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* Vision ®e

- One day, the public discussion of policy issues will be grounded in an accurate
perception of the underlying economic principles and data.

* Mission
- NEED unites the skills and knowledge of a vast network of professional

economists to promote understanding of the economics of policy issues in the
United States.

* NEED Presentations

- Are nonpartisan and intended to reflect the consensus of the economics
profession.
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o Are We?

* Honorary Board: 48 members
- 2 Fed Chairs: Janet Yellen, Ben Bernanke
- 6 Chairs Council of Economic Advisers
o Furman (D), Rosen (R), Bernanke (R), Yellen (D), Tyson (D), Goolsbee (D)
- 3 Nobel Prize Winners
o Akerlof, Smith, Maskin

* Delegates: 500+ members
- At all levels of academia and some in government service
- All have a Ph.D. in economics
- Crowdsource slide decks
- Give presentations
* Global Partners: 45 Ph.D. Economists
- Aid in slide deck development
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1-5 Delegates
. 6-10 Delegates
. 11-20 Delegates
B 21+ Delegates
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@dits and Disclaimer ®

* This slide deck was authored by:
- Jon Haveman, Executive Director of NEED

* This slide deck was reviewed by:
- Timothy Smeeding, University of Wisconsin
- Robert Wright, Augustana University

* Disclaimer
- NEED presentations are designed to be nonpartisan
- Itis, however, inevitable that the presenter will be asked for and will provide
their own views
- Such views are those of the presenter and not necessarily those of the
National Economic Education Delegation (NEED)
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@: Abrupt Increase in Inequality o:o

Real family income between 1947 and 2018, as a percentage of 1973 level )
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Source: Chad Stone, Danilo Trisi, Arloc Sherman, and Roderick Taylor, “A Guide to Statistics on Historical Trends in Income Inequality,”
Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, Policy Futures, Dec. 11, 2018.
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 Labor Characteristics * Market Forces ¢
- Demographics - Technology
o Age distribution - Changing demand patterns
- Personal Choices - Competition for labor
o Educational attainment
o Effort « Government Policy
o Priorities - Market influence
o Household composition - Redistribution
- Immigration
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Source: Ping Xu, James C. Garand, and Ling Zhu, “How immigration makes income inequality worse in the U.S.”, October, 2015, Figure 1.

16

16



11/24/20

@hnology Benefits Ownership over Labor

Productivity and employment in the United States:

1947-2012
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* Technology:
- Facilitates market power for owners.
- Reduces bargaining power for labor.
- Shifts costs of doing business onto labor.
* Modern day Robber Barons?
- Ruthlessly absorbing as much income as they can.
- Lack of regard for labor.
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* Too little inequality can: * Too much inequality can: ¢
- Reduce individual motivation - Reduce individual motivation
- Slow economic growth - Slow economic growth
* Too much inequality may also:
- Divide society - Reduce investments in public goods
- Distort political environment o Education
- Reduce political participation o Environmental protections
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* Why it might be a problem. .‘
- Economic issues (Efficiency)
o There is evidence that at some level, increased inequality slows economic
growth.
o Or, inequality concentrates resources among investors.
- Noneconomic issues (Equity)
o Values, ethics and morals will drive individual evaluations of the level of
inequality.
* E.g., inequality is primarily a function of market outcomes, so should be left alone.
* Or, a solid middle class is important for maintaining a civil society, which runs contrary to a
high degree of inequality.
 Suppose you think it’s a problem. How might it be addressed?
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e RE-distribution
- Tax and transfer programs

* PRE-distribution
- Strengthen labor unions
Collective bargaining

Other policies that favor labor
over business owners

Minimum wages
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* It’s all about access to resources:
- Education, in particular
o Improve public education
o Reduce disparities in quality of public education
o Improve counseling in low-income schools
* With respect to college — paths to success and funding
- Investments are needed in early education, not later
o Universal pre-K
o Upgrade quality of elementary schools in low-income areas
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income inequality?

is always and everywhere bad for growth.

of resources.
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* Is it possible to increase growth at the same time that you reduce

- Common refrain among some that government intervention in the economy

* Possibly: expanding equality of access promotes the full utilization

- Expanding equality of access requires resources likely from the well-to-do.
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