

1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 ) (2004)
96.7| 107.9| 1358| 1421| 1587| 171.7| 1853| 1866
1154| 121| 1203| 1425| 136| 1636| 1782| 1834
-188| -131| 65| 73| 227 81 71 33
GDP 39| 25| 11| 12| 33| 11 09 04
247| -200| -47| -61| 70| -104| -139| -17.7
GDP 51| -38] -08] -10| 10| -14 -1.8 -2.3
. -249| -204| -60| -82| 51| 15 -35 7.2
GDP 51| -39| -10| -13| 07| 02 -05 -0.9

:1) GDP

2) *: 2003




2.3:

, 1998-2004 (2002)

(%)
1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004
GDP 67| 107| 80| 60| 59 56| 53
GDP 07 89| 1011| 85| 85 80| 76
131 96| 47| 60| 60 60| 60
-2.0/
@p )| 32| 27| | 20| -10 00| 05
. GDP
: (2002)
2.4: , 2003-2008 (2004)
(%)
o | o | 05 | os | o7 | og | 04708 | 100~03 |'o1~97
31 | 54 5-6 5-6 56 7.0
(GDP def. %) | (2.3) | (2.5) @25 ) @5 )| @4 | 67
54 | 7.9 8 8 80 | 131

(2004)




2.5: , 1979-2003

(%)
AR I e | @@
(GDP_ )@ |©P )@ | ©)
1979 4.56 -1.61 -2.16 -1.35
1980 -0.97 -5.54 -2.75 0.53
1981 -0.40 0.58 -4.14 1.39
1982 -4.33 -3.94 -3.01 -1.18 -0.157 0.291
1983 -4.51 -0.17 -0.52 -2.49 0.955 -0.065
1984 -4.42 0.09 -0.33 -0.19 0.830 0.367
1985 -5.02 -0.60 0.16 -0.50 -0.250 0.056
1986 -2.67 2.35 0.45 -0.26 0.293 0.357
1987 -0.79 1.88 0.37 0.10 0.873 0.631
1988 133 212 0.93 -0.53 0.119 0.386
1989 -1.00 -2.33 0.18 0.72 -0.300 -0.898
1990 2.08 3.07 -1.22 1.43 0.196 -0.044
GDP ,
G (6 4
2.5: ( )
(%)
N We@ | e@
GDP_ )@ |©OP )@ | ©)
1991 5.12 3.05 -2.67 1.49 0.465 0.210
1992 1.38 -3.75 -0.91 -1.81 0.334 0.844
1993 -0.32 -1.70 0.34 -1.27 0.743 0.993
1994 212 244 0.02 0.35 0.860 0.967
1995 4.39 227 -0.48 0.52 0.751 0.993
1996 2.63 -1.76 -0.23 -0.26 0.889 0.850
1997 -0.10 -2.73 -1.38 112 -0.531 -0.139
1998 -7.00 -6.91 -2.30 0.82 -0.474 -0.308
1999 -3.66 334 -1.58 -0.67 -0.191 -0.786
2000 -0.63 3.03 1.33 -2.87 -0.353 -0.779
2001 -0.10 0.53 1.32 0.01 -0.608 -0.733
2002 1.19 1.29 3.22 -1.88 -0.291 -0.440
2003 -0.16 -1.35 1.30 1.90 -0.104 -0.974




2.6:

| GDPgap FlI

GDP gap & FI | AGDP gap & FI GDP gap & FI | AGDP gap & FI
D& 4 &4 ®&@ &4
@ @ @ @ ®) ©
79-03 0.1674 -0.0370 82-03 0.1841 0.0808
79-96 0.3571 0.4331 82-96 0.4401 0.3957
97-03|  -0.2222 -0.6855 97-03 -0.3646 -0.5939
. . Procyclical

. Countercyclical

B3 4 )




( ): flow

. Rulesvs. Discretion
- Keynesian policy

“Tax smoothing”

VS. / (

Bottom-up
- , Spending priority

3.1)




- Credit Constraints
- : “Voracity effect”
- Incomplete markets: a Ramsey problem

- : VS. / ( 32
- Short tenure of the budget director

- ( ’ ’ )
. : / ; / ; / ( 32
. ( 31
* Dynamics

-d=(r-g)d—p

d: debt to GDP ratio

r: real interest rate on government debt

g: real economic growth rate

p: primary, or non-interest, balance to GDP ratio




3.1

(%)

OECD
(03) con | (o2 | (o2 | coy | oy
20.5 275 29.7 27.7 21.8 17.0
255 36.9 35.9 442 28.9 27.3
23.0 76.0 51.6 71.1 62.8 157.3
2003
, 2005 (2004)
3.2: , 1999-2003
( , %)
1999| 2000 2001| 2002| 2003
(A) 89.7| 1009| 1131| 1266| 1589
(B) 189| 223| 213| 195| 184
10| 119| 123| 125| 116
©
(A+B-C) 98.6| 111.4| 1221| 1336| 1657
(GDP ) (186)| (193)| (196)| (195| (230)
(D) 815| 746| 1068| 1025/ 806
(A+B-C+D) 180.1 186| 2288| 236.1| 2463
(GDP ) (340)| (321 (368| (345]| (342

GDP




3.3:

(%)
/GDP /GDP e () (3)-(4)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

82-89 104 1.26 14.85 13.69 116
90-96 0.57 0.27 14.26 13.49 0.77
97-03 104 0.2 6.01 8.28 227
1997 05 -1.04 8.3 15.32 7
1998 0.76 -3.46 -1.97 759 -0.56
1999 122 -1.49 8.64 10,07 143
2000 132 257 8.12 7.04 1.08
2001 131 262 5,67 6.94 127
2002 115 115 8.13 5.72 241
2003 1.05 1.05 5.16 5.26 01
1) GDP

2) @ )5 12
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1 VS.

- ( () ; )
- : (random tax); R&D;
- Trade-off?
- , : ( 41,42
- ' R&D
4.1: , 1982-2003

( - ) *100 « - )/GDP*100
1982 -7.96 2.83 -1.51 0.59 21
1983 -3.76 -6.66 -0.67 -1.33 0.65
1984 5.00 9.03 0.80 1.50 -0.70
1985 -22.88 -19.76 -5.01 -4.36 -0.65
1986 -233 -25.87 -4.8 -5.54 0.74
1987 -15.95 -19.85 -3.05 -3.92 0.87
1988 -4.38 -13.05 -0.76 -2.31 155
1989 -3.28 -7.07 -0.57 -1.27 0.70
1990 3.14 357 0.52 0.62 -0.1

GDP




4.1 ( )

( - ) *100 ( - )/GDP*100
1991 -4.69 0.71 -0.81 0.13 -0.93
1992 1.99 0.86 0.33 0.15 0.18
1993 -11.98 -15.28 -2.39 -3.12 0.73
1994 -7.92 -13.05 -1.55 -2.65 1.10
1995 3.68 0.12 0.65 0.02 0.63
1996 371 1.50 0.68 0.28 0.40
1997 -2.81 3.36 -0.55 0.66 -1.21
1998 -9.07 9.69 -1.99 211 -4.10
1999 6.27 -2.60 1.20 -0.61 181
2000 22.84 -0.45 4.36 -0.10 4.46
2001 1.37 -7.98 0.31 -1.91 2.22
2002 2.79 -8.30 0.63 -1.80 243
2003 -0.14 8.68 -0.03 181 -1.84
4.2:
( - ) *100 | ( - )/GDP*100
__ 803 - 806 A2 146 | 065 0% 031
82-90 -8.15 853 0.38 167 178 0.11
91-97 257 3.11 0.54 0.52 0.65 0.13
98-03 401 0.16 417 0.75 0.08 0.83
__ 80 e 8w e | st 1er s
82-90 9.96 11.96 4.47 1.97 2.38 0.90
91-97 5.26 4,98 385 0.99 1.00 0.74
98-03 7.08 6.28 13.36 1.42 1.39 281
82-03 0.39 0.4 0.24 0.41 0.41 0.25
t ) (1.87)* (1.83)* (1.12) (1.96)* (1.86)* (112
82-90 0.35 0.29 0.11 0.36 0.32 0.08
t ) (0.82) (0.74) (0.42) (0.86) (0.82) (0.28)
91-03 0.18 0.25 0.27 0.19 2.23 0.28
t ) (0.60) (0.80) (0.89) (0.65) (0.74) (0.92)

GDP , *1 10%




- Tax cost : “pork barrel” “rent-seeking”

- Top down: ( : the 1974 Budget Act in the U.S)
- / ( = ):

- / (bikpartisan)

- A closed rule on the size; an open rule on the composition

/
Fiscal illusion; Fiscal confusion

“basaline” X




e From “Pork barrel” totransfers

( )

» Baseline problem:

Budget balance vs. External balance




THE END

Thank you.
Jjun@ewha.ac.kr




