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Sistem tercihi ekonomik performansi etkiler mi?

Who really runs
France?

The Presicont, thoe Premoe Manistor, or the Parfamaont?




Sistem tercihi onemli mi?

PRESIDENTIAL

PARLIAMENTARY
s




Anayasal reformlar

l. ve ll. Dlnya Savasi sonrasinda
1990’larin basindan itibaren Dogu Avrupa
1990’lar boyunca Latin Amerika

Arap Bahari sonrasinda Orta Dogu — Misir
Turkiye 2018 sonrasi / Kirgizistan 2021
Moldova/Ermenistan/Gurcistan

ABD’de 2024 secimi sonrasi gelismeler



Baskanlik ve parlamenter sistemlerin karsilastirmasi

* Parlamenter sistem lehine glicli bir savunma Walter
Bagehot, Woodrow Wilson ve 19.yy, erken 20.yy)

* Baskanlik sisteminin tehlikeleri (Linz, 1990) “baskanlik
rejimi demokrasi ile uyumsuz’.

— Karsi argimanlar: Mainwaring & Shugart (1997) ile Shugart
ve Carey (1992).

e 2000’lerin basindan itibaren ilgi ekonomik sonuclara
yoneliyor; Persson ve Tabellini (PT), 2003.



Bu konuda ne biliyoruz? (2)

eKamu sektorunun buyukltgu (PT, 2003; Blume vd.,
2009; Gregorini ve Longoni, 2009; Rockey, 2012)

eRefah devletinin kapsami (PT, 2003)
eButce aciklari (PT, 2003)
eSecim donguleri (PT, 2003)

eYolsuzluk (PT, 2003; Gerring vd., 2009; Blume vd.,
2012)

eVerimlilik (PT, 2003; Gerring vd., 2009; Blume vd.,
2012



Baskanlik sistemi

Politika Sonucu

* Kamu sektérunun toplam blyukliagu -

e Sosyal refah harcamalari -

* Bitce acigi ?/0
* Secim donguleri +

* Verimlilik -

e Siyasiistikrar -

* Yasam suresi B}

*  Yolsuzluk ?/0



* Politika oyunlari literatiri — Barro ve Gordon
(1983), Backus ve Driffill (1985), Woodford
(2003).

» Ekonomik bliyiime/enflasyon ve gelir esitsizligi
evrensel kabul goren olcutler

TEA Conference 2016, Bodrum



Veriler ve tanimlar

Bormann-Golder (2013) ve PT (2003) verileri, 1950-2015
dénemi. Freedom House ve Polity verileri. Gastil ve Polity IV
endeksleri.

Rejim tanimi
BG (2013)

Baskanlik : Devlet baskaninin meclis tarafindan gérevden
alinamadigi rejimleri

Yari-baskanlik sistemi : Halk tarafindan secilen baskanin
meclisce gorevden alinabildigi rejimleri ise

PT(2003)
Baskanlik Givenoyu mekanizmasi olmayan sistemler
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Dunyada hikimet sistemleri

Countries by Government System

Parliamentary republic: Head of state

Isa P'es|f’em '."_ﬂ' is '.“03"7‘ or entirely Semi-presidential republic: Head of state is
ceremonial; ministry is subject to a president that has some executive powers
parliamentary confidence and is ind. dent of legis) s

> executive power is vested in ministry that is
subject to parliamentary confidence

nal mi iy Head of
slate is a monarch that is mostly or
entirely ceremonial; ministry is
subject to parliamentary confidence

=

No constitutionally
defined basis to
current regime

One-party state: Head of state is
executive or ceremonial; power
constitutionally linked to a single
political movement

Head of state is an executive
monarch; hp Hly
exercises power in concert

with other institutions

Pregidential republic: Head of state
is a president that is the head of
government and is independent of
legislature

Absolute monarchy: Head ‘ '
of state is executive; all

authority vasted in absolute - v N
monarch < Do \ . =

Countries in which
constitutional provisions
for government have
been suspended

Republic with an executive presidency
nominated by or elected by the legislature:
President is both head of state and

; ministry, including the
presidem may or may not be sub]ect to
pariiamentary confidence

Source: Wikipedio as of March 2023
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(a) Median CPI inflation
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Figure 2.3. CPI inflation and the form of government
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Table 2: Presidents and parliaments: descriptive statistics

Bormann & Golder (2013) PT (2003)

Pres Diff Pres Parl

Annual GDP growth 680  2.275 1.782  2.527

(131 (1437 (1.182) (1.284)

86 32 51

Growth volatility | 4.523  4.642 0.119 3.973  3.668

(2.764) (2.351) | (0.828) || (1.465) (1.451)

33 86 32 51
Inflation ~ 0.108  0.077 | -0.032** 0.142  0.070 [§ -0.072***
(0.076) (0.056) | (0.035) | (0.096) (0.054) [ (0.000)

33 86 32 51
Inflation volatility ~ 0.106  0.079 | -0.027* 0.133  0.065 [§ -0.068***
(0.078) (0.069) | (0.087) | (0.088) (0.057) | (0.000)

33 86 32 51
Gini coefficient  45.333  36.559 | -8.774*** | 46.986 36.811 [§-10.176***
(7.312) (7.41) | (0.000) | (8.580) (8.185) [ (0.000)

31 76 32 51




Tanimlayici istatistikler (2)

Figure 1: Presidents and parliaments: macroeconomic outcomes
Annual GDP growth Annual GDP growth volatility Annual inflation
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Income

Inequality and income
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Baskanlik sistemlerinde:

*daha disik ekonomik btyime,
edaha yuksek enflasyon,

edaha oynak enflasyon,

edaha esitsiz gelir dagilimi.



Makroekonomik
performans
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() Rule of law
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Ozet - Sistem tercihi dnemli mi?

Ozet
*iki sistem hem ekonomik hem de istatistiksel olarak anlamli
ekonomik performans farkliligi gosteriyor.

*Baskanlik sistemlerinde insani gelisme olcutleri daha kotu.

*Baskanlik sistemlerinde kurumlar ciddi sekilde daha zayif ve
kalitesiz.

Iki 5nemli sonuc
*Kurumlari iyilestirerek hiikiimet sistemlerinin olumsuz

etkilerinin bir kismini bertaraf etmek mimkin.

*Demokrasideki gerilemenin olasi agir sonuclari.



