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PREFACE

As most of you probably already know, your fearless leader of the past three years,

Casper van Ewijk, has moved on to even greener pastures and has completed his

term as NAKE director. I am very honoured that I have been chosen to be his

successor. Casper has been a very dedicated and successful NAKE director. I am

sure that Casper will also be very successful in his new position as Vice Dean of the

Faculty of Economics and Econometrics and Professor of Macroeconomics at the

University of Amsterdam. Casper leaves behind a healthy organisation. Since the

NAKE office will continue to be based in the University of Amsterdam, the transition

problems due to the change of directorship should be minimal. I am very pleased that

José Dijkzeul will continue to be the NAKE secretary. She has been an invaluable

"silent force" behind the smooth running of the NAKE, and will continue to be so.

Please allow me to introduce myself ... Apart from being the opening sentence

to one of the better songs by The Rolling Stones, it also expresses a relevant intention

here. I studied economics at the Erasmus University from 1975-1980, after which I

went to Canada to do my Ph.D. My stay at Simon Fraser University in Vancouver from

1980-1984, was followed by a first teaching appointment in the University of Tasmania,

Australia. Tasmania is the small island (only thrice the size of the Netherlands) south

of the mainland of Australia, and is famous for at least four reasons: (i) the Tasmanian

devil originates from there. This extremely vicious and tenacious animal looks like a

cross between a small pig and a dog and has very sharp teeth; (ii) Abel Tasman

"discovered" the island for the Dutch United East-India Company (VOC) but was too

scared of the Tasmanian aboriginals to even set foot on it; (iii) Errol Flynn, the swash-

buckling Robin Hood actor of the thirties and forties was born and raised there, and

his father was Professor of Botany at the University of Tasmania; (iv) Field Marshall

Montgomery spent his youth in Tasmania.

Why all these details about Tasmania? The reason is clear. I intend to combine

most noteworthy features of Tasmania in my directorship of the NAKE. I will attempt

to chart new waters and land on any newly discovered islands, I will be as insistent

as the Tasmanian devil if needed, and will steal from the rich to give to the poor.

Furthermore, I will follow this intended strategy to its bitter end.

Since 1990 I have made a succession of moves in northerly direction. From

1990-91 I worked at Monash University in Melbourne, from 1991-93 at the Erasmus

University, and since 1993 I have been at the University of Amsterdam. As my brief

introduction shows, I have a little bit of experience with various education systems.

The Canadian system is very similar to the U.S. system, whilst the Australian systems
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looks a lot more like that used in the United Kingdom. My previous experience should

be of some use in my new position as NAKE director.

Enough about myself. Next month will present us with the workshop "The

Economics of Finance" in Utrecht. This workshop is jointly organized by the

Netherlands Network of Business Administration (LNBE) and the NAKE. Casper and

the director of the LNBE, Elmer Sterken, have managed to attract some really big

names in the field and this workshop promises to be a very interesting one indeed.

Professor Michael Brennan of the University of California, at Los Angeles, will give

a series of lectures entitled "Information, trade, and price setting in securities markets."

The lectures by Professor Sudipto Bhattacharya of CORE, are on "The economics

of financial intermediation." Finally, Professor Lars Peter Hansen , of the University

of Chicago, will deal with the econometric issues in his series of lectures entitled "The

econometrics of financial markets."

I am also pleased to announce the speakers for the June 1996 general

workshop. Our microeconomics lecturer will be Professor James Mirrlees of the

University of Cambridge. Who does not know his seminal work on optimal taxation?

For macroeconomics we have managed to attract one of the foremost New

Keynesians, Professor David Romer of the University of California at Berkeley.

Professor Romer will presumably prove to us that the rumours about Keynes’

intellectual death are vastly exaggerated. As if it is not enough already, Professor

David Hendry of the University of Oxford has agreed to give the econometrics lectures.

Professor Hendry is a gifted and inspiring teacher, as all participants of the June 1996

workshop will find out for themselves. Last but not least, Professor Jan de Vries, also

of the University of California at Berkeley, will give lectures on economic history.

Professor de Vries has recently co-authored a provocative book on Dutch economic

history and will teach us both about the development of our own country and about

how to do economic history.

This nake nieuws contains three excellent reports on last June’s workshop.

Youdi Schipper (VU) reports on the course "Topics in international economic history"

by Barry Eichengreen, Jos Jansen on John Moore’s course "Debt, aggregate

fluctuations, and financial intermediation," and Govert Bijwaard on Thomas Stoker’s

lectures on "Semiparametric econometrics with applications."

Enclosed in this nake nieuws is a registration form for blocks III and IV of the

Utrecht courses. The outlines of the different courses are found in the nake nieuws
of July, 1995. Please contact the NAKE secretary if any further details are required.
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nake-lnbe workshop

The Economics of Finance

11 - 15 December 1995

University of Utrecht

During the week from Monday 11 to Friday 15 December the Netherlands Network of

Economics (NAKE) and the Netherlands Network of Business Adminisration (LNBE)

will jointly organize a Ph.D. workshop on the Economics of Finance. Three

distinguished professors will teach intensive courses on different aspects of this theme.

Each course consists of five lectures.

Courses

Professor Sudipto Bhattacharya, CORE, University of Louvain

"Financial Intermediation"

Professor Michael Brennan, University of California, Los Angeles

"Information, Trade, and Price Setting in Securities Markets"

Professor Lars Peter Hansen, University of Chicago

"The Observable Implications of Asset Pricing Models"

Register by filling out the form on the middle page and returning it to the nake
secretariat before 24 November 1995.
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Provisional Programme NAKE - Workshop
Utrecht, 11 - 15 December 1995

Monday December 11 Tuesday December 12

09.30 - 10.30 registration/
coffee/tea

10.30 - 12.30 Brennan

12.30 - 13.30 Lunch

13.30 - 15.30 Bhattacharya
15.30 - 15.45 coffee/tea
15.45 - 17.45 Hansen

17.45 - 18.45 reception

09.00 - 11.00 Bhattacharya
11.00 - 11.15 coffee/tea
11.15 - 13.15 Hansen

13.15 - 14.15 Lunch

14.15 - 16.15 Brennan

Wednesday December 13 Thursday December 14

09.00 - 11.00 Hansen
11.00 - 11.15 coffee/tea
11.15 - 13.15 Brennan

13.15 - 14.15 Lunch

14.15 - 16.15 Bhattacharya

09.00 - 11.00 Brennan
11.00 - 11.15 coffee/tea
11.15 - 13.15 Bhattacharya

13.15 - 14.15 Lunch

14.15 - 16.15 Hansen

20.00 Workshop dinner

Friday December 15

09.00 - 11.00 Bhattacharya
11.00 - 11.15 coffee/tea
11.15 - 13.15 Hansen

13.15 - 14.15 Lunch

14.15 - 16.15 Brennan
16.15 - Closing drinks
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......................................... Registration ..............................................

Participation in the workshop is free for AIO’s/OIO’s of the institutions participating in
nake or lnbe, and includes tea, coffee, lunches, reception, as well as dinner on
Thursday. The participants cover the costs of accommodation and breakfast. These
costs, together with travel expenses, can however be declared at the faculties. Hotel
rooms are available in the Tulip Inn Hotel, Janskerkhof 10, 3512 BL Utrecht. It is
possible to share a room. Approximate prices are ƒ 130,-- (single room) and ƒ 170,--
(double room).

The number of participants in the workshop is limited. nake- and lnbe-students have
precedence, and the date of receipt of the registration form is also taken into
consideration. Since firm arrangements must be made for lunches, dinner,
accommodation etc., we would like you to notify the nake secretariat in case of any
alterations to your plans. You register by filling out the form on the middle page (as
completely as possible) and returning it to the nake secretariat before 24 November
1995. Upon registration you will receive written confirmation together with readers for
the courses, hotel information, etc.

A number of AIO’s/OIO’s will be presented with the nake diploma during the
workshop-dinner on Thursday evening.

.................................... Private Consultations .........................................

During the workshop it is possible for PhD students to have a one-to-one talk with one
(or more) of the lecturers. Students who wish to confer with one of the lecturers about
their research are invited to hand in a brief (one page) description of the research (-
proposal) they would like to discuss. Each consultation will be approx. 30 minutes.

.........................Method of Assessment and Credits ...............................

The nake-workshops are obligatory for all first- and second-year graduate students
following the nake-programme. So, each student has to attend at least four
workshops. For three workshops the student should write a summary of the lectures
of one course based on both the notes taken during the workshop and the assigned
literature. These reports are assessed by the organiser(s) of the workshop. All (nake-)
students are expected to attend all sessions on offer during the workshop.

With regard to study intensity, participation in the workshop (including the assessment
by means of the written report) is worth 2 "Study Points" (SP); 1 SP = 40 hours.

.................................Addresses and Information.......................................

Location: University of Utrecht
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Academy Building, Domplein 29
Room 16

Information: nake-secretary, José Dijkzeul
Roetersstraat 11, 1018 WB Amsterdam.
Phone: 020-525.4199,
Fax: 020-525.5280,
E-mail: NAKE@butler.fee.uva.nl

Hotel:            Tulip Inn
Janskerkhof 10
3512 BL Utrecht
Phone: 030-231.3169,
Fax: 030-231.0148
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.........................Course Outlines December Workshop ..........................

Financial Intermediation

Sudipto Bhattacharya

Lecture 1. Introduction: Asset Services

Lecture 2. Liability Services: Banks and Markets

Lecture 3. Regulation of Financial Intermediation

Lecture 4. Intermediation, Corporate Governance, and Innovation

Lecture 5. Comparative Financial Systems: an Agenda for Research

Information, Trade, and Price Setting in Securities Markets

Michael Brennan

Preparatory Reading

’Financial Markets with Differential Information’, Chapter 9 of Foundations for Financial
Economics, Chi-fu Huang and Robert H. Litzenberger, North-Holland, 1988.

L.R. Glosten and P.R. Milgrom, ’Bid, Ask and Transaction Prices in a Specialist Market
with Heterogeneously Informed Traders’, Journal of Financial Economics, 14 (1985),
71-100.

A.S Kyle, ‘Continuous Auctions and Insider Trading’, Econometrica, 53 (1985),
1315-1335.

A useful survey:

A. Admati, ‘The Informational Role of Prices: a Review Essay’, Journal of Monetary
Economics, 28 (1991), 347-361.

Session 1: Models of Dealer Markets

*L.R. Glosten and P.R. Milgrom, op.cit.
*A.S. Kyle, op.cit.
Admati, A.R. and P. Pfleiderer, ‘A theory of intraday patterns: volume and price
variability’, Review of Financial Studies, 1 (1988), 1-30

A.S. Kyle, ‘Informed Speculation with Imperfect Competition’, Review of Economic
Studies, 56 (1989), 317-356.
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............................................course outlines...........................................

C.W. Holden and A. Subrahmanyam, ‘ Long-lived Private Information and Imperfect
Competition’, Journal of Finance, 47, 247-270.

M.J. Brennan and A. Subrahmanyam, ‘Investment Analysis and Price Formation in
Securities Markets’, UCLA Working Paper #23-93, 1994.

M.J. Brennan and A. Subrahmanyam, ‘ The Determinants of Average Trade Size’,
UCLA Working Paper #7-95, 1995.

M.J. Brennan, N. Jegadeesh, and B. Swaminathan, ‘Investment Analysis and the
Adjustment of Prices to Common Information’, Review of Financial Studies, 6 (1993),
799-824.

Session 2: Competitive Rational Expectations and the Informational Role of Prices

*Huang and Litzenberger, op.cit.
*M.F. Hellwig, ‘ On the Aggregation of Information in Competitive Markets’, Journal of
Economic Theory, 22 (1980), 477-498.

D.W. Diamond and R.E. Verrecchia, ‘Information Aggregation in a Noisy Rational
Expectations Economy’, Journal of Financial Economics, 9 (1981).

J. Wang, ‘A Model of Intertemporal Asset Prices under Asymmetric Information’,
Review of Economic Studies, 60 (1993), 249-282.

Session 3: Information and Trading Volume

Varian
Grundy and McNicholls
Harris and Raviv
O. Kim and R.E Verrecchia, ‘ Trading Volume and Price Reactions to Public
Announcements’, Journal of Accounting Research, 29, 302-321.

*M.J. Brennan and H. H. Cao, ‘Information, Trade and Derivative Securities’, Review
of Financial Studies, forthcoming.

J. Wang, ‘A Model of Competitive Stock Trading Volume, Journal of Political Economy,
102 (1994), 127-168.

Session 4: Acquisition and Sale of Information

*S.J. Grossman and J.E. Stiglitz, ‘ On the Impossibility of Informationally Efficient
Markets’, American Economic Review, 70 (1980), 393-408.

*R.E. Verrecchia, ‘Information Acquisition in a Noisy Rational expectations Economy’,
Econometrica, 50, (1982), 1415-1430.
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............................................course outlines...........................................

A.R Admati and P. Pfleiderer, ‘A theory of intraday patterns: volume and price
variability’, Review of Financial Studies, 1 (1988), 1-30

A.R Admati and P. Pfleiderer, ‘Direct and Indirect Sale of Information’, Econometrica,
58 (1990), 901-928.

M.J. Brennan and T. Chordia, ‘Brokerage Commission Schedules’, Journal of Finance,
48 (1993), 1379-1402.

Session 5: Corporate Finance, Asset Pricing and Securities Markets

*Huang and Litzenberger op.cit. pp283-295.
*H.E.Leland, ‘Insider Trading: Should it be Prohibited?’, Journal of Political Economy,
100 (1992), 859-887.

B. Holmstrom and J. Tirole, ‘Market Liquidity and Performance Monitoring’, Journal of
Political Economy, 101 (1993), 678-709.

*M.J. Brennan and A. Subrahmanyam, ‘Market Microstructure and Asset Pricing: on
the Compensation for Market Illiquidity in Stock Returns’, Journal of Financial
Economics, forthcoming.

*The articles marked with * will be distributed to the participants in advance.
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.........................................Utrecht Courses.......................................

To register fill out the form in the middle of this booklet.

Block III: Fridays February 2, 09, 16 and 23; March 1 and 8 (reserve date)

Location: to be announced

10.00 - 12.00, room t.b.a. Morgan
"History of Economic Ideas"

10.00 - 12.00, room t.b.a. van Winden
"Behavioral Modelling of Government
Decision Making"

12.30 - 14.30, room t.b.a. de Zeeuw
"Differential Games in Economics"

15.00 - 17.00, room t.b.a. Ridder/Wansbeek
"Panel Data"

15.00 - 17.00, room t.b.a. Jager/de Jong
"Exchange Rate Economics"

Block IV: Fridays March 22 and 29; April 12, 19 and 28; May 3 (reserve date)

12.30 - 14.30, room t.b.a. Ellman
"Analytical Aspects of the Transition from
State Socialism to Modern Capitalism"

12.30 - 14.30, room t.b.a. Peters/Storcken
"Social Choice Theory" (An Introduction)

15.00 - 17.00, room t.b.a. Ridder/Wansbeek
"Panel Data"

15.00 - 17.00, room t.b.a. Viaene/de Vries
"The Theory of International Trade"

t.b.a.* Olson/Schram and van Winden
"Experimental Economics and the Design of
Mechanism"

*This course will not be given on Friday (probably on Wednesday) in Amsterdam at the
CREED Laboratory.
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TOPICS IN INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC HISTORY
Barry Eichengreen

Report by Youdi Schipper (TI/VU Amsterdam)

1. Introduction
Barry Eichengreen (University of California at Berkeley) is an economic historian,
whose work covers a wide range of themes in the field of international economics,
running from the 18th century and before up till European Monetary Unification. His
lectures during the NAKE workshop in Leiden addressed five topics in a chronological
order: the first two were the operation of the Gold Standard (the system of fixed
exchange rates until the mid-1930’s) and the integration of the world economy in the
19th and early 20th century. The Gold Standard can be seen as one of the stabilizing
factors that explain the integration of the world economy (see the next section). The
third topic, discussed in section 3, is the debate about the causes of the Great
Depression. Eichengreen presents a revisionist view, combining structural economic
weaknesses and the lack of policy coordination as reasons behind the crisis. The
period of growth after World War II and the role of the Marshall Aid (topic 4) is
addressed in section 4. Again, Eichengreen presents a synthetic view, taking a stand
between the view of the Marshall Administration (the Marshall Plan was a critical input
in the post-war growth) and the critical view of revisionists like Milward (Marshall Aid
made only a small contribution). The final topic (section 5) is the functioning and the
demise of the Bretton Woods system of fixed exchange rates. It is clear that the
lectures on economic history differed from the three other series in format: few
equations here, but more attention for economic institutions and policy. While this
approach, combined with the economic historian’s struggle for data, may render
empirical testing harder, the historic perspective offers a valuable view on (recurring)
economic events and mechanisms.

2. The Gold Standard and Globalization
The Gold Standard (GS) consisted of three basic features: a fixed domestic price of
gold, unrestricted international capital movements, and a rule linking domestic money
supply to gold reserves. This system, which amounted to the fixing of exchange rates,
was introduced first in Great Britain in 1717 (as a result of the Newtonian
miscalculation of the relative gold price), but was certainly not a global system at once.
However, the fact that Great Britain, the major economic power at the time, got on the
GS, was a driving force behind the gradual switch from the widely operated bimetallic
systems to the GS. Because of the important network externalities associated with a
uniform system, trading partners induced each other to go on the GS, which
consequently became a truly international system.
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............................... Schipper on Eichengreen .........................................

How did the GS function? Eichengreen presents two equilibrium inducing mechanisms.
In the first case, economic growth would raise relative gold prices, and thus stimulate
gold supply (mining) and increase money supply, restoring the equilibrium price level
(MV=PT). Critical assumptions are, however, the constant V, the upward sloping gold
supply curve, and the equal growth rates of money and gold. The latter relation
became increasingly less strict, due to the use of other kinds of reserves as base
money, and the replacement of coins by deposits. A second mechanism was based
on Hume’s price specie flow model, in which the restoration of equilibrium should be
enhanced by Central Banks obeying the ’rules of the game’. If there is a trade deficit
(gold reserves flow out), banks should tighten money supply or raise interest rates,
thus restoring equilibrium more smoothly and preventing more gold from flowing out.
In the words of Bloomfield (1959), national and international assets should move in the
same direction.

Although banks violated the ’rules’ during the interwar years, three stabilizing
factors helped the system work nevertheless. First there was the credibility of policy:
as there was no doubt about the long run monetary policy intentions (which was in the
hands of trustworthy, wealthy men who did not pursue other than monetary
objectives), central banks could violate the rules in the short run. Secondly, central
banks cooperated in order to prevent financial crises. Thirdly, there were linkages:
capital outflows were balanced by increased exports, like in the case of UK railroad
investments. After the first world war, however, the credibility of policy and linkages
(the UK lost markets to new competitors) became weaker, which destabilized the
system.

Up till the 19th century, the world economy could be divided into four blocks, viz., the
Atlantic block (UK and North America), continental Europe and the overseas
settlements, Russia and the Baltics, and Japan. In this system, surpluses and deficits
were settled multilaterally within blocks, whereas equilibrium prevailed between blocks.
In the course of the 19th century, the blocks broke down and the world economy
became more multilateral. Contrary to popular opinion, integration in terms of net
capital flows as a percentage of GNP then was often larger than today. Compare, e.g.,
capital imports for European settlements like Canada or Australia of over 10%, which
they managed to repay, with the figure for Mexico of 8% in 1992. As another sign of
globalization, Eichengreen mentions the huge migration flows, amounting to one per
hundred in the late 19th century. Migration and subsequent ’population sensitive’
investment have been mentioned as a factor causing the 20 year cycle discovered by
Simon Kuznets; a full explanation of the cyclical pattern, however, remains
problematic.

The large size of lending had several reasons: first, the expansion of overseas
investment needed finance. Secondly, the lowering of trade barriers stimulated the
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............................... Schipper on Eichengreen .........................................

expansion of international trade. As explained above, investment was often balanced
by capital goods exports, so these reasons are linked. Also, the Gold Standard with
its currency stability provided a favourable environment for international lending.

Who were the parties involved? The largest creditor at the time was no doubt
Great Britain, with a capital export averaging 5% (peaks of 10%) of GNP in the four
decades prior to 1913, accounting for 50% of world capital exports; France and
Germany both provided 20%. These figures reflect the high concentration of capital
markets in the 19th century. The borrowers consisted primarily of the relatively rich
overseas countries c.q. settlements with ample investment opportunities in
infrastructure and in the growing agricultural sector: Australia, Canada, the US,
Argentina, Brazil, etc.

Fishlow (1986) distinguishes between lending by Great Britain on the one hand,
and France and Germany on the other. The much smaller investments of the latter to
a.o. Russia, the Middle East, and Eastern Europe were often made for strategic
reasons. As these were political and not necessarily productive investments, there was
no mechanism which guaranteed debt servicing without defaults. The political nature
of such investment is an important factor explaining the waves of defaults (a.o. by
Egypt, Turkey, Latin American countries) experienced by creditors during the 19th
century. The investments of Great Britain were, however, primarily market driven: the
production induced by capital investments ensured debt servicing and stable lending.

The bond market was the principal way of lending. Collective action in Great
Britain was taken by the counsel of foreign bondholders, representing bondholders in
debt repayment settlements. The counsel also acted as an important advisor to the
London stock exchange: if a country refused to negotiate with the counsel, a negative
advice would prevent new loans from being underscribed. In Great Britain, the counsel
was more effective than in other countries, and managed to achieve a return on
foreign investment (after default costs) equal to domestic investment.

A final point: how does the stability of economic growth for the 1870-1913
period compare to the post 1945 period? This question highlights some difficulties with
respect to historical statistics: using official statistics, the ratio of standard deviations
of growth for the two periods amounts to 1,8. Surveys for the former period are,
however, based on commodity production. Therefore, by underestimating the less
volatile service sector production, the instability of growth for the late 19th century may
be overstated. Using pseudo estimates of service sector production for the latter
period, Romer (1986) finds a ratio of 1,3.

3. The Great Depression
Eichengreen views the Great Depression not as some special case, but as a part of
economic history which can be explained in terms of mainstream economics. He
makes a distinction between three periods: the onset (1929-30), the deepening of the
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............................... Schipper on Eichengreen .........................................

crisis (1931-33), and the recovery phase (1934-37). From 1921 to 1929, the US
experienced an unprecedented period of sustained growth. This expansion was based
on a construction boom and the consumer durables revolution, both interest sensitive
phenomena. When the Fed saw the ratio of gold to liabilities go down, long and short
term interest rates were raised slowly. As a result, liquidity still grew but at a slower
rate. At this point, the crucial role of the Gold Standard becomes clear: in order to
defend the GS in the face of the huge debts and deficits on the European-US capital
account, European countries had to engage in contractionary monetary policies as
well. To make things worse, European companies had lost export markets to US and
Japanese competitors during World War I. These factors caused European countries
to fall into recession, while heavy debtors like Australia and Argentina were affected
severely too; in turn, import cuts by debtors hit on a primary source of US income,
causing production and consumption of the world’s major creditor to fall. Eichengreen
concludes that in this pre-Keynesian world, the only policy option - stimulation by
means of monetary expansion - was blocked by the Gold Standard, which eventually
would be set aside.

From 1931 to 1933, the crisis deepened, for which Eichengreen mentions two
explanations: on the one hand, wage rigidity caused unemployment, and on the other,
bank failures had negative monetary (reduction in money supply) and real effects
(disruption of intermediation affected output). As for the recovery phase (1934-37),
Eichengreen shows the strong correlation between the timing of devaluation and the
timing and pace of recovery: countries that left the GS could reduce interest rates and
became more competitive exporters. The alternative for unilateral devaluation, i.e.
coordinated monetary policy, was not feasible because of the diverging views on
economic policy. There are various partial explanations for the variance in timing of
devaluation among countries, e.g., differences in (union) opposition against policy
changes, differences in leadership and economic advisors, and different economic
experiences (inflation) in the 1920’s.

The revisionist policy conclusion regarding the Great Depression is that
unilateral devaluation was necessary in order to stimulate the national economy.
However, such a disconnection from the world economy did have negative (beggar-
thy-neighbour) trade effects, which induced protectionist trade policies, caused exports
to fall even more, and triggered a debt crisis.

4. The Marshall Plan and post-war growth
In the literature on the Marshall Plan (MP), two views are found: the first one,
generally put forward by former MP administrators, presents the aid as a critical input
needed for the reconstruction of the devastated European economy. From the 1970’s
onwards, revisionists (e.g. Milward 1984) have argued that the MP was too small to
make a real difference, and that growth had already picked up before the MP started.
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............................... Schipper on Eichengreen .........................................

Eichengreen takes a stand between these two views, presenting the following
arguments. Although it is true that capital markets did not function, and neither national
savings nor international lending (IMF, World Bank) were significant, the MP only
made a small contribution: 15% of investment, 2½% of GNP. Furthermore, evidence
suggests that physical infrastructure already had recovered before the MP. A possibly
important contribution may have been the increase in the capacity to import. The effect
of any technological transfer through the MP has not been detected empirically. The
importance of the MP may, however, be attributed to the conditions on which it was
provided. On the one hand, these conditions served to solidify European market
economies by constraining government spending, lifting price controls, and on the
other, they helped to create institutions needed for European economic integration.
(The political influence of these MP conditions may be illustrated by the fact that they
forced communist majorities in Italy and France to step down!).

A number of factors help to explain the high European growth rates during the
post-war period until 1973, but many of these are not totally satisfactory. First, there
is the ’catch up’ argument: growth arose because European production caught up with
the more advanced US technological frontier, but this does not account for US growth.
Secondly, aggregate (labour) supply is elastic because of migration, underemployment
in agriculture and harmonious labour relations. Thirdly, raw materials were available
at low prices. Furthermore, investment rates doubled after the war, but these cannot
explain the post-1973 period. The welfare system explains stability, but does not
disappear after 1973. Trade is an engine of growth after World War II, but keeps on
growing faster than income after 1973. Finally, the system of Bretton Woods brought
international monetary stability. Deceleration of growth in the late 1960’s has been
explained in terms of the closing technological gap, the increasingly tense factor
(labour) markets and growing protectionism.

5. Bretton Woods
In the face of current problems as regards maintaining a system of fixed exchange
rates in Europe, a comparison with such systems in the past seems worthwhile.
Eichengreen points out three factors that enhanced the working of fixed exchange rate
systems like Bretton Woods (BW) and the Gold Standard: the credibility of policy and
the greater extent of international cooperation have already been mentioned; a third
factor is the greater flexibility of prices and wages. It should, however, be mentioned
that the interwar GS already worked less smoothly, and that the strength and benefits
of BW should not be overstated: it lasted effectively only from 1959 (after European
countries restored current account convertibility) until 1968 (when US convertibility was
suspended). During BW, capital controls could be reinstalled if stability was
threatened, but the deregulation of domestic financial markets made international
capital flows increasingly difficult to control. The restoration of convertibility was slow
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............................... Schipper on Eichengreen .........................................

for three reasons. These are the enormous disruption of the European economies
after the war, the fact that capital controls were the only politically feasible instruments
to achieve external balance (exchange or interest rate policy were not), and the
coordination problem: countries should restore convertibility simultaneously, but
restoration was possible only step by step through a code of liberalization within the
European Payments Union.

During BW, exchange rates were hardly adjusted, a.o. because of the vaguely
defined condition of ’fundamental disequilibrium’ and political unwillingness, so there
was a great need for financing BoP imbalances. The US dollar became the
international key currency, but US trade deficits gradually created an enormous
amount of dollar reserves in the world, and turned the BW system into a de facto
dollar standard. As most countries needed dollars, the US could neglect the BoP
discipline, a privilege exorbitant as De Gaulle termed it, but the huge dollar liabilities
put an enormous pressure on the credibility of gold convertibility (the Triffin-problem).
Special Drawing Rights (SDR’s) were meant to replace the dollar as an international
reserve, but at the time they were issued (1970’s) world liquidity was already too high.
The reasons for their delayed introduction were political: the US were afraid to lose
their privilege, Germany was afraid of inflationary pressure, and there was also a
dispute about the North-South distribution of the SDR’s.

One may conclude that it is more surprising that the BW system held so long,
than that it finally blew up. The end came when international support for the system
stopped: the gold pool was suspended, the US kept on refusing to devalue and other
countries (Germany) refused to intervene any longer, while the markets rushed out of
the dollar. The persistent overvaluation of the dollar - a ’fundamental disequilibrium’ -
caused the system to break down. These experiences have shown on the one hand

the difficulty of operating a system of pegged rates, in the face of high capital mobility
which impedes any controls on international flows. On the other hand, they have
shown that such a system needs a high level of international political and financial
cooperation, which broke down during the late 1960’s.

Arthur Bloomfield (1959), Monetary policy under the international gold standard, New
York: Federal Reserve Bank of New York.

Albert Fishlow (1986), Lessons from the past: capital markets during the 19th century
and the interwar period, in Miles Kahler (ed.), The politics of international debt,
Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

Alan S. Milward (1984), The reconstruction of Western Europe 1945-51. London:
Methuen.

Paul M. Romer (1986), Increasing returns and long-run growth, Journal of Political
Economy, 98, 1002-1037.

22



............................... Schipper on Eichengreen .........................................

NAKE workshop 12-16 June 1995 (Leiden)
Summary by Jos Jansen (CentER) on:

John Moore
‘Debt, Aggregate Fluctuations and Financial
Intermediation’

In his three lectures John Moore illustrated the theory of incomplete contracts by
discussing models of debt contracts. Complete contracts are contracts in which
payments can be made dependent on all relevant contingencies. Complete contracts
are not renegotiated along the equilibrium path. In a lot of real life situations it is not
possible to write or enforce complete contracts. The impossibility to write complete
contracts can be caused by the fact that some contingencies could only be observed
by the parties that write the contract at high cost. The impossibility to enforce a
contract can be a result of the fact that not all contingencies are observable to a third
party like a court: these are nonverifiable contingencies. In those instances only
incomplete contracts can be written. Although one can model more realistic situations
by using incomplete contracts, the assumptions concerning the contingencies that are
contractible will be ad hoc assumptions. John Moore’s research strategy is to accept
the ad hoccery of the incomplete contract assumption, and develop a theory given a
realistic sort of incomplete contract.

Lecture 1: Theories of Financial Contracting and Debt

John Moore’s first lecture gave an introduction to a theory of incomplete debt
contracts. He is interested in the following debt contracts. An entrepreneur borrows
money from an investor to finance a project that yields nonverifiable monetary returns,
and promises to make certain repayments. Unless the entrepreneur defaults, he
retains control of the project assets. If he defaults, (a fraction of) his project assets will
be liquidated.

The problem is that liquidation of the assets gives a lower monetary return than
continuing the project. The monetary returns from liquidation accrue to the investor,
while the returns from continuing the project are nonverifiable and can be diverted (or
‘stolen’) by the entrepreneur. The entrepreneur has all the bargaining power in the
renegotiation over debt contracts, which means that he can bribe the investor to
accept an unfavourable settlement, once the contract is signed. This could make the
investor decide not to sign the debt contract in the first place. Liquidation (or the threat
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of liquidation) is often necessary to secure the investor against entrepreneurial default.
That is, the project assets are used as a collateral in the debt contract.

This problem is illustrated in a basic two-period diversion model. An entrepre-
neur wants to borrow money from an investor to finance his project. In a debt contract
an entrepreneur and an investor agree on a loan and a repayment for the first period.
If the entrepreneur repays the agreed amount, he keeps control and has the right to
carry on with his project until period 2. If he does not make the repayment, the
investor has the right to liquidate the project’s assets. The project yields an nonverifia-
ble monetary return in the first period. Dependent on the repayment made after the
first period, a fraction of the project’s assets might be liquidated. The entrepreneur
can, however, propose to renegotiate the contract. The fraction of the project’s assets
that has not been liquidated yield a nonverifiable monetary return in the second period.
The (threat of) liquidation of the project’s assets and loss of second-period monetary
returns that accompanies liquidation, could provide the entrepreneur with a sufficient
incentive to repay his debt.

To make the model nontrivial, Moore assumes that it is always first-best not to
liquidate the project assets, the project has positive net present value, and the assets
depreciate. Then the entrepreneur has the incentive to repay as much as possible
from his first-period monetary return and as little as possible from liquidation of his
assets. Because the entrepreneur has all the bargaining power in the contract
renegotiations, the contract will be such that the investor breaks even on his
investment - that is, the loan equals the debt repayment - and the debt repayment can
never be more than the first-period liquidation value of the project’s assets (the
entrepreneur’s no-default constraint). And the loan must be big enough to cover the
cost of starting the project. Thus, the first necessary condition under which a debt
contract is signed is that the cost of starting the project should not exceed the project’s
first-period returns to liquidation of its assets. If this inequality is a strict one, then
there is a continuum of first-best debt contracts. The second necessary condition is
the entrepreneur’s participation constraint: he will only sign a debt contract if it yields
a positive net present value, given the fraction of liquidation. Under these conditions,
ex-post inefficient contracts (contracts under which liquidation of a fraction of the
project’s assets occurs) are signed if the first-period monetary return is too small to
cover the debt payment, because the entrepreneur cannot credibly commit to repaying
any debt from second-period returns. Ex-ante inefficiency (not signing a contract
despite the fact that the project’s present value exceeds its cost) occurs if the required
loan exceeds the liquidation value of the project’s assets, because the entrepreneur
will renegotiate the debt repayment down to the project asset’s liquidation value.

The following extensions are made to this two-period model. First, the project
can yield monetary returns for finite number of periods. Again there could be a
continuum of first-best contracts. In particular, if there is a continuum of first-best
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contracts, there is a fastest repayment path (the entrepreneur’s participation constraint
is binding), and a slowest repayment path (the entrepreneur’s no-default constraint is
binding). Second, the multiplicity of first-best debt contracts is reduced when the
monetary returns to the project and its liquidation values are uncertain. This was
illustrated by two examples. Third, borrowing from multiple investors can make
strategic default less attractive, because renegotiation is more likely to break down.
With multiple investors an individual investor could take a free ride on the other
investors’ willingness to renegotiate the contract by refusing to renegotiate the contract
himself. If every investor thinks this way, this reduces the entrepreneur’s opportunities
to renegotiate his debt contract. Not only strategic default but also productive
renegotiation will become less attractive. Fourth, strategic default can also be
discouraged by borrowing under different debt contracts. One could, for example allow
for long- and short-term debt contracts. In each period different investors will have
different (conflicting) incentives concerning renegotiating the entrepreneur’s debt.

Lecture 2: Credit Cycles

The second lecture examined the possibility that a small, temporary productivity shock
to entrepreneurs can cause large, persistent fluctuations in output and asset prices.
The special feature of the model, compared to the model(s) of the first lecture, is that
it introduces a market for collateralized assets. In this setting the entrepreneur’s credit
limits are affected by the price of the project’s assets. And these prices are affected
by the size of the credit limits. That is, in this lecture the credit limits are endogenously
determined and interact with the asset prices. Another difference with the model of the
first lecture is that there is an infinite number of periods, and investors and
entrepreneurs can write debt contracts in each period. Production today yields output
tomorrow. There is a fixed amount of asset supply in the economy. Entrepreneurs
have a constant returns to scale production function that depends on the amount of
assets only, and which is such that they will consume a fixed non-tradeable proportion
of their production. The other portion of production is tradeable. As in the first lecture,
the entrepreneur’s technology is idiosyncratic: by taking away the entrepreneur’s
control over (a fraction of) the project the investor can only get the liquidation value
of (a fraction of) the project’s assets. Entrepreneurs need a loan to finance their
projects. Investors are not credit-constrained and produce only tradeable output from
assets with an increasing, concave production function. As before, investors will be
creditors to entrepreneurs.

The interdependency of credit limits and asset prices give rise to an
intertemporal multiplier process after a temporary, negative productivity shock occurs.
This process consists of two multiplier effects. First, there is a static multiplier effect.
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The productivity shock reduces the net present value of the asset’s monetary returns
to the entrepreneurs. This reduces their net worth and the loan they can get to finance
their project. Because entrepreneurs are credit-constrained, they are forced to reduce
their demand for assets. To clear the market, investor’s asset demand must increase.
This happens when their opportunity cost of owning assets falls. Keeping the future
constant, investors’ opportunity cost decreases if the price of current assets
decreases. But a decrease in today’s asset price reduces the entrepreneurs’ net worth
still further. Second, there is a dynamic multiplier effect. For the static multiplier effect
we kept the future constant, but the future is not constant. Because the negative
productivity shock causes a reduction in the entrepreneurs’ demand for assets, this
hurts them in the next period. Their next-period’s monetary returns drop, which
reduces their credit-worthiness and, consequently, their next-period’s demand for
assets. To clear the next-period’s asset market, the asset price must fall. The effect
emerges for all subsequent periods. After linearizing around the steady state, the
dynamic multiplier effect appears to exceed the static multiplier effect. The relative
percentage change in the price of assets is not very different from the productivity
shock. The relative percentage change in the entrepreneurs’ holdings of the asset
exceeds the shock. This means that a temporary productivity shock causes significant
and persistent changes in asset prices and entrepreneurs’ asset holdings. These
effects are not present in the a first-best economy without credit constraints.

John Moore extends this model in two directions. The first extension to the
model is made by introducing ex-post heterogeneity of entrepreneurs. This is done by
assuming that only a fraction of the entrepreneurs have the opportunity to buy assets.
An entrepreneur who cannot invest in a certain period will pay off his debt, and an
entrepreneur who can invest, will invest. If there is a nontrivial heterogeneity of
entrepreneurs, this will give rise to damped oscillations and decays of output and asset
prices around the steady state. This can be explained by observing the following. A
rise in yesterday’s asset holdings gives an entrepreneur more assets today, which
enables him to borrow more. However, if the entrepreneur borrowed more yesterday,
he will have a greater debt today, which restricts his ability to buy more assets today.
Moore’s second extension to his model is to allow, besides irreproducible assets, for
reproducible assets in the entrepreneurs’ production function. Entrepreneurs can use
a fraction of their output to obtain reproducible assets. Reproducible assets
depreciates and are idiosyncratic (it cannot be used as a collateral in a debt contract).
The presence of reproducible assets reduces entrepreneurs’ dependency for
irreproducible assets. This has two sources. First, the entrepreneurs’ net worth
includes the value of yesterday’s investments in reproducible assets. Second,
entrepreneurs’ demand for irreproducible assets becomes less sensitive to a rise in
investors’ future opportunity cost of holding irreproducible assets. This increases the
degree of persistence and reduces the volatility caused by the shock. On top of that,
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it shifts the volatility from asset holdings to asset prices. This means that it is possible
to generate persistent cyclical movements of aggregate output and asset prices in a
deterministic model from a temporary productivity shock.

Lecture 3: Bank Runs, Liquidity Provision and Credit Chains

Moore’s third lecture concerned financial intermediation by banks. The role of banks
is restricted to the provision of demand deposits. The usefulness of demand deposits
to the economy was illustrated in a three-period adverse selection model. The model
is composed as follows. There are two types of consumers: short- and long-living
consumers. The fraction of short-living consumers in the economy is fixed and
exogenously determined. Short-living consumers can only consume goods in the
second period. Long-living consumers can only consume in the third period, and can
store second-period goods (without depreciation) for third-period consumption. In the
first period each consumer, ignorant of his type, puts in one unit of asset. At the
beginning of the second period each consumer privately observes his own type. The
production process can be interrupted at the second period, yielding one unit of a
consumption good in that period, or can be continued, yielding more than one unit of
consumption in the third period. Consumers are risk averse. If there are only
competitive (non-insurance) markets in claims on future consumption goods, then the
final allocation is the same as in autarky. This allocation is not optimal, because
consumers would be better off if they were able to get insurance against the outcome
of being a short-living consumer. Because consumers’ types are only privately
observable (and nonverifiable), complete markets with state-contingent claims are
ruled out. If there were insurance possibilities, the optimal allocation would be
attainable and incentive compatible: due to the production technology the short-living
consumers never have an incentive to pretend to be long-living consumers, and the
optimal allocation is such that long-living consumers strictly prefer to claim that they
enjoy long lives. This means that the state-contingent claims outcome can be
implemented by a revelation mechanism. The optimal allocation can also be
implemented by introducing a bank in the economy that issues the following demand
deposits. Each consumer can deposit one unit in the first period. The consumers that
withdraw in the second period, receive at least one unit of the good, on a first-come-
first-serve basis until the bank’s resources dry up. Any resources that are left at the
bank in the third period are allocated to the remaining depositors. In this setting the
optimal allocation is implemented as a Nash equilibrium: all short-living consumers
withdraw in the second period, and all long-living consumers withdraw in the third
period. There is, however, a second Nash equilibrium in which there is a bank run: all
consumers withdraw in the second period. This second Nash equilibrium is Pareto
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dominated by the autarky allocation. There are two ways to rule out bank runs. First,
the government could provide savings-and-loans insurance against bank runs. If bank
managers incur a nonverifiable effort to improve the bank’s liquidity, a government’s
guarantee would give them incentives to choose low incentives. Second, banks can
suspend convertibility of their deposits by committing to a maximum fraction of first-
period withdrawals. Bank runs are ruled out and the optimal allocation is implemented
if this fraction is (1) higher than the fraction of short-living consumers, and (2) small
enough such that the bank will have enough money to serve the long-living, not-
withdrawing consumers in the third period, after the maximum first-period fraction of
consumers have withdrawn in the second period.

Demand deposits need not always be useful to the economy. Moore illustrated
this by slightly changing the model of the previous paragraph by introducing problems
of moral hazard. Again there are risk averse short- and long-living consumers who
want to make optimal investment decisions. The investment opportunities have
changed in the following sense. In the first period each consumer, ignorant of his type,
can divide his initial endowment between short- and long-term investments. The short-
and long-term investment yield a short- and long-term rate of return, respectively. The
liquidation value of the long-term project is smaller than the short-term rate of return.
A long-living consumer can reinvest a short-term investment. The rate of return to this
second-period short-term investment is not known in the first period, and this
reinvestment is not observable to others. The first-best allocation is such that no
liquidation of long-term investment occurs. There will always be enough long-living
consumers whose short-term investment can be used to provide for the needs of
short-living consumers. Given the rate of return on short-term investments, the choice
between consumption and investment in the second period depends on the realization
of the third-period return to short-term investments. The third-period short-term rate
of return determines the tradeoff between the aggregate second- and third-period
consumption. This first-best allocation need, however, not be incentive compatible:
given the fist-best allocation, long-living consumers could prefer to pretend that they
are short-living consumers (and reinvest their returns from short-term first-period
investments). The second-best allocation may provide for premature liquidations of
long-term investments. Again this second-best can be implemented by introducing
competitive banks that offer deposits, and the bank run equilibrium can be ruled out
by suspension of convertibility. Such a solution gives the following allocation of risk.
Short-living consumers bear the valuation risk of long-term investments, and long-living
consumers bear the reinvestment-opportunity risk of third-period short-term
investment.

After this Moore discussed some preliminary work on credit chains.
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John Moore’s lectures were very intense and instructive. I am grateful that I have had
the opportunity to see such a great economist in action.
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Lq klv ohfwxuhv surihvvru Wkrpdv Vwrnhu jdyh d eurdg ryhuylhz ri vhpl~ dqg
qrq~sdudphwulf phwkrgv xvhg lq hfrqrphwulfv1 Pdq| glòhuhqw dssolfdwlrqv
zhuh xvhg wr looxvwudwh wkh frqfhswv1 Wkh ñuvw ohfwxuh zdv frqfhuqhg zlwk wkh
prwlydwlrq iru vhpl~sdudphwulf phwkrgv lq hfrqrphwulfv1 Wkh edvlf ehqhñwv
dqg gudzedfnv ri sdudphwulf/ vhpl~sdudphwulf dqg qrq~sdudphwulf phwkrgv
zhuh surylghg dqg looxvwudwhg zlwk vrph dssolfdwlrqv1 Wkh vhfrqg ohfwxuh jdyh
d ryhuylhz ri wrgd|*v qrq~sdudphwulf phwkrgv dqg wkh sureohpv lqyroyhg/ zlwk
dq dssolfdwlrq wr FR2 hplvvlrqv1 Wkh wklug ohfwxuh zdv ghyrwhg wr h{dpsohv
ri lqgh{ prghov dqg wkhlu vhpl~sdudphwulf hvwlpdwlrq1 Lq wkh irxuwk ohfwxuh
surihvvru Vwrnhu irfxvhg rq Dyhudjh Ghulydwlyhv Hvwlpdwlrq +DGH,/ wkh glòhu0
hqw zd|v ri hvwlpdwlrq dqg rwkhu uhodwhg frqfhswv1 Ilqdoo|/ lq wkh odvw ohfwxuh d
iudphzrun iru vshflñfdwlrq whvwlqj xvlqj qrq~sdudphwulf dqg vhpl~sdudphwulf
phwkrgv zdv suhvhqwhg1 Vwrnhu vkrzhg krz Vhpl~sdudphwulf phwkrgv fdq eh
xvhg lq doo nlqgv ri dssolfdwlrqv wr uhyhdo wkh gdwd vwuxfwxuh dqg wkh xqghuo|lqj
jhqhudwlqj surfhvv1
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Orrvho| vshdnlqj vhpl~sdudphwulf +VS, phwkrgv pdlqwdlq dq lqwhusuhwdeoh vwuxf0
wxuh rq wkh sdudphwhuv ri prvw frqfhuq/ exw gr qrw uho| rq vshflñf dvvxpswlrqv
derxw ihdwxuhv ri vhfrqgdu| lpsruwdqfh1

Dowkrxjk lqwhusuhwdwlrq dqg vxppdu| xqghu sdudphwulf dvvxpswlrqv duh
xvxdoo| yhu| hdv| wr pdnh/ wkh uhvwulfwhg ixqfwlrqdo uhodwlrqv pd| eh yhu| zurqj1
Vr zurqj/ wkdw hyhq cjrrg* sdudphwulf uhvxowv fdq eh yhu| plvohdglqj1 Krzhyhu/
iru qrq~sdudphwulf dssurdfkhv/ dowkrxjk ri juhdwhvw ðh{lelolw| zlwk plqlpdo
dvvxpswlrqv/ lqwhusuhwdwlrq dqg vxppdu| fdq eh glïfxow ru hyhq lpsrvvleoh1
Dqrwkhu glvdgydqwdjh ri qrq~sdudphwulf +QS, phwkrgv lv wkh cfxuvh ri glphq0
vlrqdolw|*/ wkh udwh ri frqyhujhqfh ri QS hvwlpdwhv ghfolqhv udslgo| zlwk wkh
qxpehu ri suhglfwruv lqfoxghg1

Lq VS phwkrgv ðh{lelolw| lv lqwurgxfhg lq d frqwuroohg zd|/ irfxvlqj rq
uhodwlrqvklsv ri sulpdu| lqwhuhvw1 Lqwhusuhwdwlrq dqg vxppdu| lv pdlqwdlqhg
wkurxjk olplwhg sdudphwhul}dwlrq1 Wkh pdlq lpshglphqw ri QS phwkrgv/ wkh
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fxuvh ri glphqvlrqdolw|/ fdq eh dyrlghg lq VS phwkrgv1 Lq sduwlfxodu/ VS phwk0
rgv kdyh d suhflvlrq frpsdudeoh wr sdudphwulf hvwlpdwruv dqg xvh orz glphq0
vlrqdo ixqfwlrqv1

Rqh ri wkh ñuvw VS phwkrgv dssolhg zdv wkh Ohdvw Devroxwh Ghyldwlrq hvwl0
pdwru/ zklfk lv wkh qdwxudo hvwlpdwru xqghu frqglwlrqdo phgldq lqghshqghqfh
dvvxpswlrq1 Wkh rqo| dvvxpswlrq rq wkh huuru whup xvhg iru hvwlpdwlrq lv d
phgldq ri }hur1 Wklv phwkrg vwloo irfxvhv rq wkh glvwulexwlrq ri wkh glvwxuedqfh1
Krzhyhu/ zh fdq frqvlghu pruh jhqhudo uhodwlrqvklsv dprqj yduldeohv/ olnh wkh
vlqjoh lqgh{ prgho> |ð @ J+{

â
ðñ, . îð/ zkhuh H+îm{, @ 3 dqg wkh ixqfwlrq J lv

xqnqrzq1
Vwrnhu vshqw prvw ri wkh wlph rq dssolfdwlrqv ri vlqjoh lqgh{ prghov dqg

yduldwlrqv wkhuhri/ hvshfldoo| wkh sduwldo lqgh{ prgho +|ð @ J+{�ð> {
â
2ðñ2, . îð,1

Kh dovr srlqwhg rxw wkdw VS phwkrgv fdq eh xvhg wr jxlgh wkh fkrlfh ri wkh
ixqfwlrqdo irup ri wkh sdudphwulf prghoolqj/ ru wr whvw wkh sdudphwulf prgho1
Wkh QS dqg VS phwkrgv zhuh looxvwudwhg e| gdwd rq ulfh sulfhv lq Wkdlodqg
dqg krxvhkrog jdvrolqh ghpdqg lq wkh Xqlwhg Vwdwhv1
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Ehiruh wxuqlqj wr VS hvwlpdwlrq surihvvru Vwrnhu jdyh d eulhi ryhuylhz ri QS
uhjuhvvlrq phwkrgv1 Kh frqvlghuhg wkuhh glòhuhqw w|shv1 Iluvw/ wkh Joredo h{0
sdqvlrqv/ olnh sro|qrpldo~/ Khuplwh sro|qrpldo~/ dqg Irxulhu vhulhv dssur{lpd0
wlrqv1 Vhfrqg/ orfdo dyhudjh vprrwklqj phwkrgv/ olnh nhuqho~/ qhduhvw qhljkerxu~
dqg orfdo olqhdu uhjuhvvlrq1 Ilqdoo|/ kh phqwlrqhg rwkhu orfdo phwkrgv/ olnh
Vsolqhv dqg zdyhohwv1 Wkh phwkrgv glòhu lq delolw| wr dssur{lpdwh glòhuhqw
ihdwxuhv1 Lq VS surfhgxuhv ñuvw rughu dv|pswrwlfv duh lqyduldqw wr wkh QS
phwkrg xvhg/ dowkrxjk vhfrqg rughu dv|pswrwlfv/ jrrgqhvv~ri~ñw whvw/ ghshqg
rq wkh QS phwkrg1

Wkh pdlq irfxv zdv rq wkh orfdo dyhudjh hvwlpdwlrq phwkrgv1 Wkh prvw
eurdgo| xvhg orfdo dyhudjh phwkrg lq hfrqrphwulfv lv nhuqho uhjuhvvlrq1 Lq nhuqho
hvwlpdwlrq wkh uhjuhvvlrq ydoxh dw d fhuwdlq srlqw/ {f/ lv fdofxodwhg e| d zhljkwhg
dyhudjh ri wkh ghshqghqw yduldeoh durxqg wkdw srlqw1 Wkh zhljkwv ghshqg rq
wkh sur{lplw| ri wkh revhuyhg gdwd srlqwv/ {ð/ wr {f/ uhodwlyh wr d zlqgrz zlgwk/
k dqg d nhuqho ixqfwlrq1 Wkh eldv dqg yduldqfh ri wklv hvwlpdwlrq phwkrg duh
lqyhuvho| uhodwhg1 Dq crswlpdo* edqgzlgwk fdq eh fkrvhq wkdw plqlpl}hv wkh
phdq vtxduhg huuru1

Surihvvru Vwrnhu eulhð| phqwlrqhg wkh qhduhvw qhljkerxu hvwlpdwruv dqg
orfdoo| olqhdu uhjuhvvlrq phwkrgv dqg wkhlu uhodwlrq zlwk nhuqho hvwlpdwlrq1 Wkh
pdlq glvdgydqwdjh ri doo orfdo wkhvh phwkrgv lv wkdw QS hvwlpdwruv w|slfdoo|
glvsod| d udwh ri frqyhujhqfh vorzhu wkdq dyhudjhv edvhg rq wkh ixoo vdpsoh/
ru sdudphwulf phwkrgv1 Lq idfw/ wkh frqyhujhqfh ri orfdo dyhudjh hvwlpdwlrq
ghshqgv rq wkh glphqvlrq ri wkh sureohp1 Wklv cfxuvh ri glphqvlrqdolw|* fdq
eh ghðhfwhg e| VS hvwlpdwruv1

Wkh xvh ri QSphwkrgv zdv looxvwudwhg zlwk gdwd rq FR2 hplvvlrqv1 Dqrwkhu
glvdgydqwdjh ri QS phwkrgv zdv vkrzq yhu| fohduo| zlwk wkhvh gdwd> rxw�ri~
vdpsoh suhglfwlrq ghshqgv khdylo| rq wkh phwkrg xvhg1

5



W?_i �L_i*t @?_ V@hðLýt 5è �i|üL_t

Prghov wkdw hpsor| olqhdulw| uhvwulfwlrqv duh riwhq lqdssursuldwh zkhq uhvsrqvhv
duh olplwhg/ vxfk dv glvfuhwh dqg erxqghg fkrlfhv1 Olplwhg Ghshqghqw Yduldeohv
+OGY, prghov dgguhvv wkhvh sureohpv1 Wkhvh prghov duh qrqolqhdu e| qhfhvvlw|
dqg ghshqgv h{solflwo| rq wkh vwrfkdvwlf ihdwxuhv ri wkh prgho1 Frqvhtxhqwo|/
iru vxfk prghov/ VS phwkrgv kdyh d qdwxudo dsshdo/ dv zd|v ri phdvxulqj sd0
udphwhuv wkdw duh urexvw wr wkh vwrfkdvwlf ihdwxuhv1

W|slfdo OGYprghov duh wkh elqdu| uhvsrqvh prghov/ lq zklfk wkh ghshqghqw
yduldeoh wdnhv rqo| wkh ydoxh 4 ru 3/ dqg zh dvvxph wkdw wkh dfwxdo ydoxh lv wkh
uhvsrqvh wr d fkrlfh ghflvlrq1 Zkhq zh dvvljq xwlolwlhv wr hdfk ghflvlrq/ wkhq
rswlrq 4 lv fkrvhq li wkh xwlolw| dvvrfldwhg zlwk 4 lv juhdwhu wkdq wkh xwlolw|
dvvrfldwhg zlwk 31 Li xwlolw| lv jlyhq d vwrfkdvwlf irupxodwlrq frqglwlrqdo rq
vrph/ revhuyhg/ fryduldwhv/ wkh hpslulfdo prgho fdq eh edvhg rq wkh frqglwlrqdo
phdq H+|m{, @ I ^!+{,`/ zkhuh I lv wkh f1g1i1 ri wkh glvwxuedqfh whup lq wkh
xwlolw| uhsuhvhqwdwlrq dqg !+{, lv wkh xwlolw| glòhuhqfh1

Sdudphwulf h{dpsohv lqfoxgh wkh surelw dqg orjlw irupxodwlrq zlwk !+{, @
{âñ dqg d qrupdo ru d orjlvwlf I 1 Dq h{dpsoh ri d VS dssurdfk lv wkh lqgh{
prgho wkdw dulvhv zkhq I ^!+{,` lv prghoohg dv J+{âñ,1 D VS hvwlpdwru wkdw
phdvxuhv ñ xs wr vfdoh zrxog dssolfdeoh wr sureohpv ri wklv nlqg1

Dq dowhuqdwlyh VS dssurdfk lv wr edvh lqihuhqfh rq frqglwlrqdo phgldq uh0
vwulfwlrqv/ zklfk ohdgv wr ohdvw devroxwh ghyldwlrqv +ODG, hvwlpdwlrq/ zklfk
zdv sursrvhg dv rqh ri wkh ñuvw VS phwkrgv wr eh vwxglhg1 Exw wkh ODG kdv
pdq| xqdsshdolqj ihdwxuhv> wkh hvwlpdwru lv qrw xqltxh/ wkh lghqwlñfdwlrq lv0
vxhv duh gholfdwh dqg/ wkh ODG hvwlpdwru lv qrw

s
Q frqvlvwhqw1 Krzhyhu/ wkh

edvlf prwlydwlrq iru hvwlpdwruv rq phgldq uhvwulfwlrq/ ru pruh jhqhudo txdqwloh
uhvwulfwlrqv/ lv edvhg rq krz wkh phgldq rshudwru frppxwhv zlwk prqrwrqlf
ixqfwlrqv1 Li ð+{, lv wkh frqglwlrqdo phgldq ri | dqg z+=, lv d qrqghfuhdvlqj
ixqfwlrq wkdw lv frqwlqxrxv dw ð+{,/ wkhq z+ð+{,, lv wkh frqglwlrqdo phgldq ri
z+|,1

D qdwxudo h{whqvlrq ri wkh elqdu| uhvsrqvh prgho lv d prghov zlwk pxowlqr0
pldo uhvsrqvhv ru rughuhg uhvsrqvhv1 Dqrwkhu w|sh ri OGY prghov duh fhqvruhg
dqg wuxqfdwhg uhjuhvvlrq prghov1 D yduldeoh wkdw ydulhv frqwlqxrxvo| exw kdv
vhyhudo revhuydwlrqv dw d erxqg lv prghohg dv d fhqvruhg prgho1 D yduldeoh wkdw
lv rqo| revhuyhg zkhq lw reh|v d erxqglqj frqglwlrq lv prghohg dv d wuxqfdwhg
prgho1 Wkh vdph VS phwkrgv fdq eh dssolhg wr wkhvh erxqghg frqwlqxrxv
uhvsrqvh prghov1 Dowhuqdwlyhv phwkrgv duh v|pphwulf wulpplqj dqg sdluzlvh
glòhuhqflqj/ erwk phwkrgv wkdw wu| wr flufxpyhqw wkh hvwlpdwlrq sureohpv gxh
wr dv|pphwu| ri wkh uhvlgxdov1 Wkh v|pphwulf wulpplqj phwkrg xvhv wkh v|p0
phwu| ri wkh huuru glvwulexwlrq wr uhvwruh v|pphwu| e| fhqvrulqj ru ghohwlqj dw
wkh pluuru erxqg1 Sdluzlvh glòhuhqflqj uhvwruhv wkh v|pphwu| e| ghñqlqj d
wudqvirupdwlrq hðæ+e, vxfk wkdw hðæ kdv wkh vdph glvwulexwlrq dv hæð zkhq e @ ñ1

Wr urxqg wkh wklug ohfwxuh surihvvru Vwrnhu glvfxvvhg ydulrxv jhqhudo lghdv
gluhfwhg wr hvwlpdwlrq ri lqgh{ prghov1 D Ohdvw vtxduhv hvwlpdwlrq/ ru surmhf0
wlrq sxuvxlw/ wulhv wr plqlpl}h

S
^|ðýJ+{âðñ,`21 Wklv dssurdfk lv frpsxwdwlrqdo

yhu| ghpdqglqj/ ehfdxvh zh plqlpl}h zlwk uhvshfw wr J dqg ñ vlpxowdqhrxvo|1
Dq dowhuqdwlyh dssurdfk lv wr xvh wkh vprrwkqhvv lqirupdwlrq rq wkh glvwul0
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exwlrq ri wkh uhjuhvvruv {1 Zrun rq wkhvh surfhgxuhv zdv ruljlqdoo| vwlpxodwhg
e| wkh iroorzlqj uhpdundeoh idfw=

Li wkh prgho lv lq lqgh{ irup H+|m{, @ J+{âñ,/ dqg { kdv d mrlqw
qrupdo glvwulexwlrq/ wkhq wkh ohdvw vtxduhv frhïflhqwv ri | uhjuhvvhg
rq { +dqg d frqvwdqw, frqvlvwhqwo| hvwlpdwh ñ xs wr vfdoh1

úñih@}i #ihðñ@|ðñit( çL?UiT|t @?_ úTT*ðU@|ðL?t

Dvvxph wkdw wkh lqgh{ prgho irup p+{, @ H+|m{, @ J+{âñ, kdv J doprvw hy0
hu|zkhuh glòhuhqwldeoh/ dqg { lv d frqwlqxrxvo| glvwulexwhg yhfwru zlwk ghqvlw|
i+{,/ wkdw ydqlvkhv rq wkh erxqgdu| ri { ydoxhv1 Wkh orfdo hòhfwv ri fkdqjlqj
{ rq | duh jlyhq dv wkh ghulydwlyh pâ+{, @ Cp@C{/ dqg wkh +xqzhljkwhg, dyhu0
djh ghulydwlyh lv wkh phdq ri wkhvh hòhfwv ryhu wkh srsxodwlrq> ï @ H%^p

â+{,`1
Lq lqgh{ prghov wkh dyhudjh ghulydwlyh lv d frqfhsw ri sudfwlfdo lqwhuhvw/ vlqfh
ï @ H^gJ@g+{âñ,`ñ @ ðñ lv sursruwlrqdo wr ñ1 Zh fdq htxlydohqwo| uhsodfh ñ e|
ï/ uhghñqlqj J vr wkdw p+{, @ J+{âï, zklfk kdv J reh|lqj wkh qrupdolvdwlrq
H^gJ@g+{âï,` @ 4/ ru wkdw ï lv vfdohg vr wkdw | dqg {âï duh/ rq dyhudjh/ uhodwhg
lq d 4~4 pdqqhu1 Wklv vd|v wkdw wkh ydoxhv ri ï duh lqwhusuhwdeoh dv cjhqhudolvhg*
hòhfw ru frhïflhqwv1

Dprqj wkh ydulrxv dssolfdwlrqv ri dyhudjh ghulydwlyh duh wkh zhljkwv ri
VS lqgh{ prgho/ rswlpdo wd{ irupxodh/ clqfrph hòhfwv* pdwul{ dqg/ whvw ri
ghulydwlyh frqvwudlqwv1 Lq sduwldo lqgh{ prghov dyhudjh ghulydwlyhv duh hdvlo|
lpsohphqwhg1

Zlwk wklv prwlydwlrq lq kdqg zh wxuq wr wkh hvwlpdwlrq ri dyhudjh ghulyd0
wlyhv1 Ohw o+{, @ ýi â+{,@i+{,/ ru wkh +wudqvodwlrq, vfruh yhfwru1 Wkhq wkh
dyhudjh ghulydwlyh lv ï @ Fry^o+{,> |` @ iFry^o+{,> {`j3�Fry^o+{,> |`1 Ohw apâ+{,/
ap+{,/ ai+{, dqg ao+{, @ ý ai â+{,@ ai+{, eh frqvlvwhqw QS hvwlpdwruv +w|slfdoo|
nhuqho hvwlpdwruv, ri pâ+{,>p+{,> i+{, dqg o+{,1 Wkhq zh frxog ghñqh wkh
iroorzlqj Dyhudjh ghulydwlyh hvwlpdwruv=

î Gluhfw DGH
aï @ q3�

?[
ð'�

apâ+{ð,>

î LY hvwlpdwru

ag @

%
?[
ð'�

ao+{ð,+{ð ý ç{,
&3� ?[

ð'�

ao+{ð,+|ð ý ç|,

î Ghqvlw| zhljkwhg LY hvwlpdwru

ags @

%
?[
ð'�

ai â+{ð,+{ð ý ç{,
&3� ?[

ð'�

ai â+{ð,+|ð ý ç|,

Wkh dv|pswrwlf glvwulexwlrq wkhru| ri wkh deryh hvwlpdwruv fdq eh ghulyhg
xvlqj X~vwdwlvwlfv +iru nhuqho ghqvlw| hvwlpdwruv,1 Doo wkhvh hvwlpdwruv duh

7



dv|pswrwlfdoo| qrupdo dqg gr qrw ghshqg rq wkh QS phwkrg xvhg iru hvwl0
pdwlrq ri wkh ghqvlwlhv1

Wkh DGH whfkqltxhv zhuh looxvwudwhg zlwk vrph dssolfdwlrqv1 Iluvw froolvlrq
gdwd zdv frqvlghuhg/ iru zklfk d surelw vshflñfdwlrq zdv uhmhfwhg1 Dqrwkhu
hpslulfdo h{dpsoh zdv rq wkh hòhfw ri dlu srooxwlrq rq Ervwrq krxvlqj sulfhv1
Ilqdoo|/ Vwrnhu dqdo|vhg wkh sulfh hòhfwv lq krxvhkrog jdvrolqh gdwd

5TiUð�U@|ðL? Ait|ð?} Ntð?} ûè @?_ 5è 4i|üL_t

Wkh odvw ohfwxuh zdv sulpdulo| edvhg rq wkh sdshu Vwrnhu zurwh mrlqwo| zlwk
D�íw~Vdkdold dqg Elfnho� lq zklfk jrrgqhvv0ri0ñw glòhuhqfhv ehwzhhq uhvwulfwhg
dqg jhqhudo uhjuhvvlrq zhuh dqdo|vhg1 Wkh edvlf txhvwlrq wkh| wulhg wr dqvzhu
zdv zkhwkhu d glphqvlrq uhgxfwlrq fdq eh dfklhyhg e| rplwwlqj d yduldeoh iurp
wkh prgho1 Wkh jhqhudo prgho wkh| frqvlghuhg lv QS dqg wkh uhvwulfwhg prgho
fdq hlwkhu eh sdudphwulf/ VS ru +uhgxfhg glphqvlrq, QS1

Vxssrvh zh fdq vsolw wkh yhfwru ri uhjuhvvruv { lqwr wzr yhfwruv { @ +z> y,1
Wkh edvlf txhvwlrq lv zkhwkhu zh fdq rplw y iurp wkh uhjuhvvlrq ri | rq {1 Iru
wklv fdvh wkh| ghulyhg d jrrgqhvv0ri0ñw vwdwlvwlf ri ehdxw| vlpsolflw|

aý @
4

q

?[
ð'�

k
ap+zð> yð,ý aP+zð,

l2
$+ ai+zð> yð,,>

zkhuh ap dqg aP duh uhjuhvvlrq hvwlpdwruv ri wkh jhqhudo dqg wkh uhvwulfwhg
uhjuhvvlrq dqg $+=, lv d zhljkwlqj ixqfwlrq iru wulpplqj rq orz ghqvlw|1 Xqghu
wkh qxoo k|srwkhvlv wkdw y fdq eh rplwwhg aý jrhv wr }hur1

Wkh glvwulexwlrq ri wklv whvw vwdwlvwlf fdq eh ghulyhg xvlqj yrq Plvhv h{0
sdqvlrq1 D vlqjxodulw| lq wkh vwdwlvwlf rffxuv ehfdxvh wkh grplqdwlqj whupv lq
wkh h{sdqvlrq glòhu xqghu wkh dowhuqdwlyh k|srwkhvhv1 Xqghu idluo| dvvxpswlrq
D�íw~Vdkdold/ Elfnho dqg Vwrnhu vkrzhg wkdw aý fdq eh wudqviruphg wr d vwdqgdug
qrupdo glvwulexwhg yduldeoh1 Vwrnhu srlqwhg rxw wkdw wkh dgydqwdjhv ri wklv
dssurdfk duh wzrirog1 Iluvw/ lw fryhuv jhqhudo whvwlqj vlwxdwlrqv/ zkhuh nhuqho
uhjuhvvlrq lv xvhg dqg/ vhfrqg/ wkh jrrgqhvv0ri0ñw vwdwlvwlf lv hdv| wr lqwhusuhw1

Lq dq hpslulfdo looxvwudwlrq Vwrnhu frqvlghuhg whvwlqj wkh Eodfn~Vfkrohv iru0
pxod lq rswlrq sulfhv prghov1 Wkh Eodfn~Vfkrohv irupxod dvvxphv d fhuwdlq
sdudphwulf uhodwlrq ehwzhhq wkh fdoo sulfh dqg wkh vwulnh sulfh ri dq rswlrq/ lq
zklfk wkh yrodwlolw| sdudphwhu ghñqhv wkh uhodwlrq1 Vwrnhu whvwhg wkh qrupdo
sdudphwulf Eodfn~Vfkrohv prgho djdlqvw d VS irupxodwlrq iru gdwd rq gdlo| V
) S lqgh{ rswlrqv iurp FERH dqg irxqg wkdw wkh sdudphwulf prgho zrxog eh
uhmhfwhg1

�vë úå>|õ5@ü@*ð@c èë aë îðU!i* @?_ Aë�ë 5|L!ihcE�bbeäc BLL_?ittíLuí�| |it|t uLh hi}hittðL?
ýtð?} !ih?i* 4i|üL_t
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New AIO’s/OIO’s

Drs. D.J.C. (Dick) van Dijk (EUR)
Begeleider: Dr. P.H.B.F. Franses
Onderwerp: Model selection in nonlinear time series analysis

Ing. J. (Jan) Fidrmuc, MA (CentER, KUB)
Begeleiders: Prof. H. Uhlig, Dr L. Meijdam, Prof. J. James
Onderwerp: Economics of Transition

Drs. F.J.G.M. (Franc) Klaassen (KUB)
Begeleiders: Prof.dr H. Huizinga, Dr F. de Jong
Onderwerp: Effecten van wisselkoersrisico op handel

Drs. H.L. (Hans) van Kranenburg (RL)
Begeleiders: Prof.dr F.C. Palm, Dr G.A. Pfann
Onderwerp: Intertemporal industry models with entry and exit and factor market

imperfections

Drs. A. (Alexandre) Possajennikov (CentER, KUB)
Begeleider: Prof.dr E.E.C. van Damme
Onderwerp: Dynamic Game Theory

Drs. M. (Marieke) Rensman (RUG)
Begeleiders: Prof.dr S. Kuipers, Prof.dr R.R. Fremdling, dr B. van Ark, dr G. Kuper
Onderwerp: Produktiviteitsverschillen en schaaleffecten in Europa, 1870-1990

Drs. P. (Ping) Zhang (KUB)
Begeleider: Dr M. Steel
Onderwerp: Nonlinear time series models in a Bayesian framework

Ph.D. Completions

Rudy Douven
Policy Coordination and Convergence in the EU
Katholieke Universiteit Brabant, 20 september 1995

34



Klaas Knot
Fiscal Policy and Interest Rates in the European Community
Rijksuniversiteit Groningen, 12 oktober 1995

Ronald Mahieu
Financial Market Volatility - Statistical Models and Empirical Analysis
Rijksuniversiteit Limburg, 24 november 1995
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agenda

03-11-1993
↓ Block II, Utrecht-courses

08-12-1995

11-12-1995
↓ nake-workshop

15-12-1995

02-02-1996
↓ Block III, Utrecht-courses

08-03-1996

15-03-1996 AIO-Presentation Day

22-03-1996
↓ Block IV, Utrecht-courses

03-05-1996

03-06-1996
↓ nake-workshop

07-06-1996
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REGISTRATION FORM
nake - lnbe workshop 11 - 15 December 1995, Utrecht

Name ........................................................................................

Department ...................................................................................

Institute ...........................................................................................

Address ...........................................................................................

Postal code/Place.........................................................................................

Phone: ................................... E-mail: .............................................

AIO/OIO/Otherwise........................................................................................

(Please circle what is applicable)

Would like to have a private consultation with:Bhattacharya, Brennan, Hansen

Will write a report on the lectures by: Bhattacharya, Brennan, Hansen

Will attend:

the courses on:Monday / Tuesday / Wednesday / Thursday / Friday

reception (Monday) yes / no
workshop dinner (Thursday) yes / no
Are you a vegetarian? yes / no

Wants a hotel room for: Mon/Tues Tues/Wedn Wedn/Thurs Thurs/Fri

Will share a room: yes / no (Single room ± ƒ 130,
double ± ƒ 170)

with..............................................

Remarks:

Please return this form before 24 November 1995 to the nake-secretary.



Registration form Utrecht courses

Block III and IV, 1996
Name: ..........................................................................

Department: ..........................................................................

University: ..........................................................................

Address: ..........................................................................

..........................................................................

Phone no. ..........................................................................

Email ..........................................................................

I will attend the following courses (please encircle):

Block III

1. Morgan

2. van Winden

3. de Zeeuw

4. Ridder/Wansbeek

5. Jager/de Jong

Block IV

6. Ellman

7. Peters/Storcken

8. Ridder/Wansbeek

9. Viaene/de Vries

10. Olson/Schram/van Winden

Please return this form as soon as possible (preferably before ) to the nake
secretary: José Dijkzeul

Secretariaat NAKE

Roetersstraat 11

1018 WB Amsterdam


